Google 


This  is  a  digital  copy  of  a  book  that  was  preserved  for  generations  on  library  shelves  before  it  was  carefully  scanned  by  Google  as  part  of  a  project 

to  make  the  world's  books  discoverable  online. 

It  has  survived  long  enough  for  the  copyright  to  expire  and  the  book  to  enter  the  public  domain.  A  public  domain  book  is  one  that  was  never  subject 

to  copyright  or  whose  legal  copyright  term  has  expired.  Whether  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  may  vary  country  to  country.  Public  domain  books 

are  our  gateways  to  the  past,  representing  a  wealth  of  history,  culture  and  knowledge  that's  often  difficult  to  discover. 

Marks,  notations  and  other  maiginalia  present  in  the  original  volume  will  appear  in  this  file  -  a  reminder  of  this  book's  long  journey  from  the 

publisher  to  a  library  and  finally  to  you. 

Usage  guidelines 

Google  is  proud  to  partner  with  libraries  to  digitize  public  domain  materials  and  make  them  widely  accessible.  Public  domain  books  belong  to  the 
public  and  we  are  merely  their  custodians.  Nevertheless,  this  work  is  expensive,  so  in  order  to  keep  providing  tliis  resource,  we  liave  taken  steps  to 
prevent  abuse  by  commercial  parties,  including  placing  technical  restrictions  on  automated  querying. 
We  also  ask  that  you: 

+  Make  non-commercial  use  of  the  files  We  designed  Google  Book  Search  for  use  by  individuals,  and  we  request  that  you  use  these  files  for 
personal,  non-commercial  purposes. 

+  Refrain  fivm  automated  querying  Do  not  send  automated  queries  of  any  sort  to  Google's  system:  If  you  are  conducting  research  on  machine 
translation,  optical  character  recognition  or  other  areas  where  access  to  a  large  amount  of  text  is  helpful,  please  contact  us.  We  encourage  the 
use  of  public  domain  materials  for  these  purposes  and  may  be  able  to  help. 

+  Maintain  attributionTht  GoogXt  "watermark"  you  see  on  each  file  is  essential  for  in  forming  people  about  this  project  and  helping  them  find 
additional  materials  through  Google  Book  Search.  Please  do  not  remove  it. 

+  Keep  it  legal  Whatever  your  use,  remember  that  you  are  responsible  for  ensuring  that  what  you  are  doing  is  legal.  Do  not  assume  that  just 
because  we  believe  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  the  United  States,  that  the  work  is  also  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  other 
countries.  Whether  a  book  is  still  in  copyright  varies  from  country  to  country,  and  we  can't  offer  guidance  on  whether  any  specific  use  of 
any  specific  book  is  allowed.  Please  do  not  assume  that  a  book's  appearance  in  Google  Book  Search  means  it  can  be  used  in  any  manner 
anywhere  in  the  world.  Copyright  infringement  liabili^  can  be  quite  severe. 

About  Google  Book  Search 

Google's  mission  is  to  organize  the  world's  information  and  to  make  it  universally  accessible  and  useful.   Google  Book  Search  helps  readers 
discover  the  world's  books  while  helping  authors  and  publishers  reach  new  audiences.  You  can  search  through  the  full  text  of  this  book  on  the  web 

at|http: //books  .google  .com/I 


OENt 
UNIVERb 


^ 


\ 


i 


HANSARD'S 


PARLUMENTARY  DEBATES, 


THIRD    SERIES: 


OOMMENOINQ  WITH  THE  A00E8SI0N   OF 


WILLIAM  IV. 


45'>   &  46°    VICTORIiE,    1882. 


VOL.  CCLXXIV. 


COMFBISINQ    THE    PERIOD    FfiOll 


THE   TWENTY-FOUBTH   day   of   OCTOBER    1882, 


TO 


THE    TWENTY-THIRD   DAY   OF   NOVEMBER    1882. 


NINTH    VOLUME    OF    THE    SESSION. 


LONDON: 
PUBLISHED   BY  C0BNELIU6  BUOK, 

▲T  THE  omci  FOB  "  hamsabd's  pabliamentabt  vsbatbb," 

22,  PATEBM08TXB  BOW.      [e.C.] 

1882. 


n  -J  •  / 


TABLE   OF    CONTENTS 


TO 


VOLUME  CCLXXIV 


i 


THIRD  SKRIES. 


LORDS,  TUESDAY,  OCTOBER  24.  raf$ 

JUBICIAJ.   BU8IWE88 

Ordered,  That  for  the  purposes  of  the  Judicial  Business  of  the  House, 
Friday  the  XOth  day  of  November  next  be  deemed  the  ''  first  sitting  day 
after  the  Hecess." 
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Parliamknt — Adjournment — The    Appropriation    Act — Constitutional 

Practice — Observations,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill       . .  . .         3 

JUoved,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — (Lord  Randolph  Churchill ;) 
— After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  H2,  Noes 
209;  Majority  67.— (Div.  List,  No.  341.) 
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MOTIONS. 

Parliament — Privileoe  (Mr.  Edmoxd  Dwyer  Gray,  M.P.) — Motion  for 
A  Select  Committee — 

Moved,  "That  the  Letter  of  tho  16th  August,  1882,  from  the  Right  Hon.  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson  to  Mr.  Speaker,  informing  the  Ilouao  of  the  commitment  of  ^Ir.  Edmond 
Dwyer  Gray,  a  Memher  of  this  House,  f«.r  contempt  of  Court,  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  for  the  purpose  of  considering  and  reporting  whether  any  of  the  matters 
referred  to  therein  demand  the  further  attention  of  the  House,'* — {Mr.  Gladstone)   . .        34 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — The  New  Rules   op  Procedure 
— Resolution — 

Movedy  <'  That' the  Consideration  of  tho  New  Rules  of  Procedure  have  precedence  of  all 
Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motions  on  every  day  for  which  they  may  he  set 
down," — iMr.  Gladstone)  . .  . .  .  •        45 

After  debate,  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"  — {Mr, 
Chaplin :) — After  further  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  . .       67 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  and  Notices  of  Motions,** 
{Mr,  Jiaikes.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words  *  and  Notices  of  Motions*  stand 
part  of  the  Question  :  ** — After  short  debate.  Question  put : — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  96,  Noes  46  ;  Majority  50. — (Div.  List.  No.  342.) 

Main  Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  98,  Noes  47;  Majority 
51.— (Div.  List,  No.  343.) 

Ordered,  That  the  Consideration  of  the  New  Rules  of  Procedure  have  precedence  of  all 
Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motions  on  every  day  for  which  they  may  be  set  down. 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn,*' — (3/r.  Gladstone)  , .        69 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  OCTOBER  25. 

Pabliambmt — Privilege  (Mr.  Edmond  Dwyer  Gray,  M.P.) — Communica- 
TiOK  to  the  House— 

Letter  of  the  Eight  Hon.  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  read. 

After  short  debate, 

Moved,  **  That  the  said  Communication  be  referred  to  the  Select  Ck)mmittee  to  which 
the  letter  of  the  16th  August  1882,  from  the  Right  Honourable  Mr.  Justice  Lawson 
to  Mr.  Speaker,  was  referred,'* — {Mr.  Gladstone)       . .  . .  ••71 

Motion  agreed  to. 

QUESTIONS. 

Egypt — Reported  Murder  of  Professor  Palmer  and  Party — Question, 

Mr.  Joseph  Co  wen  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke       . .  . .        72 

Highways— -D18TURNPIKED  Roads — Tiie   Grant  in  Aid— Question,    Mr. 

Sclater-Booth ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson        . .  . .  . .       73 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Order  of  Business— Questions,  Sir 

"Wilfrid  Lawson,  Lord  John  Manners  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone         . .        73 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — ^Thb  New  Rules  of  Procedure — 
First  Rule  (Putting  the  Question)- [Adjourned  Debate] — [Seventh 
Nightl— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Main  Question  [20th 
February], 
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Fablument— Business  of  the  House — ^Resolution — continued, 

''That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker,  or  to  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House,  during  any  Debate,  to  be  the  evident  sense  of  the  House,  or  of  the 
Committee,  that  the  Question  be  now  put,  he  may  so  inform  the  House  or  the  Com- 
mittee; and,  if  a  Motion  be  made  'That  the  Question  be  now  put,'  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  the  Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put  such  Question ;  and,  if  the  same  be  decided 
in  the  affirmative,  the  Question  under  discussion  shall  be  put  forthwith :  Provided 
that  the  Question  shall  not  be  decided  in  the  affirmative,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  unless 
it  shall  appear  to  have  been  supported  by  more  than  two  hundred  Members,  or  unless 
it  shall  appear  to  have  been  opposed  by  less  than  forty  Members  and  supported  by 
more  than  one  hundred  Members,"— (Ifr.  Gladstone.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed  : — Debate  resumed  . .  . .       74 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  lines  1  and  2,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  or  to  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House,*' — (Sir  Henry  Lrummond  Wolff,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  '  or  to  the  Chairman  of  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  long  debate,  Movedf  **  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned," — {Viscount  Folkestone:) — Question  put: — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  136,  Noes  199;  Majority  63.— (Div.  List,  No.  344.) 

And  it  being  past  a  quarter  before  Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  on  the 
Amendment  stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  OCTOBER  26. 

EoYFniN  Expedition— Vote  of  Thanks  to  Her  Majesty's  Naval  and 
Military  Forces — Resolutions — 

Moved  to  resolve, 

"I.  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to  Admiral  Sir  Frederick  Beauchamp 
Paget  Seymour,  G.C.B.,  for  the  distinguished    skill   and   ability  with    which  he 
plumed  and  conducted  the  attack  on  the  Fortifications  of  Alexandria  and  the  Naval 
operations  in  the  Suez  Canal  which  aided  materially  in  the  suppression  of  the  military 
rebfiUion  against  the  authority  of  His  Highness  the  Khedive : 
"  2.  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to  General  Sir  Qamet  Joseph  Wolseley, 
6.C.B.,  G.C.M.G.,  for  the  distinguished  skill  and  ability  with  which  he  planned  and 
conducted  the  military    operations  in   Egypt,   which    resulted  in   the  victory  of 
Tel-el-Kebir,  the  occupation  of  Cairo,  and  the  complete  suppression  of  the  military 
rebellion  against  the  authonty  of  His  Highness  the  Khedive  : 
"  3.  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to 
General  Sir  John  Miller  Adye,  K.C.B. ; 
Vice- Admiral  William  Montagu  Do  well,  C.B. ; 
Lieutenant- General  George  Harry  Smith  Willis,  C.B. : 
Lieutenant- General  Sir  Edward  Bruce  Hamley,  K.C.M.G.,  C.B. ; 
Major-General  Sir  Archibald  Alison,  Baronet,  K.C.B. ; 
Rear-Admiral  Sir  William  Nathan  Wrighte  Hewett,  V.C,  K.C.B. ; 
Rear- Admiral  Sir  Francis  William  Sullivan.  K  C.B.,  C.M.G. ; 
Rear-Admiral  Anthony  Hiley  Hoskins,  C.B.  ; 
Major-General  His  Royal  Highness  Arthur,  Duko  of  Connaught,  K.G.,  K.T., 

K.P.,  G.C.S.L,  G.C.M.G. ; 
]Major-General  William  Earle,  C.S.I. ; 

Major-General  Sir  Henry  Evelyn  Wood,  V.C,  G.C.M.G.,  K.C.B. ; 
Major-General  Gerald  Graham,  V.C,  C.B. ; 
Majcr-General  George  Byng  Harman,  C.B. ; 
Major-General  Druxy  Cjirzon  Drury-Lowe,  C.B. ; 
Major-General  Sir  Herbert  Taylor  Macpherson,  V.C,  K.C.B. ; 
and  to  the  other  Officers  and  Warrant  Officers  of  the   Navy,   Army,  and  Royal 
Uarines,  including  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Forces,  both  European  and  Native,  for 
the  energy  and  galLantry  with  which' the j  executed  the  services  they  have  been  called 
upon  to  perform : 
**  i.  That  this  House  doth  acknowledge  and  highly  approve  the  gallantry,  discipline, 
and  good  oondact  displayed  by  the  Petty  Officers,  Non-commissioned  Officers,  and 
Men  of  the  NaTj,  Army,  and  Royal  Marines,  and  of  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Forces, 
Eoropettn  and  ^altiTe;   and,  also,  the  cordial  good  feeling   which   animated   the 
Vniied  Force/^—^Tke  JEari  Oranfnile)  ..  ..  ..133 

After  abort  debate,  the  said  Besolutions  severally  agreed  to,  nemine  du- 
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FoBCSS — continued. 

Ordered,  That  the  Lord  Chancellor  do  communioate  the  said  Resolutions  to  Admiral 
Sir  Frederick  Beauchamp  Paget  Se3rmoar  and  General  Sir  Garnet  Joseph  Wolseley 
respectively,  and  that  they  be  requested  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  communicate  the 
same  to  the  several  officers  referr^  to  therein. 

Army — Ke-ikstatement  of  Colonel  Valentine  Baker  in  **  The  Army 
List  " — Question,  Observations,  Jjord  Stanley  of  Alderlej;  Beply,  The 
Earl  of  Morley  . .  . .  . .     154 

EoYPT  (PoLinoAL  Affairs)— Policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government — 
Question,  Observations,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury;  Beplj,  Earl 
Granville       ..  ..  ..  ..165 

Parliament — Adjournment  of  the   House — Question,  The  Marquess  of 

Salisbury ;  Answer,  Earl  Granville  . .  . .  . ,     160 

Moved,  <*  That  the  House  do  adjourn  to  Friday  the  10th  day  of  Novem- 
ber next,"— (I%tf  £arl  Granville.) 

Ecclesiastical  Courts— Imprisonment  of  the  Rev.  S.  F.  Green  for 
Contempt — Question,  Observations,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  The 
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Motion  agreed  to. 
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Egypt — ^Thb  Suez  Canal— Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff ;  Answer, 
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Egypt — ^Heported  Murder  of  Professor  Palmer  and  Party — Questions, 

Mr.    Joseph    Cowen,    Mr.    Macfarlane;    Answers,    Mr.     Campbell- 

Bannerman  . .  . .     176 

Egypt — Policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government— Questions,  Mr.  Asfamead- 

Barilett ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  • .  . .     178 
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MOTIONS. 

Egyptian  Expedition — Vote  of  Thanks  to  Her  Majesty's  Naval  and 
Military  Forces— Eesolutions — 

Observations,  Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr.  Molloj;  Replies,  Mr.  Gladstone       . .     178 

Mored,  **  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to  Admiral  Sir  Frederick  Beaachamp 
Paget  Se3rmoar,  G.C.B.  for  the  distinguished  skill  and  ability  with  which  he  planned 
and  conducted  the  attack  on  the  Fortifications  of  Alexandria,  and  the  Naval  operations 
in  the  Suez  Canal,  which  aided  materially  in  the  suppression  of  the  Military  rebellion 
against  the  authority  of  His  Highness  the  Khedive,'* — {Mr,  Gladstone.) 

Mated,  "  That  the  Original  Question  be  now  put," — {Sir  Wilfrid  LawMn :) 
—After  debate.  Question  put : — The  House  divided ;  Ayes  354,  Noes  17 ; 
Majority  337.— (Div.  List,  No.  346.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agresd  to. 

1.  Beaoived,  Nemine  Contradic4nt§,  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to  Admiral 
Sir  Frederick  Beauchamp  Paget  Seymour,  G.C.B.  for  the  distinguished  skill  and 
ability  with  which  he  planned  and  conducted  the  attack  on  the  Fortifications  of 
Alexandria,  and  the  Naval  operations  in  the  Suez  Canal,  which  aided  materially  in 
the  suppression  of  the  Military  rebellion  against  tbe  authority  of  His  Highness  the 
Khedive. 

Movid,  "That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  g^ven  to  General  Sir  Garnet  Joseph 
Wolaeley,  G.C.B. ,  G.C.M.G.,  for  the  distinguished  skill  and  ability  with  which  he 
planned  and  conducted  the  Military  operations  in  Egypt  which  resulted  in  the 
VictoiT'  of  Tel-el-Kebir,  the  occupation  of  Cairo,  and  the  complete  suppression  of 
the  MUitary  rebellion  against  the  authority  of  His  Highness  the  Khooive,*' — {Mt\ 
Gladstone)  ..  ..  ..      206 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  oat  the  words  **  and  the  complete  suppression  of  the  Military  rebellion  against 
the  authority  of  His  Highness  the  Khedive,— -(JTr.  MoUoy.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question : " — After  short  debate,  Question  put : — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  230,  Noes  25 ;  Majority  206.»(Diy.  List,  No.  846.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

2.  Eemdted,  Nemine  Qmtradieente,  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to  General 
2$ir  Garnet  Joseph  Wolseley,  G.C.B.,  G.C.M.G.,  for  the  distinguished    skill  and 
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ability  with  which  he  planned  and  conducted  the  Military  operations  in  Eg^pt  which 
resulted  in  the  Victory  of  Tel-el- Kebir,  the  occupation  of  Cairo,  and  the  complete 
suppression  of  the  Military  rebellion  against  the  authority  of  His  Highness  the 
ELhedive. 

3.  S$8olvedf  Nemine  Contradicente,  That  the  Thanks  of  the  House  be  given  to, — 

General  Sir  John  Miller  Adye,  E.C.B. ; 

Vice-Admiral  William  Montagu  Dowell,  C.B. ; 

Lieutenant-Qeneral  George  Harry  Smith  Willis,  C.B. ; 

Lieutenant-General  Sir  Edward  Bruce  Hamley,  K.C.M.G.,  C.B. ; 

Major-General  Sir  Archibald  Alison,  Baronet,  K.C.B. ; 

Rear-Admiral  Sir  William  Nathan  Wrighte  Hewett,  V.C.,  K.C.B. ; 

Rear-Admiral  Sir  Francis  William  SuUivan,  K.C.B.,  C.M.G. ; 

Rear-Admiral  Anthony  Hiley  Hoskins,  C.B. ; 

Major-General  His  Royal  Highness  Arthur,  Duke  of  Connaught,  K.G.,  K.T., 
K.P.,  G.C  S.I..  G.C.M.G.  ; 

Major-General  William  Earle,  O.S.I. ; 

Major-General  Sir  Henry  Evelyn  Wood,  V.C,  G.C.M.G.,  K.C.B.  ; 

Major-General  Gerald  Graham,  V.C.,  C.B. ; 

Ma^'or-General  George  Byng  Harman,  C.B.  ; 

Major-General  Drury  Curzon  Drury-Lowe,  C.B. : 

Major-General  Sir  Herbert  Taylor  Macpherson,  V.C,  K.C.B. ; 
and   to  the  other  Officers   and  Warrant  Officers  of  the  Navy,  Army,   and   Royal 
Marines,  including  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Forces,  both  European  and  Native,  for  the 
energy  and  gallantry  with  which  they  executed  the  services  they  have  been  called 
upon  to  perform  : 

4.  ketohiedy  Nemine  Contradicenie,  That  this  House  doth  acknowledge-  and  highly 
approve  the  gallantry,  discipline,  and  good  conduct  displayed  by  the  Petty  Officers, 
if  on-Commissioned  Officers,  and  Men  of  the  Navy,  Army,  and  Royal  Marines,  and  of 
Her  Majesty's  Indian  Forces,  European  and  Native,  and  also  the  cordial  good 
feeling  which  animated  the  United  Force. 

6.  Ordered,  That  the  said  Resolutions  be  transmitted  by  Mr.  Speaker  to  Admiral  Sir 
Frederick  Boauchamp  Paget  Seymour,  and  General  Sir  Gtimet  Joseph  Wolseley ;  and 
that  they  be  requested  to  communicate  the  same  to  the  several  officers  and  to  the  men 
referred  to  therein. 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


Pakliament — Business  of  the  House  —  The  New  Hules  of  Procedure 
— First  Eulb  (PurriNo  the  Question) — [Adjourned  Debate.] 
[Eighth  Night]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [20th  February]  : — Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the 
words  *  or  to  the  Chairman  of  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " — Debate 
resumed  . .  . .  . .  . .     21 

After  debate,  3Ioredy  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr.  Onslow  :) 
— Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  . .     2* 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  '•  That  the  words  '  or  to  the  Chairman 

of   stand  part  of  the   Question:" — The   House   divided;  Ayes  202, 

Noes  144  ;  Majority  58.— (Div.  List,  No.  347.) 
Amendment  proposed,  in  line  2,  by  inserting  after  tlio  first  word  **  of," 

the  words  **  Ways  and  Means  in," — {Mr,  Raikes)  . .  . .     2^ 

Question   proposed,    *'That  those    words  be   there   inserted:" — After 

debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  2,  by  inserting,  after  the  word  "  House,'*  the  words  "  after  consultation  with 
Mr.  Speaker," — [Lord Randolph  Churchill)  ..  ..  ••      2- 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — After  debate. 
Question  put: — The  House  divided:  Ayes  56,  Noes  204;  Majority 
14S.— (Div.  List,  No.  348.)  - 
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Parliament — Business  of  the  House — The  New  Bules  of  Procedure 
—First  Bule  (Putting  the  Question)  —  (Adjourned  Debate] — 
[Ninth  Night]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Main^Question,  as  amended : — Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  the 
words  '  not  being  the  Committee  of  Supply  *  be  there  inserted  :  " — 
Debate  returned  . .  . .  . .  . .     289 

After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided ;  Ayes  102,  Noes  166; 
Majority  64.— (Div.  List,  No.  349.) 

Amendment  proposed. 
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lege, or  the  Business  of  the  House," — {Mr.  0*Donnell)  . .  •  •      312 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — After  short 
debate,  Question  put: — The  HonBe  divided;  Ayes  36,  Noes  93  ;  Majo- 
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has  been  adequately  discussed,  and  that  it  is," — {Mr.  i^/or^,)— instead  thereof  . .      317 

Question  "  That  the  words  '  to  be  '  stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and 

negatived. 
Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  '  that  the  subject  has  been  adequately 

discussedi  and  that  it  is,'  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment, 
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prolonged  for  the  purposes  of  obstruction,"  —  {Lord  George  Hamiltonf)  —  instead 
thereof  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..      317 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  'it  is'  stand  part  of  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment :  " — After  long  debate.  Question  put : — The  House 
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Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  words  inserted  accordingly. 
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Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed  :  — Debate  adjourned  till  Monday 
pext« 
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Parliament — Business  of  ihb  House  —  The  New  Rules  of  Procedure 
— Pirbt  Rule  (Putting  the  Question) — [Adjourned  Debate.]  [Tenth 
Night]-     ■ 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Main  Question  [20th 
February],  as  amended  : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  proposed : 
— Debate  resumed  . .  , .     386 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  4,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  bo  inform  the  House  or  the  Committee  ;  and,  if  a 
Motion  be  made  *  That  the  Qaestion  he  now  put,'  *'  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
**  upon  the  request  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  or  of  the  Member  in  charge,  either 
of  any  original  Motion  then  under  discussion,  or  of  any  Amendment  thereto,  give 
leave  to  such  Minister  or  Member  to  move  *  That  the  Question  be  now  put,'  and  if 
such  Member  shall  so  move," — {Mr,  Bryee,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  '  so  inform  the  House  or  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and,  if '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " — After  debate,  Question 
put: — The  House  rfirtrftfrf ;  Ayes  152,  Noes  100;  Majority  62. — (Div. 
List,  No.  363.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  4,  after  the  word  "  if,"  to  insert  the  words  "  such  information  of  Mr.  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  shall  be  confirmed  by  not  less  than  twenty  Members  rising  in  their 
places  tJidy*— {Mr, Hinde Palmer)        ..  ..  ..  ..411 

Question  proposed,  **That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 
After  short  debate.  Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  the  word  **  twenty,"  in  order  to  insert  the  word 
**  forty," — (J/r.  Ashmead-BartUtt :) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  *  twenty  '  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment : "  —  After  further  short  debate,  Question  put,  and 
negatived. 

Question,  **  That  the  word  '  forty  '  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to, 

.  Question,  '*  That  the  words  *  such  information  of  Mr.  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  shall «be  confirmed  by  not  less  than  forty  Members  rising  in 
their  places  and,'  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 
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)8tion  again  proposed: — Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

m,  Question,  as  amended,  again  proposed : — Debate  adjourned  till 
To-morrow. 
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ORDER    OF     THE    DAY. 
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Parliament — ^Business  of  the  House — The  New  Rules  of  Procedure 
—  First  Bule  (Putting  the  Question)  —  [Adjourned  Debate] 
LFourteenth  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Main  Question  [20tli 
February],  as  amended :  —Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  proposed  : 
— Debate  resumed  . .  . .  .  . .     768 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  8,  after  the  word  "  taken,"  to  insert  the  words  '*  unless  it  shall  appear  to  have 
been  supported  by  five-eighths  of  those  present,  and," — {Mr.  Harcourt.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :" — After  debate, 
Question  put: — The  House  divided:  Ayes  70;  Noes  14G;  Majority  76. 
— (Div.  List,  No.  357.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  9,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  to  have  b^cn  supported  by  more  than  two  hundred 
Members,*'  and  insert  "that  the  number  of  Members  voting  in  the  affirmative 
exceeds  two  hundred," — (ifr.  iffltf/ar/a««,)— instead  thereof  ..  ,,     790 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  '  to  have  been  supported  by  more 
than '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :" — After  short  debate,  Amendment, 
b^  leave,  tcithdravm. 
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thereof  ..  ,.  ..  ..  ..     791 
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Question : '' — ^After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  9,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  two,"  in  order  to 
insert  the  word  "three,"— (i/r.  5fl/^,)— instead  thereof  . .     792 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word  '  two '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 
— After  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided ;  Ayes  72,  Noes  35 ; 
Majority  37.— (Div.  List,  No.  358.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  9,  after  the  word  '*  Members,*'  to  insert  the  words  ''  and  to  have  been  opposed 
by  less  than  one  hundred  and  fifty  Members," — {Mr,  Brodrick)       ..  ..797 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :" — After  debate. 
Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  45,  Noes  84  ;  Majority  39. — 
CDiv.  List,  No.  359.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  10,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  less,"  in  order 
to  insert  the  word  "  fewer," — {Mr.  TFarton)  . .  . .     807 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  less '  stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  10,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  Members  " 
to  the  end  of  the  Question, — {Mr.  Chaplin)  . .  . .     808 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words — 

**  Provided  also,  That  any  number  of  Members  exceeding  ten  who  shall  be  dissatisfied 
with  such  decision  shall  be  entitled  at  the  next  sitting  of  the  House  to  make  a  protest 
in  writing,  which  shall  be  recorded  in  the  Journals  of  the  House,* ' — {Mr.  W.  H.  Stnith)     808 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  added." 
After  debate,  Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  to 
leave  out  the  words  "  exceeding  ten," — {Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  . ,     819 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  '  exceeding  ten '  stand  part  of  the 
said  proposed  Amendment :" — After  further  debate.  Question  put,  and 
negatived. 

Amendment  further  amended,  by  inserting,  before  the  word  "protest," 
the  word  "  collective." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words — 

^  Provided  also,  That  any  number  of  Membei*8  who  shall  be  dissatisfied  with  such  deci- 
sion shall  bo  entitled  at  the  next  sitting  of  the  House  to  make  a  collective  protest  in 
writing  which  shall  be  recorded  in  the  Journals  of  the  House  *' 

be  there  added :  " — The  House  divided;  Ayes  67,  Noes  98;  Majority 
31.— (Div.List,  No.  360.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  proposed : — Debate  adjourned  till 
Monday  next. 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  NOVEMBEE  6. 
NOTICE    OF   MOTION. 

Egypt  (Employment  of   Hee  Majesty's   Forces) — Notice,  Sir  Stafford 

Northcote     . .  ; .  • .  , .     842 
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OSDEB    OF    THE    DAT. 

Paruament — Business  of  the  House— The  New  Eules  op  Procedure—- 
First  Bule  (Putting  the  Question) — [Adjourned  Debate] — [Fif- 
teenth Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Main  Question  [20 th 
February],  as  amended :  —Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  pro- 
posed : — ^iJebate  resumed  • .  . .     867 

Amendment  proposed. 
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Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  55,  Noes  139  ;  Majority  84. 
— (Div.  List,  No.  361.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  proposed  . .  . .     892 

After  short  debate,  Moved^  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (Ifr. 
Chaplin :) — After  further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words  '<  Provided  also.  That  this  Resolution 
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Balfour)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..900 
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jorily  45.— (Div.  List,  No.  362.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  proposed  , .     912 

After  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— ( Tiwoww^ 
Lymington  :)— Motion  agreed  to  : — Debate  adjourned  till  To-tngrroWt 
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ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


Parliament — Business  of  the  House— The  New  Rules  of  Procedure — 
First  Rule  (Putting  the  Question)- [Adjourned  Debate]— [Six- 
teenth Night"! — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Main  Question  [20th 
February],  as  amended : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  pro- 
posed : — Debate  resumed      , .  . .  . .  . .     958 

After  long  debate,  Moted,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr. 
Aihmead'BartUtt ;)— Question  put/  and  agreed  to. 

Moved,  **That  the  Debate  be  adjourned  ^till  To-morrow," — {Mr.  Olad- 
sUme.) 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  To-morrow,"  and  insert 
"Friday,"— (SVr  Wilfrid  Latceon  :) — After  short  debate.  Amendment, 
bj  leave,  unthdratcn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Debate  fnrther  adjourned  till  To- 
morrow. 


COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  NOVEMBER  8. 
ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 
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[Seventeenth  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Main  Question  [20th 
February],  as  amended : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  pro- 
posed : — Debate  resumed      . .  . .  . .  . .   1 028 

After  long  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  clock, 
the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 
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To-morrow. 
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Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradl.\ugu) — Communication  to  the  House  : — 

Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .  •  •  1327 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


Parliament — Business  of  the  House  —  The  New  Rules  of  Procedure 
— Second  Rule  (Motions  for  Adjournment  before  Public  Business) 
[Adjourned  Debate.]     [Twentieth  Night] — 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Further  Consideration  of  the  New  Rules  of 
Procedure. 

Moped,  "That  no  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the  Houso  shall  he  made  hef ore 
the  Orders  of  the  Day,  or  Notices  of  Motions  have  been  entered  upon,  except  by 
leave  of  the  House ;  the  granting  of  such  leave,  if  disputed,  being  determined  upon 
Question  put  forthwith  ;  but  no  Division  shall  be  taken  thereupon  unless  demanded 
by  forty  Members  rising  in  their  places,  nor  until  after  the  Questions  on  the 
Notice  Paper  have  been  disposed  of," — (ifr.  Oladttone)  . .  . .    1329 

Amendment  proposed, 

After  the  word  **  Tliat,"  to  insert  the  words  **  on  days  when  Government  Orders  have 
precedence,'* — {Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,) 

Question  proposed,  *•  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  :" — After  debate. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word  '*  That,"  to  insert  the  words  "  while 
the  Committee  of  Supply  is  open," — {Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  ..   1350 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  :  " — After  debate, 
Question  put: — The  House  divided:  Ayes  60,  Noes  87;  Majority  37. 
— (Dir.  List,  No.  364.) 

Amendment  proposed. 

After  the  word  "  That,"  to  insert  the  words  "  unless,  as  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
in  fonformity  with  the  evident  tense  of  the  House,"  —{Sir  Henry  TyUr)  . .    1 358 
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Parliaxbmt — Business  op  the  House — Resolution — continued. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — ^After  short 
debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word  **  That,"  to  insert  the  words  **  when 
Public  Business  has  been  declared  urgent,'' — {3/r.  O^Donnell)  ..   1361 

Question  proposed,  ^'That  those  words  be  there  inserted:" — After 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed, 

After  the  word  "made,"  to  insert  the  words  ''until  all  the  Questions  on  the  Notice 
Paper  have  been  disposed  of ;  and,  if  such  Motion  be  decided  in  the  negative,  no 
other  such  Motion  shall  be  made  unlil  the  Onlers  of  the  Bay  have  been  entered 
upon," — (Lord  Randofph  Churchill)  ..  ..  ..  ••    1362 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  debate,  Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  by 
leaving  out  all  the  words  after  the  word  *'  and,"  to  the  end  of  the  pro- 
posed Amendment,  in  order  to  add  the  words  ''no  such  Motion  shall 
be  made," — {Mr.  Gladstone^) — instead  thereof  ..  .,  1392 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  said  proposed  Amendment : " — After  further  short  debate, 
Question  put: — The  House  </m</tfrf ;  Ayes  79,  Noes  113;  Majority  34. 
— (Div.  List,  No.  365.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  '  no  such  Motion  shall  be  made  '  be 
there  added:  " — Moved,  *'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Sir 
Jff.  Drummond  Wolff:) — After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  uith- 
drawn. 

Question,  ''  That  the  words  '  no  such  Motion  shall  be  made '  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  ''  That  the  words  'until  all  the  Questions  on  the  Notice  Paper 
have  been  disposed  of,  and  no  such  Motion  shall  be  made,' — {Mr. 
Gladstone,) — be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed: — Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Gladstone:) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — 
Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 


LORDS,  TUESDAY,  NOVEMBER  14. 

Their  Lordships  met  this  day  at  Eleven  of  the  clock  for  the  despatch  of 
Judicial  Business  only. 


COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  NOVEMBER  14. 
QUESTIONS. 

— #»i9i— — 


Fishery   Piehs  and   Harbours  (Ireland) — Convict  Labour — Question, 

Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  . .  . .  . .   1395 

Egypt — Religious   Ceremonies— The  Mecca    Carpet — Memorandum    of 

Sir  Garnet  VSTolseley— Questions,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler,  Mr.  Onslow ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Childers         ..  ..  ..  ..1396 

Army — Assistant  Paymasters— Question,  Captain  Aylmer;  Answer,  Mr. 

Gampbell-Bannerman  . .  . .  1396 

India— Ghuroh  op   England— The    Bishop    of    Bombay — Question,  Sir 

Oeorge  Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .  1396 


Stable  op  contents. 
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Abmt — 5th    Battalion  Eoyal   Irish — ^Vacant    Majorities  —  Question, 

Captain  Aylmer ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  ..  ..  ..   1398 

Army — The  Botal  Engineers — Promotion— Question,  Sir  Henry  Fletcher ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . ,  . .  , .  . .   1 398 

Egypt  (Military  Expedition)  —  H  Battery,  4th  Brigade,  Royal  Ar- 
tillery— Question,  Lord  Algernon  Percy ;  Answer,  Sir  Arthur  Hayter  1398 
Egypt    (Army  Re- organization) — The    Police— Question,    Sir    George 

Campbell ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .    1399 

Egypt — Treatment  of  Prisoners — Questions,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Viscount 

Sandon  ;  Answers.  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .   1400 

SoL'TH  Africa — The  Transvaal  —  Hostilities  between  the  Boers  and 

MoNTSioA — Question,  Mr.  Guy  Dawnay;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  1401 
Government  Annuities  and  Assurance  Bill,  1882 — The  New  Tables — 

Question,  Mr.  Brand;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  ..  ..1402 

Egypt — Despatch  of  English  Officers  to  the  Soudan  —  Question,  Mr. 

Onslow  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .  . .  . .   1402 

Egypt — Action    of   Italy— Question,   Sir    Arthur    Otway;  Answer,   Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .  . .  . .    1403 

India — Lighthouse  on  Minikoi — Question,  Sir  John  Hay;  Answer,  The 

Marquess  of  Hartington     , ,  . .  . .  . .   1403 

Egypt — Surrender   of    Arabi   Pasha — Question,   Lord  John   Manners; 

Answer,  Mr.  Childers         . .  . .  . .  . .   1403 

Arrears  of  Kent  (Ireland)  Act — The  Hanging  Gale— Questions,   Mr. 

Sexton,  Mr.  Parnell,  Mr.  Gibson  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  . .   1404 

Egypt  (The  Expfj)itionary  Force)— The  Review  in  St.  James's  Park 

— Question,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .   1405 

Egypt  (Employment  of  Her  Majesty's  Fokces) — Ministerial  Statement, 

Mr.  Gladstone : — Short  debate  thereon     . .  . .  . .   1406 

NOTICE    OF    MOTION. 

Mr.  Parnell,  M.P.,  &c.  (Eelease  from  Bjlmainham) — Notice  of  Motion, 
Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke ;  Questions,  Lord  Eandolph  Churchill,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther,  Mr.  Macfarlane,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  Captain  Aylmer,  Mr. 
Onslow,  Mr.  Bourke,  Colonel  Stanley,  Mr.  E.  H.  Paget,  Mr.  Salt ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone     . .  . .  . .  ..1411 

Parliamentary   Oath   (Mr!   Br adlaugh)— Question,   Viscount  Sandon ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Labouchere    ..  ..  ..  ..1418 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 

Pablument — Business  of  the  House —The  New  Eules  of  Procedure 
—Second  Eule  (Motions  for  Adjournment  before  Public  Business) 
—[Adjourned  Debate]    [Twenty-first  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [13th  Novem- 
ber], as  amended  : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  proposed : — 
Debate  TMumfe^  ..  ..  ..  1418 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  3,  after  the  word  '*  upon,"  to  insert  the  words  ''  unless  any  Member  shall,  by 
leave  of  the  House,  have  made  any  statement  other  than  an  answer  to  a  Question," 
— {Lord  Randolph  ChurehiU,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  :  " — After  debate, 
Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  85,  Noes  123  ;  Majority  38. 
— (Div.  list,  No.  366.) 


f  ABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 

iNovmher  14.]  -Ptfy* 

Pabliambmt — ^Bv8iKB88  (fp  THB  HouBi — Rbsolutiox — Continued, 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  3,  to  leave  out  after  the  word  "  upon,"  to  the  word  "  unless,'*  in  line  6, — {Mr. 
Henry  H,  Fowler)      ..  .,  .,  ..  ..    1441 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  except '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion :  " — After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  3,  after  the  word  *' except,"  to  insert  the  words  **  by  a  Member  who  is  also  a 
Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Privy  Council,*'— (If r.  I^tanley  i,eiffhtott)  ..    1462 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :" — Question  put, 
and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  3,  after  the  word  **  except,*'  to  insert  the  words  "  in  accordance  with  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House,  or,'* — {Mr.  Oorst)  ..  ..  ..    1462 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — After  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  ''That  the  words  'by  leave  of  the  House'  stand  part  of  the 
Question,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  '  the  granting  of  such  leave,  if  disputed, 
being  determined  upon  Question  put  forthwith;  but  no  Division 
shall  be  taken  thereupon'  stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and 
negatived. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  6,  before  the  word  **  unless,"  to  insert  the  words  "  unless  a  Member  rising  in  his 

Slace  shall  request  leave  to  move  the  Adjournment  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  a 
eflnite  matter  of  urgent  public  importance,  and  not  less  than  forty  Members  shall 
thereupon  rise  in  their  places  to  support  the  Motion," — {Mr.  Gladstotie)  ..    1463 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment, 

To  leave  out  the  words  '*  request  leave  to  move,*'  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
•*  announce  his  intention  of  moing," — {Lord  George  Hamiltony) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  '  request  leave  to  move,'  stand 
part  of  the  said  proposed  Amendment:  " — After  short  debate,  Amend- 
ment to  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  amended,  by  leaving  out  the  words  "request  leave,"  and 
inserting  the  word  "propose," — {Mr.  Gladstone f) — instead  thereof. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment, 

To  leave  out  the  words  "  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  a  definite  matter  of  urgent 
public  importance,*' — {Lord  Randolph  Churchilf)       ..  ..  ..    1464 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  proposed  Amendment:" — The  House  divided;  Ayes  146,  Noes  86; 
Majority  60.— (Div.  List,  No.  367.) 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  to  leave  out 
"  forty,"  in  order  to  insert  "  fifteen, "—(i/r.  iS^*i7,)— instead  thereof  . .   1464 

Question  proposed,  "That  'forty'  stand  part  of  the  said  proposed 
Amendment:" — After  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided: 
Ayes  109,  Noes  43  ;  Majority  66.—  (Div.  List,  No.  368.) 

Question, 

"  That  the  words  *  unless  a  Member  rising  in  his  place  shall  propose  to  move  the 
Adjournment,  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  a  definite  matter  of  urgent  public  im- 
portaaoe,  and  not  less  than  forty  Members  shall  thereupon  rise  in  their  places  to 
support  the  Motion,' " — (Ifr.  OladeUme,) 

-^put,  and  agteed  to. 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
INovemher  14."1  Pag*$ 

Pajluaxekt— Business  of  the  HorsE — 'REBOLvnoa—eontinued, 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  from  the  word  "  unless/' 
in  line  5,  inclusive,  to  the  end  of  the  Question, — {Mr,  Qlad^UmB)         . .   1484 

Question,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question,"  put,  and  fiegatived. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  proposed : — Debate  adjourned  till 
To'tnorroip, 

Parliament — Privilege  (Mr.  Edmond  Dwyer  Gray,  M.P.) — Report  of 
Select  Committee — 

Eeport  from  the  Select  Committee  on  Privilege  (Mr.  Gray),  with  Minutes 
of  Evidence,  brought  up,  and  read  . ,  . ,  , .   1485 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  '*That  the  Report  do  lie  upon  the  Table," — 
{Mr.  Attorney  General:) — Moved^  '' That  the  Debate  oe  now  adjourned," 
—{Mr.  Parnell :) — Motion  agreed  to: — Debate  adjourned iiXL  To-morrow. 

LORDS,  WEDNESDAY,  NOVEMBER  15. 

Their  Lordships  met  this  day  at  Eleven  of  the  clock  for  the  despatch  of 
Judicial  Business  only. 


COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  NOVEMBER  15. 

QUESTION. 

— •^:o:««« — 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  —  The  New  Rules  of  Procedure 
—The  Proposed  Standing  Committees — Question,  Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  . .   1486 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAT. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  —  The  New  Rules  of  Procedure 
—Second  Rule  (Motions  for  Adjournment  before  Public  Business) 
—[Adjourned  Debate]    [Twenty-second  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [14th  No- 
vember], as  amended  : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  proposed : 
— Debate  returned  . .  . .  . .   1487 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  to  add  the  words  '*  or  irnless,  if  fewer  than  forty  Members 
and  not  less  than  ten  shall  thereupon  rise  in  their  places,  the  House  shall  on  a 
Division  upon  Question  put  forthwith  determine  whether  such  Motion  shall  be 
made," — {Lord  Randolph  Churchill.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — After  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

(2.)  Retolved,  That  no  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the  House  shall  be  made  until  all 
the  Questions  on  the  Notice  Paper  have  been  disposed  of,  and  no  such  Motion  shall  be 
made  before  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  or  Notices  of  Motions  have  been  entered  upon, 
except  by  leave  of  the  House ;  unless  a  Member  rising  in  his  place  shall  propose  to 
move  the  Adjournment,  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  a  definite  matter  of  urgent 
public  importance,  and  not  less  than  forty  Members  shall  thereupon  rise  in  their 
places  to  support  the  Motion;  or  unless,  if  fewer  than  forty  Members  imd  not  leas 
than  ten  shall  thereupon  rise  in  their  places,  the  House  shall,  on  a  Division,  upon 
Qoeftion  put  forthwith,  determine  whether  such  Motion  shall  be  made, 
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PARLIAME^'T — BUSINESS  OF  THE  Hoi'BE — RESOLUTION — Continued, 

The    New  Rules  of  Prooedube — Third   Eule  (Debates  ox   Motions 
FOR  Adjournment) — 

Movedf  *'  That  when  a  Motion  is  made  for  the  Adjournment  of  a  Debate,  or  of  the  House, 
during  any  Debate,  or  that  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  do  Report  Progress,  or  do 
leave  the  Chair,  the  Debate  thereupon  shall  bo  strictly  confined  to  the  matter  of  such 
Motion ;  and  no  Member,  having  spoken  to  any  such  Motion,  shall  be  entitled  to 
move,  or  second,  any  similar  Motion  during  the  same  Debate,  or  during  the  same 
sitting  of  the  Committee," — {Mr.  Oladstone)  ..  .,  ••1491 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1,  after  the  word  **  That,**  to  insert  the  words  '*  except  on  a  Motion  for  going 
into  a  Committee  of  Supply  or  Ways  and  Means,  or  when  the  House  is  in  Committee 
of  Supply  or  Ways  and  Means,  or  on  any  of  the  stages  of  Appropriation  Bill,'* — {Sir 
H,  Drummond  Wolff  J) 

Question  proposed,  '*That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — After  short 
debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  made  "  to 
the  word  •*  that,"  in  line  2,— (1/r.  Gorst)  . .  . .   1500 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  words  '  for  the  Adjournment  of  a  Debate, 
or  of  the  House,  during  ai\y  Debate,'  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " — 
After  short  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided:  Ayes  103, 
Noes  34  :  Majority  69.— (Div.  List,  No.  369.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  2,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word  "  Debate,"  to  the  word  "  Chair," 
in  line  3,  inclusive, — (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)         . ,  . .  . .    1504 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question  :  " — After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  3,  to  leave  out  the  word  '^  strictly," — 
{^Lord  Randolph  Churehili :) — Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  4,  to  leave  out  the  words  *'  the  matter  of  such  Motion,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
words  **  matters  arising  out  of  the  subject  then  under  discussion," — (Mr,  IFarton,) — 
instead  thereof  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    1519 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — Question  put,  and  agreeS  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  Motion,"  to 
the  end  of  the  Question, — {Mr,  Salt)        . .  . .  . .   1519 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  *  and  no  Member  having '  stand  part 
of  the  Question  : " — After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  to  leave  out  **  spoken  to,"  and  insert 

**  moved  or  seconded," — {Sir  S,  Drummond  Wolff)        , .  . .   1523 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  inserted  accordingly. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  6,  omit  '*  or  during  the  same  sitting  of  the 
Committee,  — {Mr,  Gladstone :) — Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  5,  after  the  words  **  similar  Motion,"  to 

insert  the  words  **  if  it  has  been  negatived," — {Mr,  Gibson)  . .   1524 

After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words  **  Provided  always.  That  this  Resolution 
shall  not  apply  to  Debates  which  begin  after  half -past  Twelve  of  the  clock,'* — {Mr,  A, 
J,  Balfour)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    1524 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  there  added:" — After  short 
debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  62,  Noes  145;  Ma- 
jority 83.— (Div.  List,  No.  370.) 

And  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  clock.  Further  Pro- 
ceeding^ on  Main  Question,  as  amended,  stood  adjourned  till  7b« 
fnorrow, 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

LOEDS,  THUE8DAY,  NOVEMBER  16.  Pag^ 

Their  Lordships  met  this  day  at  Eleven  of  the  clock  for  the  despatch  of 
Judicial  Business  only. 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  NOVEMBER  16. 

QUESTIONS. 


The  Magistracy  (Ikelawd) — Coroners,  County  Galway — Question,  Mr. 

Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  ..  ..  ,.   1529 

Egypt  .  (Employment  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces) — Question,  Sir  Henry 

Tyler  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .  . .  . .   1530 

Army — The  Army  Veterinary  Department — Question,  Colonel  O'Beirne ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .  . .  . .  . .   1530 
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Paiiliament — ^BusiKBSs  OP  THE  HousB — RESOLUTION — Continued. 

Order  read,  for  resaming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Main  Question  [1 5th 
November],  as  amended : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  proposed :  ' 
— Debate  resumed  , .  . ,  . .  , ,   1559 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

{Z.)Resolvedy  That,  when  a  Motion  is  mado  for  the  Adjoummont  of  a  Debate,  or  of  the 
House,  during  any  Debate,  or  that  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  do  Report 
Progress,  or  do  leave  the  Chair,  the  Debate  thereupon  shall  be  confined  to  tho 
matter  of  such  Motion ;  and  no  Member,  having  moved  or  seconded  any  such 
Motion,  shall  be  entitled  to  move,  or  second,  any-  similar  Motion  during  the  same 
Debate. 

The  New  Rules  of  Procedure— Fourth  Rule  (Divisions) — 

Mated,  •*  That  when,  before  a  Division,  the  decision  of  Mr.  Speaker,  or  of  tho  Chairman 
of  a  Committee,  that  the  *  Ayes '  or  *  Noes  *  have  it,  is  challenged,  Mr.  Speaker,  or 
the  Chairman,  may  call  upon  the  Members  challenging  it  to  rise  in  their  places  ;  and, 
if  they  do  not  exceed  twenty,  he  may  forthwith  declare  the  determination  of  the 
House,  or  of  the  Committer," — (iff.  Gladstone)       ..  ..  ••    1559 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  I,  after  the  word  "That,"  to  insert  the  words  "except  in  Committee  of 
Supply/'— (5iVJy.  Drummond  Wolf.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  :  " — After  short 
debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  after  the  word  ''  That,"  to  insert  the 
words  **  except  on  a  Motion  *That  the  Question  be  now  put," — {Mr. 
Marjorihanhi)  ..  ..  ..  ..1562 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — After 
debate,  Jlaved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (^Mr.  Arthur 
0* Connor:) — After  further  short  debate.  Question  put: — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  69,  Noes  121;  Majority  52.— (Div.  List,  No.  371.) 

Question  put,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted:" — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  35,  Noes  100  ;  Majority  65.— (Div.  List,  No.  372.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1,  after  the  word  **  That,"  to  insert  the  words  "  after  tho  House  has  entered 
upon  the  Orders  of  the  Day  or  Notices  of  Motions," — (Mr.  C.  S.  Parker)  . .    1579 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  :  " — After  short 
debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  85,  Noes  15; 
Majority  70.— (Div.  List,  No.  373.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1,  to  leave  out  the  words  ^'hofore  a  Division,*'  and  insert  the  words  ''after 
the  House  has  heen  cleared  for  a  Division," — {Mr.  Gorsty) — instead  thereof  , .    1583 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  *  before  a  Division '  stand  part  of 
the  Question:  " — After  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived: — Words 
inserted. 

Amendments  made,  by  adding,  at  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amend- 
ments, the  words — 

"  Upon  a  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the  Dchato,  or  of  the  House  during  any 
'    Debate,  or  that  the  Chairman  of  tho  Committee  do  report  Progress,  or  do  leave  the 
Chair.*' 

And  also  in  line  3,  by  inserting  after  the  word  *'  may,"  the  words 
"  after  the  lapse  of  two  minutes,  as  indicated  by  the  sand  glass." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  twenty,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  word  **  ten," — {^Mr.  Qont)  , .  . .   1593 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word '  twenty '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 
—^Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Amendment  made,  in  line  4,  by  leaving  out  the  words  **  do  not  exceed," 
and  inserting  the  words  ^^  be  less  than," — {Mr,  Oladitone,) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  lino  4,  after  tho  word  **  twenty,*'  to  insert  the  words  **  in  a  House  of  forty  Idem* 
bcr8,"—(J/r. /Tarpon)  ..       '  ..  ..  ..1595 

Question  proposed,  **That  those  words  be  there  inserted:" — Question 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  made,  by  inserting,  at  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment, 
the  words  *'or  upwards," — {3/r.  Reginald  Yorke.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

(4.)  Resolved,  That,  after  the  House  has  entered  upon  the  Orders  of  the  Bay  or 
Notices  of  Motions,  when,  after  the  House  has  been  cleared  for  a  Division,  upon  a 
Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  a  Debate,  or  of  the  House  during  any  Debate,  or 
that  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  do  report  Progress,  or  do  leave  the  Chair,  the 
decision  of  Mr.  Speaker,  or  of  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee,  that  the  Ayes  or  Noes 
have  it  is  challenged,  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  may,  after  the  lapse  of  two 
minutes,  as  indicated  by  tho  sand  glass,  call  upon  tho  Members  challenging  it  to  rise 
in  their  places,  and,  if  they  be  less  than  twenty  in  a  House  of  forty  Members  or 
upwards,  he  may  forthwith  declare  the  determination  of  the  House  or  of  the 
Committee. 

The  New  Eules  of  Procedure — Fifth  Eule   (Irrelevance  or  Eepeti- 
tion) — 

Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee,  may  call  the  attention 
of  the  House,  or  of  the  Committee,  to  continued  irrelevance  or  tedious  repetition  on 
the  part  of  a  Member;  and  may  direct  the  Member  to  discontinue  his  Speech," — 
(Mr,  Oladetone)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    1596 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  tlio  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  when  it  shall  appear  that  the  Member  addressing  the  House  or  the  Com- 
mittee is  using  expressions  which  are  ofifensivo  to  the  general  sense  of  the  House, 
or  is  speaking  with  continued  irrelevance  or  tedious  repetition,  or  for  the  purpose 
of  obslruction,  or  that  it  is  tho  evident  sense  of  the  House  or  of  tho  Committee  that 
he  should  discontinue  his  Speech,  I^Ir.  Speaker  may  so  inform  the  House  or  the 
Committee,  and,  if  a  Motion  is  made,  *  That  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  do 
direct  the  Member  to  discontinue  his  Speech,*  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  shall 
forthwith  put  that  Question,  and,  if  the  same  be  decided  in  the  affirmative,  Mr. 
Speaker  or  tho  Chairman  shall  direct  the  Member  accordingly  :  ProWded,  That  such 
Motion  shall  not  be  carried  in  the  affirmative  if  a  Quorum  of  the  House  bo  opposed 
to  it,"— (ifr.  A.  J.  Balfour.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  *  Mr.  Speaker '  stand  part  of  the 
Question  :'' — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''  or  the  Chairman 
of  a  Committee," — {Tjird Randolph  Churchill)  ..  -.1597 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  " — After  short  debate. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  to  leave  out  the  words  *'a  Com- 
mittee," and  insert  the  words  **  Ways  and  Means," — {Mr.  J.  O.  Talbot,) 
— instead  thereof  . .  . .  . ,  . .   1 602 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — After  short 
debate.  Amendment  {Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  {Mr.  J.  O.  Talbot)  agreed  to : — Words  imerted  accordingly. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  lino  2,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  continued,'*  in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  wilful  and 
persistent,"  -  (ifr.  (?or«0~in8tead  thereof  ..  ..  ••1603 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word  'continued'  stand  part  of  the 
Question :  "—After  short  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  ; 
Ayes  143,  Noes  68  ;  Majority  76.— (Div,  List,  No.  374.) 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  line  2,  to  leave  out  the  words  '*  or  tedious 
repetition,"— (Zorrf  iZafkfo/pA  Churchill)  ..  ..  ..1604 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  3,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  Member  "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order 
to  add  the  words  '*  and,  if  a  Motion  bo  made  that  such  Member  do  discontinue  his 
speech,  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put  such  Motion ;  and,  if  the 
same  bo  decided  in  the  affirmative,  the  Member  shall  discontinue  his  speech  accord- 
ingly,**—(Jfr.  ^or*^)  ..  ..  ..  ..16  06 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word  '  and '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 
— After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  3,  after  the  word  ''  and,"  to  insert  the 
words  **if  the  warning  be  unheeded," — {Mr.  Othson)   . .  . .   1615 

Question  proposed,  '*That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — After  debate. 
Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  52,  Noes  120;  Majority  68. 
— (Div.  List,  No.  375.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  his  Speech,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  words  ''such  irrelevance  or  repetition," — {Mr. 
Gihion)  ..  ..  ...  ..  ..   1626 

Qaestion  proposed,  **  That  the  words  '  his  speech '  stand  part  of  the 
Question :  " — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

(•5.)  Betolredj  That  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  may  call  the 
attention  of  the  House,  or  of  the  Committee,  to  continued  irrelevance  or  tedious 
repetition  on  the  part  of  a  Member ;  and  may  direct  the  Member  to  discontinue  his 
speecn. 

Further  Consideration  of  the  New  Bules  of  Procedure  deferred  till  To- 
morrow. 

LORDS,  FRIDAY,  NOVEMBER  17. 

Their  Lordships  met  this  day  at  Eleven  of  the  clock  for  the  despatch  of 
Judicial  Business  only. 
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AND  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — Question,  Mr.  Callan ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Gladstone  ..  ..  ..  ..   1636 

Egypt  (Military  Expedition) — The  Expenses — The  Vote  of   Credit — 

Notice  of  Question,  Mr.  Salt ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers    . .  . .   1637 

Mr.  Parnell,  M.P.,  &c.  (Release  from   Kilmainham) — Questions,  Mr. 

J.  R.  Yorke,   Mr.  Labouchere,   Lord  Randolph  Churchill,   Mr.   J. 

Lowther,  Lord  John  Manners  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .   1637 

Parliament — Privilege  (Mr.  Edmond  Dwyer  Gray,  M.P.) — Report  of 

Select  Committee — Question,  Sir  John  Hay ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  1 64 1 
Egypt  and  Tunis — Slavery — Questions,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;  Answers,  Mr. 

Gladstone       .,  ..  •         ..  ..  ..   1642 

Egypt — The  Dual  Control— Questions,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answers, 

Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  . .  . .   1643 

Egypt  (Employment  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces) — Question,  Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .  . .  . .   1643 

Central    Asia — Russian    Advance — Questions,    Mr.    Ashmead-Bartlett; 

Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .  . .    1643 

Egypt  (Military  Expedition) — Graves  of  the  Slain   at  Tel-el -Kebir 

— Question,  Sir  Henry  Fletcher;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .   1644 

Egypt  (Expeditionary   Force) — The  Review   in   St.  James's    Park — 

Question,  Mr.  Schreiber;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre    . ,  . .   1644 

Egypt  (Military  Expedition) — The  Expenses — The  Vote  of  Credit — 

— Question,  Mr.  Salt;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .   1645 

The  Royal   Courts   of  Justice — Questions,   Mr.  George  Russell,   Mr. 

Gibson  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre        . .  . .  . .   1645 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAT. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  —  The  New  Rules  of  Procedure 
— Sixth  Rule  (Postponement  of  Preamble) — [Adjourned  Debate.  1 
[Twenty-fourth  Night]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Further  Consideration  of  the  New  Rules  of 
Procedure. 

Moved,  **  That,  in  Committee  on  a  Bill,  the  Proamblo  do  stand  postponed  until  after  the 
consideration  of  the  Glauses,  without  Question  put,"— (if r.  Qladstone)  . .    1645 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  eod  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words 

'*  except  by  leave  of  the  Committee," — {Mr.  Oarst.) 
Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  added  :  " — After  short 

debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''do,"  and  insert 
the  words  •*  may,  by  leave  of  the  Committee," — {Mr.  War  ton,) — instead 
thereof  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1647 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  do '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

—After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words  "  unless  on  the  application  of  the  Member 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  the  Committee  should  otherwise  order/' — {Lord  Handolph 
ChurchiU)  •     ..  ..  ..  ..  ,.   1648 

Question  proposed,  '*That  those  words  be  there  added:  " — Amendment, 
by  leave,  toithdraton. 

Main  Question  put. 

(6.)  Retohedy  That,  in  Committee  on  a  Bill,  the  Preamble  do  stand  postponed  until 
after  the  consideration  of  the  Clauses,  without  Question  put. 

Thb  New  Rules   of  Procedure — Seventh   Rule   (Chairman  to  leave 
THE  Chair  without  Question) — 

Moved f  **  That,  when  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  has  been  ordered  to  make  a  Beport 
to  the  House,  he  shall  leave  the  Chair,  without  Question  put,**—  (Ifr.  Qladttone)      . .    1648 

After  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided :  Ayes  137,  Noes 
69 ;  Majority  68.— (Div.  List,  No.  376.) 

(7.)  Setolved,  That,  when  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  has  been  ordered  to  make  a 
Report  to  the  House,  he  shall  leave  the  Chair,  without  Question  put. 

The   New  Rules   of   Procedure— Eighth    Rule    (Half-past  Twelve 
O'CLOCK  Rule) — 

Standing  Order  18  February  1879,  amended  9  May  1882,  read  as 
followeth : — 

"  That,  except  for  a  Money  Bill,  no  Order  of  the  Day  or  Notice  of  Motion  be  taken  after 
half-past  Twelve  of  the  clock  at  night,  with  respect  to  which  Order  or  Notice  of 
Motion  a  Notice  of  Opposition  or  Amendment  shall  have  been  printed  on  the  Notice 
Paper,  or  if  such  Notice  of  Motion  shall  only  have  been  given  the  next  previous 
day  of  sitting,  and  objection  shall  be  taken  when  such  Notice  is  called. 

"  That  Motions  for  the  appointment  or  nomination  of  Standing  Committees  and  Proceed- 
ings made  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  Parliament  or  Standing 
Order  be  excepted  from  the  operation  of  this  Order  "  . .  •  •    1 65 1 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add 
the  words  ''the  said  Standing  Order  be  repealed," — {Admiral  Sir  John  Hay^) — 
instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  '  except  for  a  Money  Bill '  stand 
part  of  the  said  Standing  Order :  " — After  debate.  Question  put: — 
The  House  divided;  Ayes  129,  Noes  26;  Majority  103. — (Div.  List, 
No.  877.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  after  the  words  ''Money  BUI,"  to  insert 
the  words  **or  for  a  Bill  which  has  passed  the  Second  Eeading," — 
{Mr,  Monk)     ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1663 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — ^After  short 
debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  21,  Noes  76  ;  Ma- 
jority 65.— (Div.  List,  No.  378.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  2,  to  leave  out  the  words  ^'half  past," — 
{Lord  George  Hamilton)        . .  , .  . .  . .   1667 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  '  half  past '  stand  part  of  the  said 
Standing  Order:  " — After  debate.  Question  put : — The  House  divided; 
Ayes  101,  Noes  58  ;  Majority  43.— (Div.  List,  No.  379.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  4,  after  the  word  '*  Amendment,*'  to  insert  the  words  <*  signed  in  the  House  by 
twenty  Members  at  the  least,"— (ifr.  Thorold  Eogen)  . .  , ,   1678 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  proposed  Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "twenty,"  in  order  to  insert  the  word  **8}x," — {^Sir  Henry 
HoUand,)-^inBtead  thereof. 
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Parliament— Business  op  the  House — Resolution — continued. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  twenty '  stand  part  of  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment :  " — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  '  six '  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  Amendment  to  Amendment,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "six"  in  order  to  substitute  the  word  "ten," — {Mr. 
Parnell.)         . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1681 

After  short  debate,  Amendment  of  Amendment  to  said  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn : — Amendment  to  Amendment,  and  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  4,  after  the  word  "Amendment,**  to  insert  the  words  "including  an  Amend- 
ment in  Committee  unless  standing  in  the  name  of  the  Member  in  charge  of  the 
Bill,"— (ifr.  James  Lowther)  .,  . .  . .  . .    1 682 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — Amendment, 
by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  6,  to  leave  out  the  words  **been  given  the.  next  previous  day  of  sitting,"  and 
insert  the  words  "  appeared  for  the  first  time  on  the  Notice  Paper,*' — (Mr.  Warton,) 
— instead  thereof      ..  ..  ..  ••  ..    168«3 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  said  Standing  Order:  " — Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  7,  after  the  word  "  called,'*  to  insert  the  words  '*  and  the  Member  giving  such 
Notice  shall  rise  in  his  place  and  object  to  such  Order  or  Notice  of  Motion  being 
taken,"— (Jfr.  i)i7/M'y«)  ..  ..  ..  .-1683 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — After  short 
debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  10,  after  the  words  *'  Standing  Order,"  to  insert  the  words  "  Motions  for  leave  to 
bring  in  Bills,  and  Bills  which  have  passed  through  Committee  of  the  whole  House,'* 
— {Mr,  Oladttone)     ..  ..  .,  ..  ..    1684 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment, 

To  leave  out  the  word  "and,**  in  order  to  add,  at  the  end  thereof ,  the  words  "and 
Motions  for  Hetums  unopposed  by  the  Government," — {Mr.  Dixon-Hartland.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  and '  stand  part  of  the  said  proposed 
Amendment : " — After  short  debate,  Amendment  to  said  proposed 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "  and  Bills  which  have  passed  through  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,"— (/Sir  Walter  B.  BartUlot)  . .  . .  . .   1686 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  proposed  Amendment:" — After  debate.  Question  put:— The 
House  divided:  Ayes  J22,  Noes  62;  Majority  60.— (Div.  List, 
No.  380.) 

Question,  ''  That  the  words  '  Motions  for  leave  to  bring  in  Bills,  and  Bills 
which  have  passed  through  Committee  of  the  whole  House '  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Farther  Consideration  of  the  Standing  Order  (Half-past  Twelve  o'Olock 
Bold)  18  Febniary  1879,  amended  9  May  1882,  deferred  till  Monday 
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Parliament — Pbivileoe  (Mr.  Edmond  Dwyer  Gray,  M.P.)— Eeport  of 
Select  Committeb — [Adjourned  Debate] — 

Order  read,  for  resumiDg  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [14th  Novem- 
berl,  **  That  the  Report  from  the  Select  Committee  do  lie  upon  the 
Table :  " — Question  again  proposed : — Debate  resumed  . .  , .   1700 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  tho  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  the  Report  and  Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  bo  re-cofhmitted  to  the  Select 
Committee,  so  lar  as  they  relate  to  a  paragraph  referring  to  tho  Law  of  Contempt 
proposed  to  be  added  to  the  Report  by  Mr.  Sexton," — {Mr,  Gladstone,)— maiesLd 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question  :  " — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Words  added : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Egypt  (Expeditionary   Force)— The   Ebview   in   St.  James's   Park — 

Question,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  . .   1703 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  NOVEMBER  20. 

Their  Lordships  met  this  day  at  Eleven  of  the  clock  for  the  despatch  of 
Judicial  Business  only. 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  NOVEMBER  20. 
QUESTIONS. 
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1704 
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1707 


Poor    Law   (Irelaio))— Belfast   Board  of   GuARDiANa— Question,    Mr 

Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
Poor   Law    (Ireland) — Belfast    Asylum — R.    Nelson— -Question,    Mr 

Biggar  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
Africa  (West  Coast) — Congo — Question,   Sir  Henry  Holland  ;    Answer 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
La5d  Law   (Ireland)   Act,  1881 — Applications   for   Loans— Question 

Mr.  Pamell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney 
The  Cathedral  Commission — The  Final  Report — Question,  Mr.  Monk 

Answer,  Mr.  Courtney 
Jury  Laws  (Irelaio)) — Dublin  Juries — Question,  Sir  George  Campbell 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan        . .  . .  . .  . .   1707 

Poor  Law  (England) — Whitechapel  Union — Boarded-Out  Children — 

Questions,  Lord  George  Hamilton,  Mr.  Bryce;  Answers,  Mr.  Dodson      1708 
LicKNsiNa  Act,  1874 — Unauthorized  Visits  by  Constabulary — Question, 

Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan        . .  . .  . .   1 709 

Navy — Aerated  Fresh  Water — Question,  Mr.  H.  S.  Northcote ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  ..  ..  ..  ..1710 

State  of  Ireland  (Apprehended  Distress) — West  of  Ireland — Questions, 

Mr.  Parnell,  Mr.  O'Shea,  Lord  John  Manners,  Mr.  Sexton,  Colonel 

Colthurst ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  . .  . .  . .   1710 

The  Land  Acts  (Ireland)  1870-1881 — Applications   for   Loans — Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  H.  Smith;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  . .  . .   1713 

The  Magistracy  (Ireland) — Resident  Magistrates — Captain  Wynne — 

Questions,  Mr.  Tottenham  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan    . .  . .   1714 

The  Irish  National  League — The  Constabulary — Question,  Mr.  Sexton ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan    ,.  ..  ..  ..1715 

LiKD  Law   (Ireland)   Act,    1881 — Mr.   Martin,  Crown  Solicitor,  Co. 

Donegal — Questions,  Mr.  Biggar;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  ..   1715 
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Arrears  of  Bent  (Ireland)  Act — ^Applications   for  Loans — Questions, 

Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr.  Tottenham^  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  ..    1716 

Post  Office — Acceleration  of  the  Irish  Mails — Question,  Mr.  Moore; 

Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  ..  ..  ..  ,.1716 

Army — Irish  Recruits — Question,  Mr.  M'Coan;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  .,   1716 

Army  Hospitals  and  Asylums — Lord   Morley's  Committee — Question, 

Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  ..  ..  .,1717 

Madagascar — Number  of  British  Subjects  Kesident  in,  including 
Creoles  from  the  Mauritius — Question,  Mr.  J.  N.  Richardson ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .  , ,   1717 

Arrears  of  Rent  (Ireland)   Act — Applications   for   Loans — Question, 

Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan        . .  . .  . .   1718 

The    Irish    Land    Commission — The    Hanging    Gale— Questions,     Mr. 

Sexton ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  ..  ,,  ..1719 

The  Irish  Land   Commission    (Court  Valuers) — Question,   Mr.   Lewis ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone        . .  . .  . .  . .   i  720 

Madagascar — Relations  with  France — Question,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  , .  . .   1 720 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Ulster  Tenant  Farmers'  Association 

— Question,  Mr.  J.  N.  Richardson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .    1721 

Egypt — Slavery  Convention  of    1877— Question,   Mr.   Pease;    Answer, 

Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  . .  . .   1721 

Arrears  of  Rent  (Ireland)  Act— Extension  of   Time,  &c. — Questions, 

Mr.  Pamell,  Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson,  Mr.  Lewis ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone     1722 

Post  Office — Posting  in  Mail  Trains — Question,  Sir  John  Hay;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Fawcett  . .  . .  . .  . ,   1724 

India   (British  Burmah) — Mra   Tha  Doon — Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington      . ,  , ,  . ,   1724 

India  (Bombay) — Local  Administration— Questions,  Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr. 

E.  Stanhope;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . ,  . ,   1725 

Parliament — Order — Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) — Notices 
—Observations,  Questions,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill,  Mr.  Labouchere  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Speaker;  Question,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill;  [No 
answer]  ..  ,,  ..  ..  ,,   1726 

Mr.  Parnell,  M.P.,  &o.  (Release  from  EIilmainham) — Question,  Mr.  J. 

R.  Yorke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  . .   1727 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAT. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  —  The  New  Rules  of  Procedure 
— Eighth  Rule  (The  Half-past  Twelve  o'Clock  Rule) — [Adjourned 
Debate]— [Twenty-fifth  Night]— 

Standing  Order  (Half-past  Twelve  o'Clock  Rule)    18   February  1879, 
amended  9  May  1882,  further  considered    . .  . .  . .   1728 

Amendment  proposed, 

After  the  word  "  House,"  at  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment,  to  insert  the  words 
"  or  have  been  settled  by  a  Select  Committee,*'— (if r.  Sinde  Palmer.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  :  "—After  short 
debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  said  Standing  Order,  as  amended,  to  add  the  words  '*  Provided, 
That  every  such  Notice  of  Opposition  or  Amendment  be  signed  in  the  House  by  six 
Members  at  the  least,  and  six  names  be  kept  on  the  Order  Book  to  make  such  Notico 
valid ;  axtd  that  such  Notico  shall  lapse  at  the  end  of  the  week  following  that  in 
which  it  was  given  unless  renewed  by  the  Friday  in  tiiat  week,** — {Sir  Henry 
SottamO  ..  ..  ..  ..   1733 

Qaeation  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added." 
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Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  six,"  and  insert  the  word  "  three/* — (Lord  Randolph  Churchill,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Qaestion  proposed,  ''  That  the  word  '  six '  stand  part  of  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment:'' — After  debate,  Qaestion  put: — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  39,  Noes  147;  Majority  108.— (Div.  List,  No.  381.) 

Question  put,  "That  the  word  'three'  be  there  inserted:" — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  62,  Noes  126;  Majority  74.— (Div.  list.  No.  882.) 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  proposed  Amendment,  to  insert,  after  the 
word  ** Member,"  the  words  "and  dated," — {Captain  Aylmer :) — 
Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  amended,  by  leaving  out  the  word  "  Members,"  and  insert- 
ing the  words  "a  Member,  and  dated,  and,"  instead  thereof ;  and 
by  leaving  out  the  words  "  at  the  least,  and  six  names  be  kept  on  the 
Order  Book  to  make  such  Notice  valid,  and  that  such  Notice ;  "  and 
also  by  leaving  out  the  words  "  unless  renewed  by  the  Friday  in  that 
week,"— (i/r.  Gladstone,) 

Question, 

"  That  the  words  *  Provided,  That  every  such  Notice  of  Oppositioa  or  Amendment 
be  signed  in  the  House  by  a  Member,  and  dated,  and  shall  lapse  at  the  end  of  the 
week  following  that  in  which  it  was  given,'  be  there  inserted," 

put,  and  agreed  to. 
Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  iaid  Standing  Order,  as  amended,  to  add  the  words  "  Provided 
also,  That  this  Rule  shall  not  apply  to  the  nomination  of  Select  Committees  ;  and  if 
objection  be  taken  by  any  Member  of  the  House  to  the  name  of  any  Member  nomi- 
nated on  a  Select  Committee,  the  vote  of  the  House  on  such  a  nomination  shall  be 
taken  without  Debate," — (Mr.  Thorold  Roger »)      ,,  ..  ,.    1745 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words  be  there  added :  " — After  short 
debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  add,  at  the  end  of  the  said  Standing  Order,  as  amended,  the  words  "  Provided 
also.  That  this  Rule  shall  not  apply  to  the  nomination  of  Select  Committees," — (ifr. 
OlaiUtone)  ..  ..  ••  ..  ..    1745 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added :  " — After  short 
debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  78,  Noes  20;  Ma- 
jority •8.— (Div.  List,  No.  883.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  add,  at  the  end  of  the  said  Standing  Order,  as  amended,  the  words  "  Provided 
also,  That,  when  such  bosiness  as  may  be  taken  has  been  disposed  of,  or  at  Half-past 
One  of  the  Clock  precisely,  notwithstanding  there  may  be  business  under  discussion, 
Mr.  Speaker  do  adjourn  the  House,  without  putting  any  Question :  Provided  always. 
That  when  the  Division  on  an  Amendment  has  not  been  concluded  until  after  Half- 
past  One,  the  Original  or  Main  Question  may,  if  no  Debate  arise  thereupon,  be  put 
by  Mr.  Speaker,  and  a  Division  taken  after  Half -past  One," — {Mr.  Edward  Clarke)   1747 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  added:  " — After  short 
debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  33,  Noes  76;  Ma- 
jority 43.— (Div.  List,  No.  884.) 

Qaestion  proposed,  ''That  the  said  Standing  Order,  as  amended,  be 
agreed  to  :  " — After  short  debate.  Question  put: — ^The  House  divided; 
Ayes  100,  Noes  12 ;  Majority  88.— (Div.  List,  No.  386.) 

Half^past  Twelve  o'Clock  Rule. 

[Standing  Order  of  18  February  1879,  amended  9  May  and  20  November  1882.] 

(8.)  Sucked,  That,  except  for  a  Money  Bill,  no  Order  of  the  Day  or  Notice  of  Motion 
be  taken  after  half-past  Twelve  of  the  clock  at  night,  with  respect  to  which  Order 
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or  Notice  of  Motion  a  Notice  of  Opposition  or  Amendment  shall  havo  been  printed 
on  the  Notice  Paper,  or  if  such  Notice  of  Motion  shall  only  have  been  given  the  next 
previous  day  of  sitting,  and  objection  shall  be  taken  when  such  Notice  is  called. 

That  Motions  for  the  appointment  or  nomination  of  Standing  Committees  and  Proceed- 
ings made  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  Parliament  or  Standing 
Order,  Motions  for  leave  to  bring  in  Bills,  and  Bills  which  have  passed  through 
Committee  of  the  whole  House,  be  excepted  from  the  operation  of  this  Order. 

Provided,  That  every  such  Notice  of  Opposition  or  Amendment  be  signed  in  the  House 
by  a  Member,  and  dated,  and  shall  lapse  at  the  end  of  the  week  following  that  on 
which  it  was  given. 

Provided  also,  That  this  Rule  shall  not  apply  to  the  nomination  of  Select  Committees     1752 

TnB  New  Kules  of  Procedure — Ninth  Eule  (Order  in  Debate) — 
Moved,  '*That  the  Standing  Order  of  28  February  1880  be  read,"— (J/r. 
Gladstone)       . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1753 

Standing  Order  read  as  foUowetli :  — 

**  That,  whenever  any  Member  shall  have  been  named  by  the  Speaker,  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  as  disregarding  the  authority  of 
the  Chair,  or  abusing  the  Kules  of  the  House  by  persistently  and  wilfully  obstructing 
tho  business  of  the  House,  or  otherwise,  then,  if  the  offonco  has  been  committed  in 
the  House,  the  Speaker  shall  forthwith  put  tho  Question,  on  a  Motion  being  made, 
no  amendment,  adjournment,  or  debate,  being  allowed,  *  That  such  Member  be  sus- 
pended from  the  service  of  the  House  during  the  remainder  of  that  day's  sitting ; ' 
and,  if  the  offence  has  been  committed  in  a  Committee  of  tho  whole  House,  the 
Chairman  shall,  on  a  Motion  being  made,  put  the  same  Question  in  a  similar  way, 
and  if  the  Motion  is  carried  shall  forthwith  suspend  tho  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittee and  report  the  circumstance  to  tho  House ;  and  the  Speaker  shall  thereupon 
put  the  same  Question,  without  amendment,  adjournment,  or  debate,  as  if  the  offence 
had  been  committed  in  the  House  itself.  If  any  Member  bo  suspended  three  times 
in  one  Session,  under  this  Order,  his  suspension  on  the  third  occasion  shall  continue 
for  one  week,  and,  until  a  Motion  has  been  made,  upon  which  it  shall  be  decided  at 
one  sitting,  by  the  House,  whether  the  suspension  shall  then  cease,  or  for  what  longer 
period  it  shall  continue ;  and,  on  the  occasion  of  such  Motion,  the  Member  may,  if  he 
desires  it,  be  heard  in  his  place  :  Provided  always.  That  nothing  in  this  Resolution 
shall  be  taken  to  deprive  the  House  of  tho  power  of  proceeding  against  any  Member 
according  to  ancient  usages." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  I  of  said  Standing  Order,  after  the  word 
**any,"  to  insert  the  word  **  individual," — [Mr,  Oorst)  . .   1756 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word  *  individual '  be  there  insei*ted  :  " — 
After  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Movedf  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — ( J/r.  Gladstone :) — Moved, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr,  Lahouchere:) — After  short 
debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdraton : — Original  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Further  Consideration  of  the  Standing  Order  (Order  in  Debate)  28  Feb- 
ruary 1880,  deferred  tUl  To-morrow, 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  NOVEMBER  21. 

Their  Lordships  met  this  day  at  Eleven  of  the  clock  for  the  despatch  of 
Judicial  Business  only. 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  NOVEMBER  21. 
QUESTIONS. 

Tub  Pabks  (Mbtbopolis) — The  Rrgknt's  Park — Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  . .  . .   1789 

Tbob  MAOiffTBAOY  (lRELAND)~Que8tion,  Mr.  Sexton  ;    Answer,   Mr.   Tre- 

▼elyan  ..  ..  ..  ..  «.  1789 
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Public  Health — Temporahy  Abodes — Question,  Mr.  Burt ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Dodson  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1790 

Education  Department — Gipsy  and  Nomadic  Children — Question,   Mr. 

Burt;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  .,  ..  ..   1790 

Spain — International  Law — Surrender  of  Cuban  Refugees— Questions, 
Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett;  Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .  . .    1790 

Africa  (South)  —  Natal — The  Chief  Langaltbalele— Question,   Lord 

Randolph  Churchill;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley         . .  . .   1792 

State   of   Ireland — Extra  Force   of   Constabulary — Lougkmore,   Co. 

Tippeeary — Question,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  ..    1792 

Africa  (West  Coast) — The  Congo— Question,  Sir  Henry  Holland;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilko  . .  . .  . ,   1793 

Parliament — Order — Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlauoh) — Notices 
OF  Motion  —  Question,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Labouchere    ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1793 

KivERs    Conservancy    and    Floods    Pbevention    Bill — Legislation — 

Question,  Mr.  Brinton;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  . .  . ,    1794 

State  of  Ireland  (Apprehended  Distress) — Question,  Mr.  Sexton;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Trevelyan  . .  . .  . .  . ,    1794 

Explosives*  Act,  1875 — Dynaaute   Explosion   at   Pembery   Burrows — 

Question,  Sir  John  Jenkins  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  . .   1795 

Agriculture — Ensilage — Question,  Mr.   Thorold  Rogers  ;    Answer,  Mr. 

Gladstone       . .  . .  . .  . .  , .   1795 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Mr.  Bradlaugii) — Question,    Mr. 

Firth;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  ..  ..  ..   1796 

Mb.  Parnell,  M.P.,  &c.  (Release  from   Kilmainham)— Questions,    Mr. 

J.  R.  Yorke,  Mr.  J.  Lowther;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .   1796 

ORDER    OF    TEE    BAY. 

Paruam^'t — Business  of  the  House — The  New  Rules  of  Procedure 
— Ndtth  Rule  (Order  in  Debate) — [Adjourned  Debate] — [Twenty- 
sixth  Night] — 

Standing  Order  (Order  in  Debate)  28  February  1880,  further  considered  . .   1798 

Amendment  proposed. 

Inline  1,  after  the  word  "Member/*  to  insert  the  words  "present  in  the  House  at 
the  tune,"— (ifr.  Oortt.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — After  short 
debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  1,  after  the  word  "  Member,"  to  insert  the  words  "  after  a  full  and  reasonable        * 
notice,** -^{Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  ..  ..  ..    1804 

Question  proposed,  **That  those  words  be  there  inserted  :  '* — After  short 
debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  53,  Noes  184; 
Majority  131.— (Div.  List,  No.  386.) 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  lino  1,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''have  been  named  by  the  Speaker,  or  by  the  Chairman 
of  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  as  disregarding,"  and  insert  the  word  **  dis- 
regarded,**— {Mr.  WartoUt) — instead  thereof  ..  ..  ••1808 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  *  been  named  by  the  Speaker ' 
stand  part  of  the  said  Standing  Order  :  " — After  short  debate,  Amend- 
menty  oy  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  3,  after  the  word  "  House,"  to  insert  the.  words  "  immediately  after  the  com- 
miadon  of  tiie  offence," — {Mr.  Gladstone)  ..  ..  ••    1808 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 
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Amendment  proposed  to  said  proposed  Amendment,  to  add,  at  tlie  end 

thereof,  the  words  '*  by  such  Member," — {Mr,  Parnell.) 
Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  added  to  the  said  proposed 

Amendment :  "  —  Amendment  to  proposed  Amendment,    by  leave, 

withdrawn : — Wdrds  inserted. 

Amendment  made,  in  line  3,  by  leaving  out  the  word  **  as,"  and  inserting 
the  word  "of," — (Mr,  Gladstone,) — instead  thereof. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  3,  after  the  foregoing  Amendment,  to  insert 
the  word  ** wilfully, "—(ifr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  . .  . .    1809 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word  'wilfully 'be  there  inserted:" — 
After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  made,  in  line  3,  by  inserting  after  the  word  "or,"  the  word 
"of,"— (ifr.  Gladstone.) 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  by  persistently  and  wilfully 
obstructing  the  business  of  the  House," — {Lord  Randolph  Ohurehill)  . .    1810 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  said  Standing  Order,  as  amended :  " — After  short  debate, 
AmeniLment,  by  leave,  withdrawn,  ^ 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  5,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  or  otherwise," 
—{Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  ..  ..  ..1811 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  'or  otherwise'  stand  part 
of  the  said  Standing  Order,  as  amended :  " — After  short  debate. 
Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  90;  Noes  48;  Majority  42. 
— (Div.  iSst,  No.  387.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  5,  after  the  word  "  otherwise,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  in  like  manner," — {JUr.  Stuart-  Worthy)     . .  . .    1814 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  :  " — After  short 
debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  5,  after  the  word  "then,"  to  insert  the  words  *' after  the  nature  of  the 
oflfence  and  the  grounds  upon  whioh  such  Member  has  been  named  shall  have  been 
stated  and  entered  upon  the  Journals  of  the  House," — (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)     . .    1817 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — After  short 
debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  made,  in  line  5,  by  inserting,  after  the  word  "committed," 
the  words  "  by  such  Member," — {Mr.  Parnell.) 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  7,  after  the  word  "Debate,*'  to  insert  the  words  **  except  a  statement  from  a 
Member  so  named,"—  {Lord  Randolph  Churchill)      . .  . .  ..1819 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  :  " — After  short 
debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  7,  after  the  word  "  Debate/'  to  insert  the  words  ''  except  a  statement  from  the 
Member  named,  strictly  confined  to  explanation  or  apology,"— (.Ifr.  T,  P,  O'Connor)   1823 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted:" — Question 
put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  8,  after  the  word  "  House,*'  to  insert  the  words  *'if  such  Question,  thus  put 
by  Mr.  Speaker,  shall  be  decided  by  the  House  in  the  aflirmative,  the  suspension  of 
Bach  Member  shall  continue  until  the  House  has  further  considered  it;  and  Mr. 
Speaker  shall,  immediately  after  such  Question  has  been  decided  in  the  affirmatiYe, 
oante  a  KoUoe  to  be  plaioed  on  the  Notice  Paper,  to  the  e£Eect,  that  at  the  next 
Sittiiig  of  the  House  but  one,  before  any  other  ousiness  is  taken,  Mr.  Speaker  will 
pat  a  Qaestion  te  the  House,  as  to  whether  suoh  Member  be  relieved  from  such 
•oipeoaion,  or  whether  such  suspension  shall  bo  continued  for  a  f urUier  time,  or 
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whether  any  other  judgment  of  the  House  with  respeot  to  suoh  Member  shall  be 
pronounced,'* — (Mr,  Naodegate)        ..  ..  ..  ..    1824 

Question'proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — After  short 
debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  8,  after  the  word  <*  House,*'  to  insert  the  words  *'  Provided,  That,  if  more  than 
one  Member  is  named  in  such  Resolution,  Amendments  to  omit  the  name  of  any  of 
such  Members  shall  be  allowed," — [Mr,  Oortt)  ..  ..  ..    1834 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — After  debate, 
Moved,  ''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Baron  Henry  de 
Worm*:) — After  further  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House 
divided:  Ayes  24,  Noes  132;  Majority  108.-~(DiY.  List,  No.  388.) 

Original  Question  put : — The  House  divided  ;  Ayes  55,  Noes  103 ;  Majority 
48.— (Div.  List,  No.  389.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  8,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  during  the 
remainder  of  tiiat  days'  sitting," — (ifr.  Qladeione)        . .  . .   1855 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived : — 
Worda- omitted. 

Further  Consideration  of  the  Standing  Order  (Order  in  Debate)  28 
Fel^ruary  1880,  as  amended,  deferred  iiU  To-morrow, 

LOEDS,  WEDNESDAY,  NOVEMBER  22. 

Their  Lordships  met  this  day  at  Eleven  of  the  clook  for  the  despatch  of 
Judicial  Business  only. 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  NOVEMBER  22. 

Q  UE8TI0N 8. 

Navy — The  Naval  Besbbves — Question,  Mr.  Gh)urley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Camp- 

bell'Bannerman  . .  . .  . .  . .  1858 

The   Egtptiah  Wab   Fund — Committee— Questions,   Mr.   (Jourley,  Mr. 

Oorst;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  1858 

NOTICE. 

Egypt  (Mhjtaby  Expedition) — Special  Grants  to  Sir  Garnet  Wolsbley 
AND  Sib  Bbauohamp  Seymour — Notice,  Mr.  Gourley;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone       . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1859 

Pabuament — Business  op  the  House — The  New  Rules  of  Procedure 
— The  Chairman  op  Committees — Personal  Explanation,  Mr.  Lyon 
Playfair : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .   1859 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 

Parliament — ^Business  of  the  House  —  The  New  Rules  of  Pbooedube 
— Ninth  Rule  (Ordeb  in  Debate) — [Adjourned  Debate]  [Twenty- 
seventh  Night] — 

Standing  Order  (Order  in  Debate)  28  February  1880,  further  considered . .  1864 
Amendment  proposed,  in  line  16,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  three  times  in 

one  Session," — {Mr,  Gladstone)  ..  ..   1865 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Resolution  i  " — After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived  : 

—Words  emitted. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  line  17,  to  leave  out  the  word  "third,"  and 
insert  the  word  '*  first," — {Mr.  Gladstone)  . .  . .   1865 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  third  '  stand  part  of  the  Eesolution,"  put, 
and  negatived : — Word  inserted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  18,  to  leave  out  the  words  **for  one 
week,"  and  insert  the  words  **  during  that  sitting  of  the  House," — 
{Lord  Randolph  Churchill^) — instead  thereof  . .  . .   1866 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  *for  one  week'  stand  part  of  the 
said  Standing  Order:" — After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House 
divided:  Ayes  101,  Noes  24  ;  Majority  77. — (Div.  List,  No.  390.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  18,  to  leave  out  the  words  after  the  word  "week"  to  the  word  "place,"  jn 

line  22,  inclusive,  in  order  to  insert  the  words   "on  the  second  occasion  for  a 

fortnight,  and  on  the  third,  or   any   subsequent  occasion,  for  a  month,*' — (i/^. 
Gladstone,) — ^instead  thereof              ,.                        ..  ..  .,1876 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Standing  Order :  " — After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Question,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment,  to  add  the  words  "  Provided  always,  That  the 
words  *  service  of  the  House '  in  this  Resolution  shall  not  be  construed  as  excluding 
any  such  Member  from  voting  in  any  Division,"— (ifr.  Oorst)       .,  ..    1879 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words  be  there  added  :  " — After  short 
debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  17,  Noes  138; 
Majority  121.— (Div.  List,  No.  391.) 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment,  to  add  the  words  "  Provided  always,  That 
discharge  from  the  service  of  the  House  shall  not  exempt  the  Member  so  discharged 
from  serving  on  any  Committee  for  the  Consideration  of  a  Private  Bill,  to  which 
he  may  have  been  appointed  before  his  suspension,"  —  {Mr.  Oladttone)  ,,    1881 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  added:" — After  short 
debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdrawn. 

Amendment  made,  by  adding,  at  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment, 

the  words — 
"Provided  always,  That  suspension  from  the  service  of  the  House  shall  not  exempt  the 
Member  so  suspended  from  serving  on  any  Committee  for  the  Consideration  of  a 
Private  Bill,  to  which  he  may  have  been  appointed  before  his  suspension," — {Mr. 
Oladttone.) 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment,  to  add  the  words  "Provided,  That  if  tho 
Session  closes  before  the  term  of  such  suspension  has  expired,  the  IMomber  so 
suspended  shall  not  be  re-admittcd  to  tho  House  '^unless  by  a  Vote  of  the  House  in 
the  following  Session,"— (Jfr.  Peel)  ,,  . .  . .  . .    1882 

Question  proposed,  '*That  those  words  be  there  added:" — After  short 
debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment,  to  add  the  words  "  Provided  also,  That  not 
more  than  one  Member  shall  bo  named  at  tho  same  time,  unless  for  disregarding  tho 
authority  of  the  Chair,  nor  iinless  several  Members,  present  together,  have  jointly 
committed  tho  act  for  which  they  are  named," — {Mr.  Gladstone)   ..  ••1884 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  added." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment, 
To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word  "  time,"  in  line  2,  to  the  end  of  the  proposed 
Amendment, — {Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  ,.  .,  ..  ..1887 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word  ' unless'  stand  part  of  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment:" — After  short  debate.  Question  put: — The  House 
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Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  2  of  the  'said  proposed  Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''for  disregarding 
the  authority  of  the  Uhair,  nor  unless," — {Lord  Randolph  ChurehUl)  •  •    1894 

Queetioni  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  said 
proposed  Amendment/'  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  2  of  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  committed  the  act 
for  which  they  are  named,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words  '*  disregarded  the  authority 
of  the  Chair,"— (Lorrf  Randolph  Churchill.) 

Question,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  said 
proposed  Amendment,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  to  add,  at  the  end  of  tho  proposed  Amendment,  the 
words   "  disregarded  the  authority  of   the  Ohair," — (^Lord  Randolph  \ 
Churchill.) 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  to  insert  after  the 
word  '*  disregarded,"  the  words  "  during  that  sitting," — {Mr.  Onslow.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  'during  that  sitting'  be  there 
inserted :  " — After  short  debate.  Amendment  to  the  said  proposed 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  '  disregarded  the  authority  of  the  Chair,'  be 
there  added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question, 

'*  That  the  words  *  Provided  also.  That  not  more  than  one  Member  shall  be  named  at 
the  same  time,  unless  several  Members,  present  together,  have  jointly  disregarded 
the  authority  of  the  Chair '  be  added  at  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment," 

put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  add,  at  the  end  of  the  Standing  Order,  the 
words  **  or  of  revoking  any  such  suspension  by  a  Eesolution," — (Mr. 
Gorst)  . .  . .  . .'  . .  . .   1895 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added :  " — After  short 
debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed  to  add  to  the  Eesolution, 

"  Provided,  That  if  any  Member  so  suspended  should  thereafter  vacate  his  seat  and  bo 
re-«lectcd  a  Member  of  the  House,  such  order  of  suspension  should  not  be  deemed  to 
be  in  force  against  him," — {Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  . .  . .    ]  395 

After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Standing  Order,  as  amended,  be  agreed  to :  " — 
The  House  divided;  Ayes  161,  Noes  19;  Mffjority  142. — (Div.  List, 
No.  393.) 

(9.)  Resolved f  That,  whenever  any  Member  shaU  have  been  named  by  the  Speaker, 
or  by  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  immediately  after  the 
commission  of  the  offence  of  disregarding  the  authority  of  the  Chair,  or  of  abusing 
the  Rules  of  the  House  by  persistently  and  wilfully  obstructing  the  business  of  the 
Houso,  or  otherwise,  then,  if  the  offence  has  been  committed  by  such  Member  in 
the  House,  the  Speaker  shall  forthwith  put  the  Question,  on  a  Motion  being  made, 
no  amendment,  adjournment,  or  debate,  being  allowed,  *'That  such  Member  bo 
suspended  from  the  service  of  the  House ;"  and.  If  the  offence  has  been  committed  in  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House,  the  Chairman  shall,  on  a  Motion  being  made,  put 
the  same  Question  in  a  similar  way,  and  if  the  Motion  is  carried  shaU  forthwitli 
suspend  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  and  report  the  circumstance  to  the  Houso ; 
and  the  Speaker  shsJl  thereupon  put  the  same  Question,  without  amendment,  ad- 
journment, or  debate,  as  if  the  offence  had  been  committed  in  the  House  itself.  If 
any  Member  be  suspended  under  this  Order,  his  suspension  on  the  first  occasion 
•hall  continue  for  one  week,  on  the  second  occasion  for  a  fortnight,  and  on  the  third, 
or  any  sabeeqaent  occasion,  for  a  month :  Provided  always.  That  suspension  from 
the  service  of  the  House  shall  not  exempt  the  Member  so  suspended  from  serving  on 
any  Committee  for  the  consideration  of  a  Private  BiU  to  which  he  may  have  been 
appointed  before  his  suspension :  Provided  also,  That  not  more  than  one  Member 
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shall  be  named  at  the  same  time,  unless  several  Members,  present  togcthcTj  haye 
jointly  disregarded  the  authority  of  the  Chair :  Provided  always.  That  nothing  in 
this  Resolution  shall  be  taken  to  deprive  the  House  of  the  power  of  proceeding 
against  any  Member  according  to  ancient  usages. 

Further  Consideration  of  the  New  Rules  of  Procedure  deferred  till   To- 
morrow. 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  NOVEMBER  23. 

Their  Lordships  met  this  day  at  Eleven  of  the  dock  for  the  despatch  of 
Judicial  Business  only. 

COMMONS,   THURSDAY,    NOVEMBER   23. 

MOTION. 

PABLIAMENT — WiGAN  NeW   WbIT — RESOLUTION — 

Moved,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  "Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery  to  make  out  a  now  Writ  for  the  Election  of  a  Member  to  serve  in  this 
present  Parliament  for  the  borough  of  Wigan,  in  the  room  of  Francis  Sharp  Powell, 
esquire,  whose  Election  has  been  declared  to  be  void," — {Mr,  JFinn)  . .    18^7 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 

QUESTIONS. 


Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations— Recommendations  of  the  Select 
Committee — Questions,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  M*Laren ;  Answers,  The 
Lord  Advocate  . .  . .  . .  . .    1905 

The  Magistracy  (Ireland)— Retired  Resident  Magistrates— Questions, 

Mr.  Gibson,  Mr.  J.  Lowther ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  . .   1906 

The  Irish  Land  Commission — Court  Valuers — Questions,   Mr.   Gibson  ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan      . ,  . .  . .  . .   1906 

Elementary  Education  Acts  —  The  School  Board  Election,  Birming- 
ham— Question,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  . .   1907 

State  of  Ireland  (Apprehended  Distress) — West  of  Ireland — Question, 

Colonel  Colthurst;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  . .  . .   1908 

Railways  (India)— Quetta  and  Candahar— Question,  Sir  Henry  Tyler ; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington      . .  . .  . .   1908 

Turkey — Sheikh  Obeidullah — Question,   Sir  Henry  Tyler;  Answer,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  ..  ..  ..  ..1909 

India  (Finance,  &c.) — Remittances  from   India,  1882-3— Question,  Mr. 

E.  Stanhope ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington     . .  . .   1 909 

Army    Organization  —  Mounted    Infantry  —  Question,    Sir    Baldwyn 

Leighton ;  Answer,  Sir  Arthur  Hayter     . .  . .  . .   1909 

Criminal  Law — Juvenile  Offenders — Question,   Mr.  Carbutt;   Answer, 

Sir  William  Harcourt         . .  . .  . .  . .   1910 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland) — Treatment  of  Crown  Witnesses — Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  . .  . .    1910 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland) — Petty  Sessions  Courts — Questions,  Mr. 
Tottenham,  Mr.  Gibson ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  . .  . .   1912 

Thb  Magistracy  (Ireland) — The  Dromod  Petty  Sessions  Clerk— Ques- 
tion, Colonel  O'Beime;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  . .  . .   1914 

Stbxbt  JSegulations  (Metropolis)— Cabmen's  Shelter  in  the   Harrow 

Boad — Question,  Colonel  Makins ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt     . .   1914 

Pnu— TsBAXiONT  OF  CHINESE  CooLiES— Question,   Mr.  R.   N.  Fowler ; 

Anawer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .  ..1915 
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/jnjtvikTiA    OF   Ebkt    (iRELAin))    AcT — QuestioDs,   Mr.    Aslimead-Bartlett, 

Colonel  Colthurst,  Mr.  Parnell ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .   1934 

Adjouenmbnt  of  the  House — Observations,  Mr.  Parnell;  Question,  Mr. 

Onslow ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  . .  . .  . .   1 936 

Mbvtdf  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn,"— (il/r.  Parnell :)— After  long 
debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  Pabnell,  M.P.,  &c.  (Eelbase  fbom  Kilmainham) — Questions,  Mr.  J. 

B.  Yorke,  Mr.  J.  Lowther;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone     . .  . .   1990 

OBDEB    OF    TEE   DAY. 

Pabliament — ^Business  of  the  House — The  New  Hules  of  Procedure 
— ^Tenth    Hule    (Debates   on    Motions    fob    Adjournktent) — [Ad- 
journed Debate] — LTwenty-eighth  Night] — 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Further  Consideration  of  the  New  Rules  of 
Procedure       ..  ,.  ..  ..  ..   1991 

Mbvedf  "That  if  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman  of  a  Committeo  of  the  whole  House, 
shaU  bo  of  opinion  that  a  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  a  Debate,  or  of  the  Ilouse, 
during  any  Debate,  or  that  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  or  do  leave  the  Chair,  is 
made  for  the  purpose  of  obstruction,  he  may  forthwith  put  the  Question  thei*eupon 
from  the  Chair," — {Mr.  Ohdstone.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  2,  after  the  word  *'  opinion,"  to  insert  the  words  '*  that  it  is  the  evident  sense 
of  the  House  at  large,"— (ifr.  Oorat)  . ,  . .  . .      992 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  debate.  Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amend- 
ment, 
To  leave  out  the^  words  **  at  large,"  and  insert  the  words  '*  or  of  the  Committee,  as 
the  case  may  be," — {Mr.  Gregory  f)—  instead  thereof. .  . .  . .   2005 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  *  at  large '  stand  part  of  the  said 
proposed  Amendment :" — After  further  short  debate,  Question  put, 
ana  negatived : — Words  added. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  '  that  it  is  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House  and  the  Committee,  as  the  case  may  be,"  bo  there  inserted :  " — 
After  short  debate.  Question  put :  —  The  House  divided ;  Ayes  37, 
Noes  103  ;  Majority  66.— (Div.  List,  No.  394.) 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  4,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  made  for  the  purpose  of  obstruction,"  and  insert 
the  words  "  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House,"— (^r.  Oorst)        . .  . .    2007 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment,  to  insert  the  words  "  ho  may  so  inform  the 
House,  and  if  a  Motion  be  made  *  That  the  Question  be  now  put,'  he  shall  forthwith 
put  such  Question,  and  if  the  same  be  decided  in  the  affirmative, " — {Mr.  Oorst)      . .    2008 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — After  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words  '*  Provided,  That  this  Rule  shall  not 
apply  to  any  Motion  of  Adjournment  which  may  be  made  after  half-past  Twelve  at 
night," — {Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinek)    . ,  . .  , .  . .   2009 

Question,  '<  That  those  words  be  there  added,"  put,  and  negatived. 
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Main  Qaestibn,  as  amended^  again  proposed : — After  short  debate,  Main 
Question,  as  amended,  pnt : — ^The  House  divided  ;  Ayes  82,  Noes  26  ; 
Majority  66.— (Div.  List,  No.  395.) 

(10^  Ss*ohedf  That  if  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Ghairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
Houae,  shall  be  of  opinion  that  a  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  a  Debate,  or  of  the 
House,  during  any  Debate,  or  that  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro^^rees,  or  do  leave  the 
Chair,  is  an  abuse  of  the  Boles  of  the  House,  he  may  forthwith  put  the  Question 
thereupon  from  the  Chair. 

Further  Oonsideration  of  the  New  Bules  of  Procedure  deferred  till  T<h 
morrow. 
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COMMONS. 


-:o: 


NEW  WRITS  ISSUED. 

FwDAy,  October  27. 
For  Edinburgh  City,  v.  James  Cowan,  esquire,  Ohiltem  Hundreds. 

Thxthsday,  Novembbb  2. 

For  the  Borough  of  Ennis,  v.  James  Lysaght  Finigan,  esquire,  Manor  of  North- 
stead. 

Monday,  Noybmber  13. 

For  the  City  of  New  Sarum,  v,  William  Henry  Qrenfell,  esquire,  one   of  the 
Grooms  in  Waiting  on  Her  Majesty. 

Thitbsday,  Noyembbb  16. 

For  University  of  Cambridge,  v.  .Right  Hon.  Spencer  Horatio  Walpole,  Manor  of 

Northstead. 
For  Preeton,  v.  Right  Hon.  Oecil  Raikes,  Ohiltem  Hundreds. 

Thitbsday,  Noybmbbb  2S. 

For  the  Borough  of  Wigan,  v,  Francis  Sharp  Powell,  esquire,  whose  Election  has 
been  declared  to  be  Yoid. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN. 

Tuesday,  Ootobbb  24. 

Malifax — Thomas  Shaw,  esquire. 

Maddington  JDietriet  of  Burghs — Alexander  Craig  Sellar,  esquire. 

Monday,  Noybmbbb  6. 
OSty  of  Edinburgh — Samuel  Danks  Waddy,  esquire. 

Friday,  Noybmbbb  17. 
For  Ennii  Borough — Matthew  Joseph  Kenny,  esquire. 

Tuesday,  Noybmbbb  21. 
For  City  of  New  Swrum — Coleridge  John  Kennard,  esquire. 
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HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 


NINTH    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1882. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  24th  October,  1882. 


JUDICIAL  BUSINESS. 

Ordered,  That  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Jadicial  Business  of  the  House,  Friday 
the  lOM  day  of  November  next  be  deemed 
the  *'  first  sitting  day  after  the  Eeoess." 

EGYPTIAN  EXPEDITION— VOTE  OF 

THANKS  TO   HER  MAJESTY'S  NAVAL 

AND  MILITARY  FORCES. 

NOTICE  OF  MOTION. 

EARL  GEANVILLE :  My  Lords,  be- 
fore I  move  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House  to  Thursday  next,  at  a  quarter 
past  4  o'clock,  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  on  that  day  I  shall  have  the  honour 
to  move  8  Vote  of  Thanks  to  tbe  Com- 
minder,  officers,  and  men  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Forces  in   Egypt.      It    will,   I 
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think,  be  convenient  to  your  Lordships 
that  I  should  add  that,  after  the  pro- 
ceedings have  concluded  with  respect  to 
the  Vote  of  Thanks,  I  propose  to 
move  that  the  House  do  adjourn  to  11 
o'clock  of  the  10th  of  November,  when 
the  Judicial  Business  of  the  House  will 
be  taken.  I  have  also  to  state  that  Her 
Majestr)r's  Government  have  no  Business 
to  lay  before  the  House. 

The  Marqitebs  OF  SALISBURY:  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  ])ropose  to  take  any  ob- 
jection to  the  course  proposed.  I  had, 
indeed,  rather  hoped  that  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  (Earl  Granville)  would,  in  the 
course  of  his  Notice,  have  intimated  an 
intention  on  his  part  to  give  the  House 
some  information  with  respect  to  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Gt)vemment  on  the  policy 
they  propose  to  pursue  in  Egypt.  As 
the  noble  Earl,  however,  has  not  done 
so,  I  give  Notice  that  after  the  Vote  of 
Thanks  on  Thursday  I  will  ask  the 
noble  Earl  a  Question  on  the  subject. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  he  would  re- 
mind their  Lordships  that  it  was  just 
possible  that  the  Mouse  of  Oommoof 
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might  pass  some  measures  wbich  would 
require  the  consent  of  their  Lordships? 
House ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  desirable 
that  some  little  time  should  be  given  for 
their  consideration  between  the  Adjourn- 
ment and  the  Prorogation.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  each  House  of  Parliament 
had  the  power  of  voting  for  the  duration 
of  each  Adjournment ;  and  Bills  ought 
not  to  be  hurried  through,  as  the  Arrears 
of  Rent  (Ireland)  Bill  was  through  all 
its  last  stages,  by  the  suspension  of  the 
Standing  Orders. 

House  adjoamed  at  half  past  Foiir 

o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday y  24th  October ,  1882. 


MINUTES.]— New  Members  Sworn— Thomas 
Shaw,  esquire, /or  Halifax  ;  Alexander  Craig 
Sellar,  esquire,  for  Haddington  District  of 
Burghs. 

PARLIAMENT  —  ADJOURNMENT  —  THE 
APPROPRIATION  ACT  —  CONSTITU- 
TIONAL PRACTICE. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL:* 
I  rise.  Sir,  at  this  early  period  of  the 
Sitting  to  move  ^that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn.  I  wish,  with  great  respect,  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
g^ave  departure  from  the  Constitutional 
immemorial  practice  of  the  House  of 
Commons  which  is  occurring  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  by  the  fact  of  this  Houfle 
being  still  in  Session  for  the  purpose  of 
deliberating  on  proposals  of  Ministers 
at  a  time  long  subsequent  to  the  Boyal 
Assent  having  been  given  to  the  annual 
Appropriation  Act,  and  the  Business  of 
the  Session  having  been  thereby  abso- 
lutely closed,  and  in  order  to  prevent 
the  continuance  of  so  dangerous  an 
irregularity;  and  to  suggest  to  the 
House  as  a  remedy,  as  a  safeguard,  and 
as  a  grave  protest  against  the  recur- 
rence of  such  an  attempt  on  the  part  of 
the  present  Ministry,  or  of. any  future 
Ministry,  to  disregard  well-established 
and  vital  principles  of  Parliamentary 
Ipovemment,  I  propose  to  move  that  this 
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House  do  now  adjourn.  Had  I  been 
able  to  be  in  my  place  before  the  House 
adjourned  in  August  I  should  have 
called  attention  to  this  matter  at  that 
time  ;  but  the  House  is,  perhaps,  aware 
that  it  was  not  in  my  power  so  to  do,  or 
to  pursue  any  close  inquiries  as  to  the 
propriety  of  the  prolonged  Adjournment 
proposed  to  the  House  by  the  Prime 
Minister.  The  Prime  Minister  stated 
on  August  15th,  when  he  moved  the 
Adjournment,  that  there  were  precedents 
for  the  course  he  recommended.  Such 
a  statement  from  so  high  an  authority 
no  doubt  prevented  either  debate  or 
question  at  the  time.  I  join  issue  on 
this  point,  and  state  that  there  are  no 
precedents  to  authorize  or  justify  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government.  It 
has  been  hitherto  the  invariable  prac- 
tice of  the  House  of  Commons  never  to 
part  with  the  Appropriation  Bill  until 
all  the  Business  of  the  Session  was  to 
all  intents  and  purposes  absolutely  con- 
cluded ;  at  which  time  you,  Sir,  are  ac- 
customed to  carry  it  up  to  the  House  of 
Lords  in  order  that  it  may  receive  the 
Eoyal  Assent ;  and  by  that  act  of  yours 
you  relinquish  the  supervision  over  the 
expenditure  of  public  moneys  with 
which  you  are  intrusted  during  the 
Session  of  Parliament  by  virtue  of  your 
high  Office.  I  quote,  in  support  of  this 
positive  assertion,  from  Sir  Erskine 
May's  well-known  work,  at  page  633, 
8th  edition — 

"  The  Resolutions  of  the  Committee  of  Supply 
are  reserved  until  all  the  Supplies  for  the  Ser- 
vice of  the  year  have  been  granted,  when  they 
are  embraced  in  the  Appropriation  Act  at  the 
end  of  the  Session ;  and  it  is  irregular  to  intro- 
duce any  clause  of  appropriation  into  a  Bill 
passing  through  Parliament  at  an  earlier 
period." 

And,  again,  on  page  639,  Sir  Erskine 
May  lays  down — 

"  When  the  Appropriation  Bill  has  passed 
both  Houses,  and  is  about  to  receive  the  Royal 
Assent,  it  is  returned  into  the  charge  of  the 
House  of  Commons  until  that  House  is  sum- 
moned to  attend  Her  Majesty,  or  the  Lords' 
Commissioners,  in  the  House  of  Peers  for  the 
Prorogation  of  Parliament ;  when  it  is  carried 
by  the  Speaker  to  the  Bar  of  the  House  of 
Peers,  and  there  received  by  the  Clerk  of  the 
Parliaments  for  the  Royal  Assent." 

The  same  is  again  positively  stated  by, 
if  possible,  a  higher  authority  even  than 
that  of  Sir  Erskine  May — I  mean  Sir 
George  Cornewall  Lewis,  who,  in  an 
Appendix  to  a  Beport  of  a  Committer 
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appointed  by  the  House  in  1857  to  in- 
Testigate  the  whole  subject  of  public 
moneys,  and  put  in  by  him  in  his 
official  capacity  as  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  of  that  day,  writes— 

"The  final  grant  of  Ways  and  Means  to 
eorer  the  whole  of  the  Supplies  voted  during 
the  Session  is  always  reserred  for  the  Appro- 
priation Act :  thiiB,  although  the  House  of 
GommonB  at  an  early  period  of  the  Session 
might  have  voted  the  whole  of  the  Supplies  of 
the  year,  they  could  still  hold  their  constitu- 
tional check  upon  the  Minister  by  limiting  the 
grant  of  Ways  and  Means  to  an  amount  suffi- 
cient only  to  last  such  time  as  they  might  think 
proper  to  give  him  the  means  of  carrying  on 
the  public  service,  and  they  are  by  such  limited 
grants  at  all  times  enabled  to  prevent  the 
Minister  from  either  dissolviug  or  proroguing 
Parliament." 

I  hare  searched  through  the  records  of 
the  House  as  far  as  it  has  been  in  my 
poiver  so  to  do,  and  I  can  find  no  pre- 
cedent for  the  House  of  Commons  ever 
parting  with  its  power  to  withhold  Sup- 
plies from  the  Crown  so  long  as  it  con- 
tinues its  deliberations.  From  the  days 
of  the  Plantagenets  the  Commons  have 
always  jealously  insisted  that  all  aids  to 
theC^wn,  after  receiving  the  assent  of  the 
other  House,  shall  be  left  in  their  keeping, 
and  be  submitted  by  their  Speaker,  and 
by  their  Speaker  only,  when  and  only 
when  all  grievances  have  been  heard, 
and,  in  their  opinion,  redressed.  If  the 
House  will  allow  me,  I  will  show,  by 
two  or  three  very  singular  examples, 
how  extremely  consistent  has  been  the 
course  of  the  House  of  Commons  in  this 
matter.  In  the  ninth  year  of  Henry  lY., 
the  King  beine  in  want  of  money,  and 
the  Commons  being  gpreatly  disturbed  at 
certain  proceedings  of  the  Lords/  the 
King  declared,  in  order  to  conciliate  the 
Commons,  that  the  grant  should  be 
made — 

**  In  manner  and  form  as  has  been  hitherto 
accustomed ;  that  is  to  say,  by  the  mouth  of  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  for  the  time 
being." 

Again,  in  the  year  1580,  in  the  Beign  of 
Qaeen  Elizabeth,  the  Lords  declared 
that  the  return  of  the  Bill  of  Subsidy  to 
the  House  of  Commons  for  presentation 
to  the  Crown  by  the  Speaker — 

*'  Was  that  the  use  was  indi£fercnt  either  to 
take  it  there  or  send  it  hither." 

The  Commons,  on  hearing  of  this,  at 
once  reeolved — 

"That  the  use  thereof  is  not  indifferent,  but 
ahrays  hath  been  and  is  that  it  be  sent  down 
iito  this  Hoope  and  not  left  there." 


Again,  in  1642,  a  Commission  was  sent 
to  give  the  Eoyal  Assent  to  a  Money 
Bill,  and  the  Commission  was  fixed  to 
the  Bill,  so  that  the  Lords  could  not 
return  it  to  the  Commons  to  be  brought 
up  by  the  Speaker.  The  Commons  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  to  consider  the 
question,  and  the  House  resolved  on 
their  Report — 

"That  Mr.  Speaker  shall  go  up,  and  if  the 
Bill  be  delivered  to  Mr.  Speaker  before  the 
Commission  be  read,  then  he  shall  have  leave  to 

S resent  it  to  be  passed :  but  if  the  Lords  do  not 
eliver  the  Bill  into  I^lr.  Speaker's  hands  accord- 
ingly, then  he  shall  immediately  return." 

All  these  instances  simply  prove  the 
extraordinary  anxiety  and  determination 
on  the  part  of  the  Commons  never 
to  part  with  their  only  shield  of  de- 
fence against  Monarchical  or  Ministerial 
tyranny  until  the  last  moment.  In  the 
Reig^  of  Charles  II.,  the  appropriation 
of  Supplies  by  Statute  to  particular 
services  grew  into  an  occasional  practice 
to  guard  against  Royal  extravagance; 
but  after  the  Hevolution  this  occasional 
practice,  to  use  the  words  of  Mr. 
Hatsell— 

"  Was  made  part  of  that  system  of  govern- 
ment which  was  then  established  for  the  better 
securing  the  rights,  liberties,  and  privileges  of 
the  people  of  this  country." 

The  present  practice  of  withholding  the 
Appropriation  Bill  till  the  end  of  the 
Session  is  merely  a  development  of  the 
practice  of  earlier  times.  Sir  George 
Come  wall  Lewis  states,  in  the  same 
document  from  which  I  have  already 
quoted — 

*'  It  may  be  well  here  to  advert  to  the  Parlia- 
mentary check  which  the  Constitution  has 
provided  over  the  acts  of  the  Government  while 
these  proceedings  are  taking  place  during  the 
Session.  The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons 
is  considered  to  represent  the  House  in  all 
matters  of  finance  brought  before  him,  and  to 
control  all  proceedings  in  reference  thereto.  As 
the  Session  proceeds  he  takes  care  that  any  Bill 
for  giving  Ways  and  Means  to  the  Treasury  is 
kept  witMn  the  amount  of  the  Votes  in  Supply 
previously  granted,  and  at  the  close  of  the 
Session  he  checks  the  final' balance  between  the 
full  amount  of  the  Votes  in  Supply,  including 
the  sum  required  to  pay  the  interest  of  Exchequer 
Supply  Bills  and  the  Ways  and  Means  already 
granted,  and  he  lifnits  the  final  grant  of  Ways 
and  Means  in  the  Appropriation  Act  to  that 
amount.  In  short,  the  Speaker  exercises  a 
direct  control  over  all  the  financial  forms  of  the 
House  of  Commons." 

This  power  or  check  was  positively  exer- 
cised by  the  House  in  1784  against  Mr. 
Pitt,  a  Tory  Minister  in  a  minority — an 
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event  whicli  has  happened  since,  and 
which  may  happen  again — to  prevent 
his  dissolving  Parliament — Mr.  Pitt,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  did  dissolve  Parliament ; 
indeed,  his  whole  proceedings  at  that 
time  are  now  admitted  by  all  to  have 
been  utterly  unconstitutional;  but  he  was 
most  careful  to  spend  none  of  the  money 
voted  during  the  Session  except  a  very 
small  sum — so  small,  that  the  succeeding 
Parliament  did  not  consider  that  the 
Itesolutions  of  their  Predecessors  against 
an  expenditure  of  money  voted  before 
the  Appropriation  Act  had  passed  into 
law  had  been  practically  violated.  But 
in  much  more  modem  times  the  House 
has  jealously  insisted  on  the  principle 
that  no  money  should  be  finally  appro- 
priated until  the  close  of  the  Session. 
In  1841  the  Government  of  the  day — of 
which,  I  believe,  the  Prime  Minister 
was  a  Member — curiously  enough  tried 
to  appropriate  a  sum  of  money  to  a  par- 
ticular purpose  in  the  middle  of  the 
Session  by  inserting  an  Appropriation 
Clause  in  the  ordinary  Ways  and  Means 
Bill.  On  this  occasion  Mr.  Speaker  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  interposed  when  the 
House  came  to  the  clause,  and  said — 

"  Before  the  Qaestion  was  put  he  was  anxious 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  what  ap- 
peared to  him  to  he  an  irregularity  in  its  pro- 
ceedings. The  clause  now  oefore  them  was  a 
clause  of  appropriation  introduced  into  a  Bill 
to  provide  for  the  ordinary  Ways  and  Means  of 
the  year.  Now,  it  was  quite  unusual  and  un- 
precedented to  introduce  a  clause  of  appropria- 
tion into  a  Bill  of  this  description  at  this  period 
of  the  Session.  He  helieved  the  ohject  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  in  view  in  proposing 
this  clause  was  to  mark  the  sense  of  the  House  on 
an  excess  of  expenditure  in  the  Departments  of 
the  Navy  ahove  the  amount  voted  for  that  Ser- 
vice in  tne  past  year,  that  it  might  not  he  drawn 
into  a  precedent  in  future.  Such  clauses  had 
been  frequently  introduced  into  the  ordinary 
Appropriation  JBill  at  the  close  of  the  Session  ; 
but  since  the  year  1762  there  was  not  a  single 
instance  of  a  clause  of  appropriation  heing 
inserted  in  any  other  Bill.  Indeed,  there  was 
a  very  remarkahle  instance  to  the  contrary.'* — 
[3  Hansardy  Ivii  462.] 

Mr.  Speaker  then  referred  to  an  incident 
which  had  occurred  in  the  time  of  Mr. 
Pitt ;  and  then  went  on  to  use  these  most 
remarkable  and  impressive  words — 

"  I  mention  this  with  the  view  of  preventing 
the  adoption  of  what  may  afterwards  he  found 
to  he  a  most  inconvenient  precedent,  and  he- 
cause  I  think  that  in  matters  of  this  description 
the  House  ought  to  exercise  more  than  ordinary 
caution." 

Welly  the  Government  and  the  House, 
in  aooordance  with  Mr.  Speaker's  ad- 
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vice,  withdrew  the  clause.     The  oonduct 
of  Mr.  Speaker  Shaw  Lefevre  on  this 
occasion  illustrates  remarkably  how  tho- 
roughly that  eminent  man   understood 
the  nature  of  his  Office,  and  how  fully 
aware  he  was  that  the  Speaker  is  not 
only  the  servant  and  mouthpiece  of  the 
House,  but  something  far  higher— the 
chosen  guardian  and  trustee  of  all  its  Pri- 
vileges—  anxious,  unremitting,  Argus- 
eyed  in  their  defence,  whether  against 
an  individual,  whether  against  a  Minis- 
ter, whether  against  the  Crown  itself. 
And,  therefore,  when  a  Speaker  is  chosen 
by  the  House  of  Commons,  it  always 
selects  a  Member  of  long  standing,  and, 
like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
Chair,  intimately  acquainted,  not  only 
with  its  Forms,  but  its  rights.     He  is 
assisted,  moreover,  by  able  advisers  — 
the   ablest  whose  talents  high  salaries 
can    secure  —  so    that  error    or   over- 
sight would  seem  to  be  almost  impos- 
sible.    The  last  quotation  with  which  I 
have  troubled  the  House  brings  me  to 
the  point  on  which  I  am  most  anxious 
to  rivet  the  attention  of  the  House.  The 
motive  of  the  Government  of   1841  in 
the  trifling  matter  to   which    I    have 
alluded  was  an  excellent  one,  intended 
to  prevent  a  Department  exceeding  the 
Estimate  of  the  year;    but,  even  with 
this  excellent  motive,  the  House  refused, 
on  the  advice  of  Mr.  Speaker,  to  allow 
this  vital  principle  to  be  tampered  with 
—  namely,    that    no    appropriation    of 
moneys  shall  be  passed  before  the  abso- 
lute close  of  the  Session.     But  what  are 
we  to  say  of  the  motives  of  the  present 
Government  in  having    entrapped  the 
House  into  the  first  recorded  instance  of 
a  departure  from  this  principle  ?     It  is 
extremely  difficult,  and  for  the  most  part 
unprofitable  and  unsatisfactory,   to  at- 
tempt to  divine  motives.    But,  whatever 
their  motives,  this  I  will  say — that  the 
Constitutional  practice  might  have  been 
easily  adhered  to  had  the  Government 
been  content  to  prorogue  Parliament  at 
the  usual  time,  and  to  summon  it  again 
by  Eoyal  Proclamation  in  the  Autumn. 
But  this  course  would  have  entailed  a 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  an  Address  in 
reply,  and,  possibly,  a  long  debate  on 
that  Address  that  might  have  been,  I 
admit,  inconvenient  to  the  Government. 
But,  after  all,  what  is  a  debate  on  the 
Address  ?    It  is  merely  the  first  avail 
able  occasion  on  which  the  Hepresenta' 
tives  of  the  people  formally  recite  popu" 
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placed  in  a  minority,  but,  owing  to  the 
absence  of  all  Parliamentary  control, 
they  need  neither  resign  nor  appeal  to 
the  country  for  six  months,  but  remain 
in  Office  all  that  time,  after  a  Vote  of 
Want  of  Confidence  —  a  monstrosity 
which  could  not  occur  had  we  not  parted 
with  the  Appropriation  Bill ;  and  in  the 
interim  thus  gained  the  country  might 
be  committed  irrevocably  to  courses 
which  would  never  have  obtained  the 
consent  of  a  majority  of  this  House. 
But,  again,  still  more  strong  is  my  point. 
Since  the  Adjournment  the  British  Forces 
have  been  engaged  in  war.  Before  the 
Adjournment  money  was  voted  for  the 
support  of  that  war.  The  British  Army 
is  now  occupying  a  foreign  country.  Is 
it  possible — is  it  credible — that  under 
this  Constitution  of  ours,  owing  to  the 
acts  of  the  Government  in  extracting  the 
Appropriation  Bill  from  an  unwary  and 
thinly-attended  House,  no  Member  can 
now  call  in  question,  although  the  House 
is  in  Session,  either  the  conduct  of  the 
war,  the  expenditure  of  the  money,  or 
the  occupation  of  a  foreign  country,  ex- 
cept by  the  permission  and  by  the  grace 
and  condescension  of  the  Advisers  of 
the  Crown  ?  Such  a  state  of  things 
could  not  have  come  about  if  the  House 
had  not  been  entrapped  into  parting 
with  the  Appropriation  Bill.  I  may  be 
told  that  the  present  Prime  Minister  is 
not  likely  to  act  in  such  a  manner. 
Quite  so ;  but  future  Ministers  may — in- 
deed, they  would  be  perfect  fools  if  they 
did  not,  for  now  they  have  a  precedent 
set  before  them  which  otherwise  they 
would  not  have  had,  and  which,  with  a 
subservient  majority,  depend  upon  it 
they  will  be  sure  to  use.  The  Constitu- 
tion of  this  country  has  not  been  con- 
structed by  considerations  of  what  the 
Minister  of  the  day  might  or  might  not 
do  at  any  particular  moment.  Its  appa- 
rently most  antiquated  and  rococo  forms 
are  found,  on  a  very  slight  examination, 
to  possess  the  highest  value  for  the  safety 
of  public  liberty,  and  I  refuse  to  believe 
that  the  present  House  of  Commons,  in 
which  the  great  Liberal  Party  possess  a 
large  majority,  a  Party  to  whom  we  owe 
so  much  of  our  freedom,  presided  over 
by  a  Prime  Minister  whose  name  has 
always  been  connected  hitherto  with  the 
cause  of  popular  freedom,  will  allow  so 
dangerous  a  precedent  to  pass  unnoticed, 
or  suffer  the  rights  and  privileges  of 
Parliament,     with     regard     to     public 


lar  grievances  against  the  Executive 
Qovemment ;  so  that  the  position  is 
this — that  the  Government,  in  order  to 
evade  a  statement  of  popular  grievances, 
and  to  confine  the  discussions  of  the 
House  to  the  consideration  of  certain 
proposals  for  the  benefit  of  their  own 
Business,  have  violated  the  Privileges 
of  this  House  in  a  manner  often  before 
attempted,  but  never  before  effected, 
by  any  despotic  Monarch,  and,  lite- 
rally, at  the  present  moment,  have 
the  House  of  Commons  at  their  mercy. 
I  may  be  told  that  the  present  majority 
in  the  House  of  Commons  have  such 
implicit  confidence  in  the  present  Qo- 
vemment that  they  have  no  objection  to 
be  placed  in  that  position.  But  if  any- 
body should  suggest  to  me  such  a  consi- 
deration I  would  repudiate  it  as  utterly 
slanderous  and  calumnious.  To  put  it 
as  strongly  as  I  can,  I  do  not  believe 
that  if  the  Angel  Gabriel  was  to  take 
his  place  on  the  Treasury  Bench  as 
Prime  Minister  of  this  country,  that 
even  under  such  fortunate  auspices  the 
House  of  Commons  would  consent  to 
relinquish  one  jot  or  tittle  of  its  Consti- 
tutional rights,  much  less  with  the  pre- 
sent Ministry,  of  whom  not  even  its 
most  enthusiastic  admirers  would  assert 
that  it  was  angelic.  The  Boyal  Assent 
to  the  Appropriation  Bill  and  the  Proro- 
gation of  Parliament  are,  by  the  funda- 
mental principles  of  our  Constitution, 
inseparably  connected,  and  cannot  be 
divorced  one  from  another,  and,  practi- 
cally, have  never  been  hitherto.  The 
House  is  now  deliberating,  and  will  be 
deliberating,  if  it  continues  in  Session, 
with  a  rope  round  its  neck,  paralyzed 
and  emasculated  by  the  deprivation  of 
its  only  weapons  of  defence  against  the 
Minister  of  the  day.  To  put  it  more 
dearly,  suppose  a  Motion  is  brought 
forward  on  the  present  state  of  affairs 
in  Egypt,  which  is  very  probable,  and 
it  appears  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
that  such  a  Motion  might  be  carried 
against  the  Government,  which  is  not  so 
probable,  the  Prime  Minister  has  no- 
thing whatever  to  do,  if  he  wishes  to 
evade  a  decision  of  the  House,  or  avoid 
the  stigma  of  defeat,  than  to  prorogue 
or  even  dissolve  Parliament — a  course 
he  could  not  possibly  adopt  had  the  Ap- 
propriation Bill  remained  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  House  of  Commons.  But 
more  than  that.  The  Government  might 
airait  the  decision  of  the  House,  and  be 
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moneys^  to  be  so  seriously  and  so  fatally 
infringed.  I  earnestly  urge  upon  the 
House  to  remember  the  words  of  Mr. 
Speaker  Shaw  Lefevre,  that  in  dealing 
with  these  matters  the  House  should 
exercise  more  than  ordinary  caution  to 
give  to  them  their  most  serious  consi- 
deration ;  and,  laying  aside  for  the 
moment  all  thoughts  of  Party  discipline 
or  convenience,  to  remember  that  they 
are  here,  pledged  as  solemnly  as  men 
can  be,  to  see  and  to  take  care  that  the 
historic  freedom  of  this  country  shall  not 
suffer  at  their  hands  the  slightest,  small- 
est, or  minutest  injury. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Lord  Randolph  Churchill.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  to  ex- 
press my  own  satisfaction,  and  I  am 
sure  the  satisfaction  of  the  House,  on 
seeing  the  noble  Lord  again  in  his 
place,  after  what  I  am  afraid  has  been  a 
tedious,  if  not  a  severe  illness,  and  I  have 
to  thank  the  noble  Lord  for  having 
kindly  given  me,  a  few  hours  ago. 
Notice  of  the  Motion  that  he  was  about 
to  make.  With  regard  to  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord,  I  will  say  that  there  are 
certain  parts  of  it  which  might  with 
perfect  propriety  have  been  as  warmly 
cheered  on  this  side  of  the  House  as  in 
his  own  immediate  neighbourhood.  I 
am  ready,  were  it  the  question,  to  de- 
fend to  all  extremities  the  conduct  of 
Mr.  Speaker  Shaw  Lefevre  in  the  matter 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  referred;  but 
that  matter  has  no  connection  whatever 
with  the  subject  now  before  the  House. 
The  question  touched  by  the  conduct  of 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  is  whether  the  whole 
finance  of  the  year  should  or  should  not, 
as  a  matter  of  regular  practice,  be  asso- 
ciated together  in  one  and  the  same 
Appropriation  Bill ;  and  I  will  venture 
to  say  that  there  is  no  man  who  has 
oftener  pressed  upon  the  House,  or,  I 
may  say,  who  has  oftener  wearied  the 
House  with  laying  before  them  the 
essential  importance  of  dealing  with  the 
financial  affairs  of  the  year  as  one 
concern,  as  one  comprehensive  whole, 
than  the  humble  person  who  now  has 
the  honour  of  addressing  you.  Let  us, 
therefore,  altogether  dismiss  from  our 
memories — in  order  that  we  may  fairly 
contemplate  the  matters  before  us — 
these  words  of  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  which 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  question 
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before  us,  but  which  relate  to  an  ex" 
ceedingly  important  question,  with  re- 
gard to  which  I  have  often  witnessed 
with  regret  that  it  does  not  attract  very 
great  notice  among  Gentlemen  not  sitting 
upon  this  side  of  the  House,  but  with 
respect  to  which  I  am  very  glad  to  see 
that  upon  the  present  occasion  the  minds 
of  those  Gentlemen  are  fully  alive  to  its 
momentous  character.  Now,  the  cen- 
sure of  the  noble  Lord,  which  I  think 
to  be  groundless,  is  a  censure,  not  upon 
the  Government,  but  upon  the  House 
itself.  The  course  taken  by  the  House 
in  August  last  was  not  a  course  taken 
unawares  by  a  thin  and  empty  House, 
but  a  course  approved  by  a  very  con- 
siderable Party  before  the  Adjourn- 
ment, unless  my  memory  deceives  me. 
I  announced  to  the  House  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  the  course  we  in- 
tended to  pursue ;  that  we  thought  that 
the  subject  of  Procedure  should  not  be 
handed  over  till  next  Session,  and  that 
having  examined  what  would  be  the 
most  convenient  method  of  approaching 
it,  we  were  disposed  to  think  that  the 
best  way  would  be  to  wind  up  Business 
in  the  ordinary  way,  to  adjourn  the 
House  for  a  considerable  period  in  order 
to  enable  Members  to  refresh  them- 
selves after  the  severe  labours  which 
they  had  undergone,  and  then  to  meet 
again  to  consider  Procedure.  Well, 
Sir,  is  this  censure  deserved,  or  is  it 
not?  If  it  is  deserved  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Lord  still  appears  to  me  to  be 
wholly  out  of  place  and  unequal  to  the 
purpose  which  he  contemplates.  The 
doctrine  of  the  noble  Lord  is  that  the 
passing  of  the  Appropriation  Act  and 
the  Prorogation  are  inseparably  con- 
nected, and  he  therefore  intervenes 
with  a  Motion  at  this  particular  mo- 
ment in  order  to  prevent  the  House 
from  transacting  other  Business,  and  to 
maintain  this  inseparable  connection. 
But  the  inseparable  connection  is  not 
maintained  by  moving  the  Adjournment 
of  the  House.  It  is  quite  evident  that 
if  there  be  anything  in  the  principle  of 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Motion  which  he 
should  have  made  is  not  a  Motion  for 
the  Adjournment  of  the  House,  which 
leaves  the  matter  just  as  open  as  it  was 
before  the  former  Adjournment,  and  in 
no  respect  affirms  any  part  of  the  doc- 
trine of  the  noble  Lord.  The  Motion 
should  have  been  a  Motion  praying  for 
the  Prorogation  of  the  House  in  order 
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to  Tnaintain  that  inseparable  connection 
which  the  noble  Lord  thinks  to  be  so 
necessary. 

LoBD  KANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL  : 
I  will  make  that  Motion  if  you  wish  it. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  noble  Lord 
has  approached  this  subject  with  im- 
mense consideration  and  with  a  Parlia- 
mentary research  going  back  to  the  10th 
year  of  Henry  IV. ;  and  if  a  review  of 
so  many  centuries,  conducted  with  the 
care  for  which  we  must,  of  course,  give 
the  noble  Lord  credit,  has  not  enabled 
him  to  make  up  his  mind,  it  appears  to 
me  that  he  becomes  the  first  person  to 
throw  some  doubt  upon  his  qualifications 
both  as  an  adviser  of  the  House  for  tbe 
future,  and  as  censor  of  its  proceedings 
now.  I  will  deal  with  two  points  upon 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  touched.  First 
of  all,  as  to  the  terrible  consequences 
that  will  arise  out  of  this  fearful  error 
into  which  the  House  has  been  led 
owing  to  the  absence  of  the  noble  Lord 
from  its  precincts ;  and,  secondly,  as  to 
the  soundness  of  the  assertion  on  which 
the  noble  Lord  has  entirely  built  his 
argument — that  there  is  an  inseparable 
connection  shown  by  an  invariable  prac- 
tice between  the  passing  of  the  Appro- 
?riation  Act  and  the  Prorogation  of 
Wliament  I  wish  the  noble  Lord  had 
not  gone  out  of  his  way  to  introduce 
elements  of  contention  into  a  debate 
which  ought  to  be  strictly  based  upon 
questions  of  principle  and  usage  by  his 
reference  to  the  motives  of  the  Govern- 
ment— with  which  it  appears  that  he  is 
better  acquainted  than  they  themselves. 
He  says  that  their  motive  was  to  avoid 
a  debate  upon  the  Address.  I  am,  per- 
haps, almost  as  well  acquainted  with 
the  motives  of  the  Government  as  the 
noble  Lord  himself,  and  I  humbly  state 
to  the  House  as  the  motive  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  our  present  Business  is 
Business  with  which  the  House  has 
made  considerable  progress ;  that  after 
a  debate  of  five  nights,  occupying  the 
whole  of  the  Government  time  for  be- 
tween two  and  three  weeks,  the  House 
arrived  at  a  most  important  decision, 
and  affirmed  a  most  important  part  of 
one  of  the  most  important  Besolutions 
of  the  Government,  and  that  it  appeared 
to  us  convenient  and  desirable  that  our 
labour  ahoold  not  be  lost,  and  that  the 
House  flhoold  resume  the  consideration 
of  the  Business  of  Procedure  at  the  point 
where  it  was  dropped.    NoW;  there  is 


nothing  irrational  in  that  representation 
of  the  case,  and  something  which  may 
tend  to  set  aside  the  forced  and  far- 
fetched view  ascribed  to  us  by  the  noble 
Lord.  But  I  am  not  at  all  afraid  to 
meet  the  noble  Lord  upon  his  own  as- 
criptions. According  to  him,  the  natural 
course  would  have  been  to  have  pro- 
rogued Parliament,  and  to  have  com- 
menced by  a  Speech  from  the  Throne 
and  an  Address  the  Session  which  would 
virtually  have  been  the  Session  of  next 
year.  Still,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
if  there  is  to  be  an  Address  and  a  state- 
ment of  popular  grievances  against  the 
tyranny,  either  of  the  present  Ministry, 
or  of  the  Archangel  Gabriel — I  could 
not  make  out  which — it  is  far  more  con- 
venient to  the  House  that  the  complaint 
should  be  made  at  the  usual  time  than 
that  it  should  be  anticipated  by  three  or 
four  months,  and  the  opportunity  lost 
until  the  beginning  of  1884.  This  was 
a  very  small  matter.  It  was  a  question 
simply  whether  the  House,  having  per- 
formed heavy  labours,  should  take  an 
adjournment.  The  course  which  was 
taken  was  taken  with  the  full  knowledge 
of  the  House.  All  parties  had  ample 
notice,  and,  as  far  as  I  understand,  there 
was  no  objection  from  any  quarter.  It 
was  recognized,  undoubtedly,  by  those 
who  became  the  organs  of  a  widespread 
feeling  of  the  House,  in  entering  into  a 
consideration  with  us  on  the  footing  on 
which  we  were  to  meet  in  the  month  of 
October,  and  obtaining  from  us  the  as- 
surance that  we  did  not  intend  to  ask 
the  House  to  go  on  with  other  Business, 
but  that  we  should,  so  far  as  we  were 
able,  confine  the  proceedings  to  the 
question  of  Procedure.  Consequently, 
I  may  say  that  the  entire  House  has 
been  a  party  to  this  arrangement.  I  am 
not  going  to  throw  any  responsibility 
upon  the  House ;  but  I  am  going  to 
contend  that  it  was  a  good  arrangement, 
and  that  the  noble  Lord's  argument  does 
not  apply.  What  says  the  noble  Lord  ? 
He  says  that  now,  if  a  Motion  of  Want 
of  Confidence  is  made,  or  any  proceed- 
ing initiated  inconvenient  to  the  Govern- 
ment, the  House  will  have  lost  the 
opportunity  of  displacing  the  Govern- 
ment. The  noble  Lord  has  a  very  in- 
adequate measure  of  the  strength  of  this 
House,  if  he  thinks  its  power  to  displace 
the  Government  by  a  Vote  of  Want  of 
Confidence  depends  in  the  19th  century 
upon  the  Appropriation  Act.    Let  the 
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noble  Lord  show  me  a  case  where  the 
House  has  laboured  under  any  disability 
in  that  respect,  Appropriation  Bill  or  no 
Appropriation  Bill.  At  all  times  the 
powers  of  the  House  are  ample  for 
such  a  purpose.  But  what  has  the 
House  lost?  Because  the  doctrine  of 
the  noble  Lord  appears  to  be  that 
the  House  has  lost  a  good  deal  by 
being  called  together  at  this  time. 
Now,  suppose  we  had  proposed  the  or- 
dinary course.  Suppose  we  had  pro- 
rogued in  August  and  then  met  again  in 
Feoruary,  with  our  six  months*  rest,  in 
which  we  might  perform  any  of  the 
atrocities  of  which  the  noble  Lord  spoke. 
It  would  have  been  in  the  power  of  the 
House  to  displace  us.  Whatever  this 
meeting  of  the  House  is,  it  is  an  enlarge- 
ment, and  not  a  contraction,  of  the  op- 
portunities possessed  by  the  House  of 
Uommons  for  watching,  correcting,  and 
controlling  the  proceedings  of  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and,  therefore,  all  these  ter- 
rible consequences  which  the  noble 
Lord  brought  upon  us  in  climax — "  First 
of  all,"  said  he,  *'  I  will  show  you  what 
will  happen,  and  then  something  worse 
than  that,  and  then  something  still 
worse  than  any  of  them  " — what  would 
have  been  still  worse  than  the  whole  of 
them  would  have  been  that  the  House 
should  have  been  dispersed  for  six 
months  over  the  country,  leaving  the 
Government  to  work  its  wicked  will 
without  the  slightest  restraint.  But 
what  is  it  that  has  happened  ?  What  is 
this  tremendous  affair  ?  It  is.  Sir,  that 
a  vital  principle  of  the  Constitution  has 
been  infringed — an  invariable  practice 
has  been  broken.  These  were  the  an- 
nouncements at  the  commencement  of 
the  noble  Lord's  speech,  and  then  he 
made  some  reference  to  the  Tory  Mi- 
nister, Mr.  Pitt,  of  1784— the  Tory 
Minister  who,  three  years  after  1784, 
boasted  of  his  Whiggism,  and  boasted, 
when  Mr.  Fox  had  produced  his  doctrine 
about  the  Regency,  that  by  virtue  of 
that  doctrine,  **  he  would  un-Whig  the 
eentleman."  Such  is  the  accuracy  of 
the  noble  Lord  as  to  historical  facts, 
though  he  will  recollect  that  I  have  given 
him  iriendly  warning  on  other  occasions 
that  these  allegations  of  fact  are  most 
dangerous.  If  you  happen  to  trip  in 
ihem  your  whole  ground  is  cut  away 
from  under  your  feet,  and  that  is  just 
what  has  happened  to  the  noble  Lord, 
not  only  in  regard  to  the  Tory  Minister, 
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but  in  his  statement  that  this  is  an 
invariable  practice  of  Parliament,  and 
that  it  is  one  of  the  essential  principles 
of  the  Constitution.  Now,  Sir,  I  oeg 
the  House  to  observe  that  there  are  a 
great  many  practices  of  this  House 
which  are  either  almost  or  quite, 
perhaps,  invariable,  and  which  are  not 
principles  of  the  Constitution  at  all,  but 
simply  subsidiary  arrangements,  for  the 
sake  of  convenience,  with  regard  to 
which  it  has  been  advantageous  to  all 
parties  that  they  should  be  clearly  known 
and  understood,  and  from  which  a  ^tt- 
tuitous  departure  is  not  permitted.  l3ut 
my  answer  is,  that  this  is  not  an  in- 
variable practice  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  it  is  a  convenient  practice  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  It  is  a  convenient 
practice  of  the  House  of  Commons  when 
the  Business  of  the  House  of  Commons 
has  run  in  its  ordinary  channel  that  the 
whole  needs  of  the  State  should  be  met, 
and  that  an  opportunity  of  meeting  the 
needs  of  the  State  should  be  kept  open 
till  as  nearly  as  possible  the  close  of  the 
Session,  because  new  needs  may  arise  at 
any  time.  For  that  reason  the  Ap- 
propriation Act  is  reserved  to  the  end 
of  the  Session,  that  the  House  may,  on 
the  one  hand,  keep  the  whole  of  the 
financial  transactions  of  the  country  to- 
gether ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  give 
itself  the  largest  and  the  longest  oppor- 
tunity for  meeting  the  wants  of  the 
State.  But,  Sir,  upon  remarkable  occa- 
sions that  practice  has  been  departed  from. 
[Lord  Randolph  Chukchill  :  Hear  !] 
Then,  why  did  the  noble  Lord  say  it  was 
invariable  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  said  that,  practically,  they  were  in- 
separably connected. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  But  I  say  they 
are  not  practically  inseparably  connectea, 
if  in  practice  they  have  been  departed 
from.  The  noble  Lord  said  again  and 
again  that  this  was  an  invariable,  vital, 
and  Constitutional  principle.  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  we  have  arrived  at  an  expe- 
rience that  has  been  of  a  most  excep- 
tional character.  The  state  of  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  of  Commons  is  some- 
thing deplorable,  in  a  degree  that  I  have 
at  other  times  endeavoured  to  describe, 
and  I  need  not  greatly  dwell  upon  it 
now.  It  is  not  in  any  common  state  of 
Business  that  we  should  have  thought 
of  asking  the  House  of  Commons  to 
meet  in  this  way  in  the  month  of  Oc- 
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tober.  It  is  a  terrible  burden  to  lay 
upon  the  shoulders  of  men  who  have  al- 
ready discharged  labours  of  the  greatest 
gravity  and  of  the  most  arduous  cha- 
racter from  the  month  of  February  to 
the  month  of  August.  But,  Sir,  if  it  be 
quite  true  that  there  is  something  noyel 
in  meeting  in  October  by  adjournment, 
to  consider  our  Procedure,  it  would  have 
been  still  more  novel  to  have  prorogued 
and  to  have  summoned  Parliament  again 
for  the  simple  purpose  of  considering 
our  Procedure,  for  it  was  to  that  simple 
purpose  we  were  tied,  and  justly  tied, 
by  the  House.  You  cannot,  in  times 
of  extraordinary  pressure,  help  varying 
from  usages  in  some  particulars.  We 
varied  in  the  smallest  degree  we  could ; 
and  I  say  it  would  have  been  a  greater 
innovation  to  call  together  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament  for  no  other  pur- 
pose than  to  consider  Procedure  in  the 
House  of  Commons  than  it  was  to  ask 
the  House  of  Commons  to  adjourn  from 
August  till  October.  But  it  is  not  an 
invariable  practice.  I  do  not  want  to 
undervalue  the  present  practice.  It  is 
a  convenient  and  advantageous  practice, 
and  ought  not  to  be  departed  from  with- 
out grave  cause.  We  have,  I  am  sorry 
to  say,  gprave  cause  on  this  occasion. 
Now,  I  have  challenged  the  assertion  of 
the  noble  Lord,  and  I  will  not  go  back 
with  him  to  the  10th  year  of  the  Eeign 
of  Henry  lY.  I  do  not  recollect,  in  the 
range  of  my  own  memory,  which  ex- 
tends, I  am  Sony  to  say,  back  to  the 
Beform  Bill,  that  the  House  has  made 
any  adjournment  after  the  winding-up 
of  its  regular  Business.  The  reason  has 
been  that  there  never  has  been  occasion 
for  its  so  doing.  The  House  has  never 
been  placed  in  anything  like  the  condi- 
tion it  has  been  placed  in  lately.  The 
House  has  always  had,  until  quite  of 
late  years,  a  fair  capacity  of  dealing  with 
the  Business  with  which  it  has  had  to 
deal.  It  has  now  reached  a  state  of 
things  in  which  it  is  in  danger  of  losing, 
not  only  its  efficiency,  but  its  character 
and  honour ;  and  I  say  that  far  more 
special  circumstances  are  before  us  than 
were  before  the  House  at  the  time  which 
I  am  now  going  to  quote.  The  time  is 
not  so  very  long  before  my  own  Parlia- 
mentary recollection.  It  is  within  the 
range  of  my  memory  as  a  living  man. 

On  the  26th  of  July,  1820 

LoBB  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL : 
Hear,  hear! 


Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  noble  Lord 
kno\irs  this  ? 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Yes. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  would  not  have 
taken  that  from  the  mouth  of  any  man 
but  the  noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord, 
knowing  that  the  practice  was  not  in- 
variable, says  that  he  was  aware  of  this, 
and  then  he  rises  and  tells  us  that  it  is 
an  invariable  practice,  as  well  as  a  vital 
principle  of  the  Constitution. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  look  upon  that  case  as  the  strongest 
precedent  in  favour  of  my  argument. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  observed  that 
the  noble  Lord  quoted  a  number  of  cases 
that  appeared  to  me  to  be  irrelevant ; 
and,  therefore,  it  was  a  wonderful  act 
of  self-denial  to  have  refrained  from 
quoting  this.  Now,  what  is  the  argu- 
ment, and  what  is  the  proposition? 
That  there  is  an  essential  and  invariable 
connection  beteween  the  passing  of  the 
Appropriation  Act  and  the  Prorogation. 
I  am  now  going  to  pursue  a  generous 
course  towards  the  noble  Lord,  by 
quoting  fully  that  which  is  the  strongest 
argument  in  his  favour.  Here  are  the 
facts.  On  the  26th  of  July,  1820,  the 
Appropriation  Act  having  received  the 
Royal  Assent,  the  House  was  adjourned 
till  the  2l8t  of  August. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Which  House  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  House  of 
Commons.  On  the  2l8t  of  August, 
1820,  the  Appropriation  Act  having 
been  passed,  the  House,  having  pro- 
rogued its  Session  by  adjournment,  met 
after  its  adjournment  and  proceeded  to 
transact  Business  of  various  kinds.  Now, 
what  I  submit  is,  that  that  entirely 
smashes,  destroys — and,  as  the  noble 
Lord,  being  fond  of  variety  of  expres- 
sion, said  he  would  not  have  the  smallest, 
the  least,  the  minutest  change  in  the 
Constitution,  so  I  say  that  it  smashes, 
destroys,  and  pulverizes  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Lord,  that  there  was  this 
invariable  union  between  the  Appropria- 
tion Bill  and  the  ProrogatioD.  The  ge- 
neral union  of  the  two  things  I  admit, 
and  appreciate  the  value  of. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
What  Business  was  transacted  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  noble  Lord 
can  refer  to  the  Votes  for  himself.  My 
affirmation  is  that  the  Business  of  the 
House  was  transacted.     The  noble  Lord 
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wishes  that  no  Business  should  be  trans- 
acted at  all.  Now,  it  is  rather  remark- 
able that  at  that  period  they  were  raising 
this  question.  The  Adjournment  of  the 
2l8t  of  August  only  sufficed  for  the 
transaction  of  Business  of  various  kinds, 
and  then  another  Motion  was  made  to 
the  18th  of  September,  and  on  that  Mo- 
tion a  Member  rose  to  make,  not  the 
Motion  the  noble  Lord  has  made,  but 
the  Motion  he  ought  to  have  made  from 
his  own  point  of  view,  and  to  give  effect 
to  his  views — namely,  the  Motion  for 
Prorogation.  That  Motion  was  actually 
made  on  the  2l8t  of  August,  1820,  as 
an  Amendment,  and  took  the  form  of  a 
Motion  for  an  Address  praying  for  a 
Prorogation.  But  the  Mover  of  that 
Besolution  did  not  found  himself  upon 
the  invariable  connection  between  the 
Prorogation  and  the  Act  of  Appropria- 
tion, which  connection  he  had  himself 
allowed  to  be  ruthlessly  broken  and 
trampled  under  foot  that  very  day  ;  but 
he  founded  himself  upon  an  entirely 
different  doctrine — on  the  ground  of  the 
strong  objections  which  he  entertained 
to  a  Bill  of  Pains  and  Penalties  affecting 
the  Queen,  and  which  the  Prorogation 
of  the  Session  enabled  the  House  of 
Lords  to  carry  forward.  This  Motion 
for  Prorogation — this  grand  Constitu- 
tional Motion  —  would  have  given  an 
opportunity,  in  those  great  days  when 
eminent  authorities  sat  in  this  House — 
such  as  Mr.  Wynn  and  others — of  raising 
all  the  ennobling  doctrines  of  the  noble 
Lord  ;  yet  not  one  man  uttered  a  single 
syllable  upon  the  subject,  and  the  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address  for  Proroga- 
tion was  negatived  without  a  division. 
They  adjourned  again  till  the  18th  of 
September,  and  then  a  Motion  of  great 
importance  was  made — namely,  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  to  search 
the  Lords'  Journals  for  references  in  re- 
gard to  the  Queen's  Attainder  Bill. 
Then  a  Motion  was  made  for  an  Address 
prajdng  for  a  Prorogation  on  the  same 
ground,  and  on  that  occasion  there  was 
a  division,  12  Gentlemen  voting  for  the 
Address,  though  not  upon  the  ground 
now  brought  forward  by  the  noble  Lord, 
but  on  g^unds  having  relation  to  the 
Queen,  while  66  voted  against  it.  And 
then,  again — I  am  almost  overcome  in 
the  endeavour  to  read  records  so  dis- 
honouring to  the  country — on  the  18th 
of  September  that  infatuated  House  of 
Oommons   proceeded   to  do  the  same 
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scandalous  thing  it  had  done  on  the  2l6t 
of  August — it  received  Petitions,  and,  in 
fact,  transacted  various  Business  which 
the  noble  Lord  will  find  reg^arly  re- 
corded. It  again  further  adjourned  it- 
self until  the  17th  of  October.  Thus  the 
same  thing  was  done  three  times  over  by 
deliberate  acts  without  one  single  word 
of  objection  being  raised.  I  g^ant  that 
this  is  a  thing  which  ought  not  to  be 
lightly  done.  By  all  means,  under  all 
circumstances,  let  us  adhere  to  the  regu- 
lar course  of  precedent  and  usage ;  but 
extraordinary  circumstances  had  then 
arisen,  which,  as  they  thought,  justified 
the  separation  which  the  noble  Lord  ob- 
jects to  between  the  Appropriation  Act 
and  the  Prorogation.  On  the  17th  of 
October,  for  the  third  time,  did  that 
House  of  Commons,  in  its  blindness, 
proceed  to  contradict  the  doctrine  of  the 
noble  Lord  and  to  transact  various  Busi- 
ness, and  then  further  adjourned  until  the 
23rd  of  November.  On  the  25th  of  Novem- 
ber it  was  prorogued.  I  wish  it  may  be 
prorogued  again  at  that  time.  Sir.  Dis- 
missing, therefore,  all  the  great  person- 
ages introduced  by  the  noble  Lord,  what 
I  contend  is  this — that  the  practice  which 
prevails  is  a  good,  sound,  and  conve- 
nient practice — namely,  that  of  uniting 
in  all  ordinary  years  the  Appropriation 
Bill  and  the  Prorogation  for  the  reasons 
I  have  already  stated,  but  not  for  any 
such  reason  as  that  if  the  House  wants 
to  kill  a  Ministry  which  it  has  no  means 
of  doing  otherwise  it  should  do  by  this 
means.  I  think  that  under  circum- 
stances of  a  special  character  a  departure 
has  been  distinctly  recorded  as  a  prece- 
dent for  us,  and  completely  and  abso- 
lutely warrants  our  taking  the  freedom 
of  considering  what  course  is  the  most 
practical  and  the  most  convenient.  That 
was  the  course  which  we  invited  the 
House  of  Commons  to  take,  and  the 
House  took  it  without  objection,  and  I 
believe  the  House  was  right  in  taking  it. 
If  we  had  begun  the  Session  of  1883  in 
October,  1882, 1  believe  we  should  have 
been  adopting  a  proceeding  much  more 
inconvenient  than  the  present ;  if  we  had 
called  a  special  Session  with  a  double 
Prorogation,  I  believe  we  should  have 
been  taking  a  course  far  more  inconve- 
nient to  the  House,  and  not  only  so,  but 
it  would  have  been  far  more  inconsistent 
with  precedent  and  usage  to  have  called 
together  a  special  Session  of  Parliament 
to  consider  the  question  of  Procedure 
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than  to  ask  the  House  to  adjourn  for  a 
period,  and  then  to  proceed  with  the 
question  of  Procedure.  I  hope,  Sir,  I 
hare  now  met  the  objections  of  the  noble 
Lord.  I  believe  the  course  we  have 
taken  wiU  be  found  to  have  the  strongest 

freoedent  in  its  favour,  and  I  leave  the 
louse  to  judge  whether,  upon  the  whole, 
the  course  we  have  taken  is  not  one  per- 
fectly consistent  with  the  principles  of 
the  Constitution,  and  one  recommended 
by  strong  and  urgent  considerations. 

Sir  8TAFF0KD  NORTHOOTE :  I 
do  not  intend  to  enter  into  the  question 
that  has  been  raised  between  my  noble 
Friend  and  the  Prime  Minister  as  to  the 
precise  course  which  my  noble  Friend 
ought  to  have  taken  in  consequence  of 
the  view  he  takes  of  our  present  situa- 
tion. I  should  rather  be  disposed  to 
assume  that  my  noble  Friend  desires  to 
put  his  views  before  the  House  clearly 
and  distinctly,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
in  such  a  form  as  to  cause  the  smallest 
embarrassment  to  the  House,  and  that 
for  those  reasons  he  chose  the  course  of 
moving  the  Adjournment  of  the  House 
rather  than  that  of  raising  the  question 
on  an  Address  for  the  Prorogation. 
However  that  may  be,  I  think  the  House 
is  greatly  indebted  to  my  noble  Friend 
for  having,  even  at  this  late  period, 
called  attention  to  the  serious  character 
of  the  step  taken  by  the  Government, 
with,  as  I  admit,  the  assent  of  those 
Members  of  the  House  who  were  pre- 
sent at  the  time.  My  noble  Friend 
speaks  as  one  of  those  who  were  not  pre- 
sent when  this  course  was  adopted,  and 
many  hon.  Members  were,  no  doubt, 
absent.  The  Prime  Minister  says  that 
some  considerable  time  before  the  Ad- 
journment he  publicly  announced  in  a 
full  House  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
move  the  Adjournment  of  the  House,  on 
its  rifling  in  August,  for  the  purpose  of 
discussing  this  question  of  Procedure  in 
the  month  of  October.  No  doubt  that 
was  so  ;  but  the  point  which  my  noble 
Friend,  as  I  understand  him,  raises,  is 
not  whether  it  was  right  that  the  House 
should  meet  in  October  for  the  purpose 
of  considering  the  Hesolutions  on  Pro- 
oedore,  but  whether  it  was  right  to  get 
the  Appropriation  Act  for  the  year  dis- 
posed ot  and  reported  before  that  meet- 
ing ;  and  whether  the  Appropriation  Act, 
having  been  disposed  of,  ought  not  to 
have  Seen  construed  as  the  close  of  the 
SsMion  of  1882,  and  we  ought  not  on  the 


present  occasion  to  have  the  beginning  of 
a  new  Session— that  of  1882-3.     There 
was  another  course  which  might  have 
been  adopted;  the  House,   instead  of 
parting  with  the  Appropriation  Act  in 
August,  might  have  voted  the  money  that 
was  necessary  for  present  services  and 
passed  a  Ways  and  Means  Bill,  and  we 
might  have  still  had  the  Appropriation 
Bill  in  our  hands  ready  to  be  passed  at 
the  usual  time — namely,  at  the  Proroga- 
tion. I  venture  to  say  that  either  of  these 
courses  would  have  been  more  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  practice  of  the  House 
— the  almost  invariable,  practically  in- 
variable, course,  founded  upon  experi- 
ence, and  pursued  by  the  House.    I  do 
not  propose  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of 
all  the  precedents  that  have  been  quoted. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  precedents  cited 
by  my  noble  Friend  were  exceedingly 
strong,   exceedingly  well  armed,   and 
founded  upon    OonstitutionsS   practice 
and  reasonable  usage.    I  am  bound  to 
say,  with  regard  to  the  last  case  men- 
tioned by  the  Prime  Minister,  though  I 
have  not  been  able  at  this  moment  to 
get  the  volume  which  contains  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the   day  to  which  he  re- 
ferred, if  I  understand  rightly  what  took 
place  at  the  time,  the  House  completed 
its  own  Business  at  the  time  when  it 
passed  the  Appropriation  Act  for  the 
year,  and,  though  kept  in  nominal  Ses- 
sion during  the  Queen's  Trial,  never 
took  up  any  new  Business.     I  am  not 
surprised  that  my  noble  Friend  inter- 
jected the  observation  that  this   case 
made  for  him,  and  not  against  him. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  House 
transacted  Business  repeatedly. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  OHUEOHILL : 
No,  no  ;  not  Government  Business. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE:  I 
do  not  know  the  case  fully,  and  I  do 
not  wish  to  enter  into  it ;  but  I  under- 
stand that,  as  a  general  rule,  the  House 
of  Commons  did  not  transact  any  of 
the  ordinary  Business,  of  the  Govern- 
ment. But  here  you  have  a  very 
different  case.  You  have  a  case  in 
which  no  emergency  has  arisen.  This 
is  Business  to  which  the  House  had  ad- 
dressed itself  at  the  very  beginning  of 
the  Session,  with  which  it  had  made 
certain  progress,  and  which  the  Govern- 
ment found  itself  unable  to  carry  through 
at  the  ordinary  time.  What  did  the 
Prime  Minister  do?  He  proposed  to 
put  aside   that  Business  for  the  pre- 


23    Parliament--Ad;ournment'--    (0OMMONS|         The  Appropriatum  Aet.      24 


Bent,  that  we  should  close  the  usual 
Business  of  the  Session  with  the  Ap- 
propriation Act,  and  then  that  we 
should  meet  for  the  discussion  of  Proce- 
dure. The  Prime  Minister  says  that  he 
entirely  agrees  with  the  doctrine  laid 
down  by  Sir  George  Comewall  Lewis  and 
with  your  Predecessor,  Mr.  Speaker  Shaw 
Lefeyre,  that  there  should  be  one  Appro- 

?riation  Act  passed  for  the  year.  Now, 
want  to  know  what  is  the  real  position 
that  the  Government  and  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister take  with  regard  to  our  financial 
arrangements  at  the  present  time  ?  Does 
he  mean  that  we  are  to  have  no  Votes  or 
Estimates  with  regard  to  the  war  that 
has  just  been  carried  on  ?  Does  he  so 
adhere  to  the  doctrine,  that  the  finance 
of  the  year  should  all  be  included  in 
one  Appropriation  Bill,  that  he  is  not 
going  to  give  us  any  of  the  finance  of 
the  war  until  we  come  to  the  year  1883  ? 
If  he  takes  that  course  it  is  a  very  seri- 
ous thing ;  but  if,  on  the  other  hand,  he 
does  intend,  now  that  Parliament  is  sit- 
ting, and  expects  to  be  informed  on  this 
question,  to  produce  an  Estimate  and 
ask  for  any  Supply,  he  will  be  obliged, 
himself,  to  have  two  Appropriation  Acts 
in  the  same  Session.  Let  me  point  out 
that,  however  we  may  be  disposed  to 
adapt  our  proceedings  to  the  convenience 
of  the  Government  and  the  convenience 
of  the  House,  we  are  bound  to  take  all 
possible  care  that  we  do  not  introduce 
precedents  which  may  be  enlarged,  and 
enlarged  to  a  very  dangerous  extent.  If 
you  do  not  take  care  what  enlargements 
you  make,  you  will  come  to  this — that 
it  will  be  perfectly  possible  to  dispense 
with  the  close  of  the  Session  altogether. 
You  may  make  one  Session  with  repeated 
adjournments  throughout  the  whole  of  a 
Parliament.  I  do  not  see  what  there 
is  to  prevent  that  if  we  have  no 
natural  close  of  the  Session,  such  as 
an  Appropriation  Bill  gives  us.  When 
many  of  us  have  left  town,  it  will 
be  in  the  power  of  a  Minister  command- 
ing a  majority  to  adjourn  for  any  pur- 
pose whatever,  and  the  House  may  be 
called  upon  to  adjourn  and  take  up  Busi- 
ness in  the  Autumn  so  long  as  it  is  con- 
venient to  the  Ministry.  The  practice  is 
one  that  ought  to  be  very  narrowly  scru- 
tinized and  carefully  watched ;  and  I  do 
not  think  that  my  noble  Friend  is  to  be 
set  aside  by  a  sort  of  good-humoured  or 
oontemptuous  treatment  on  the  part  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  which,  no  doubt,  he 

Hir  BUjbrd  NoriheM 


will  be  supported  by  his  Party  in  ad- 
ministering to  anyone  on  the  Benches 
opposite.  I  certainly  think  the  question 
which  has  been  raised  is  one  which  the 
House  ought  seriously  to  consider  and 
discuss.  The  authorities  that  have  been 
cited  are  of  the  very  highest  charact-er; 
and,  if  only  out  of  respect  to  them,  and 
to  those  eminent  persons  whose  names 
have  been  mentioned,  I  think  the  matter 
has  been  very  properly  brought  forward. 
But  when  we  consider  the  real  meaning 
and  the  real  importance  of  the  practice 
which  has  so  far  prevailed,  we  cannot 
regard  it  simply  as  a  practice  of  con- 
venience, or  as  one  which  does  not  form 
a  principle.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
course  which  my  noble  Friend  has  taken 
in  pioving  the  Adjournment  of  the  House 
is  one  well  suited  to  the  purpose  of 
marking  the  peculiarity  of  the  occasion. 
Whether  it  would  be  right  to  follow  it 
up  by  moving  that  an  Address  should 
be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  in  favour 
of  Prorogation,  or  for  a  Committee  to 
search  for  precedents,  or  in  any  other 
way  to  take  steps  for  establishing  the 
real  rule  and  principle  of  the  House  for 
the  future,  is  a  question  upon  which  I 
do  not  just  now  enter ;  but  I  hope  that 
the  matter  will  receive  further  conside- 
ration and  elucidation  from  those  who 
are  so  well  able  to  throw  light  on  it. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  it  was  difficult  to 
say  what  was  the  precise  attitude  the 
Government  took  up  with  regard  to  this 
Autumn  Sitting.  He  would  remind  the 
House  that  the  Prime  Minister  had 
stated  that  a  considerable  time  before 
the  end  of  the  Sittings  in  August  last 
he  gave  Notice  that  it  was  intended  to 
take  the  course  which  had  now  been 
adopted.  His  (Mr.  Gorst's)  memory  on 
that  subject  was  not  in  accord  with  that 
statement.  As  far  as  he  understood  the 
Prime  Minister,  he  had  entirely  changed 
the  attitude  he  took  up  on  the  1 5th  of 
August  last.  He  then  understood  the 
Prime  Minister  to  say  that  there  would 
be  an  Adjournment  for  an  Autumn 
Sitting.  He  remembered  that,  up  to 
the  very  last,  the  Prime  Minister  was  in 
doubt  whether  there  should  be  an 
Autumn  Sitting  or  a  Prorogation  ;  and 
it  was  not  until  the  16th  of  August, 
only  three  days  before  the  House  ad- 
journed, and  when  the  majority  of  hou. 
Members  had  excused  themselves  from 
further  Parliamentary  duty,  that  the 
Prime  Minister  finally  made  up  his  mind 
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to  reoommend  an  Adjournment  and  not  a 
Prorogation  y  and  when  he  did  so  he 
MTO  as  a  reason  that  there  were  prece- 
dents for  an  Adjournment;  but  now, 
however,  in  answer  to  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Ohurohill),  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man took  up  an  entirely  different  posi- 
tion, for  he  said  that  the  reason  for 
the  Adjournment  was  to  enable  the 
House  to  provide  a  remedy  for  the 
present  unsatisfactory  and  unprecedented 
state  of  things  in  Parliament.  [Mr. 
GuLDSTOiTB :  I  made  no  such  admis- 
sion.] He  (Mr.  Qorst)  asked  whether 
they  were  sitting  now  in  accordance 
with  precedent,  or  in  opposition  to  all 
precedent?  If  the  House  were  sitting 
in  accordance  with  precedent,  he  denied 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
answered  the  objections  of  the  noble 
Lord.  What  did  the  Prime  Minister 
mean  by  his  declaration,  on  the  15th  of 
August,  that  Parliament  would  be  ad- 
journed because  there  were  precedents 
for  doing  so?  It  was  the  invariable 
practice  to  dose  the  Session  with  the 
pjBMsing  of  the  Appropriation  Bill.  Sir 
ferskine  May  laid  it  down  that  it  was  the 
practice  and  duty  of  the  Speaker  to 
retain  the  Appropriation  Bili  in  his 
possession  unm  he  had  been  summoned 
to  attend  the  House  of  Lords  to  hear 
Parliament  prorogued;  and  he  should 
like  to  ask  whether  the  Government 
passed  by  that  Constitutional  usage  on 
the  15th  of  August,  and  whether  it  was 
by  their  direction  that  the  Appropriation 
Bill  was  taken  up  to  the  House  of 
Lords?  Because,  if  so,  it  was  quite  clear 
that  the  Government  had  themselves 
caused  a  violation  of  the  Oonstitutional 
practice  without  giving  any  Notice  to 
or  receiving  any  order  from  the  House. 
The  circumstances  of  the  year  1820  had 
been  quoted  by  the  Prime  Minister ;  but 
was  Parliament  to  be  asked  to  hold  an 
Autumn  Sitting  in  accordance  with  the 
precedent  in  the  case  of  Queen  Caroline 
in  1820  ?  He  (Mr.  Gorst)  denied,  in  the 
first  place,  that  that  was  a  precedent,  for 
there  was  then  a  continuous  Sitting 
until  the  Appropriation  Bill  was  passed ; 
whereas,  in  the  present  case,  there  had 
been  an  Adjournment  for  two  months. 
On  looking  over  the  records  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  the  case  of  Queen 
Caroline,  he  found  that  during  that  Sit- 
ting no  Business  whatever  was  trans- 
acted, with  one  exception— namely,  that. 


on  one  occasion,  Mr.  Hume  insisted  on 
bringing  before  the  House  the  case  of  a 
Mr.  Franklin,  who  had  been  imprisoned 
for  sedition ;  but  the  Government  of  the 
day  never,  in  factj  ventured  to  ask  or  in- 
vite the  House  of  Commons  to  transact 
any  Business  during  that  Sitting.  No  one 
he  (Mr.  Gorst)  was  sure,  saw  the  dis- 
tinction between  the  two  cases  more 
clearly  than  the  Prime  Minister  himself. 
It  was  true  that  in  1820  the  House  of 
Commons  continued  to  sit  formally,  be- 
cause the  trial  of  Queen  Caroline  in  the 
House  of  Lords  was  then  proceeding,  a 
Bill  of  Pains  and  Penalties  was  passing 
through  the  House  of  Lords,  and  the 
House  of  Commons  was  kept  together 
that  it  might  pass  it,  if  it  came  down 
from  the  Lords.  The  Bill  was,  how- 
ever, carried  by  so  small  a  majority  of 
that  House  that  it  was  ultimately 
abandoned  by  the  Government;  but 
though  the  House  of  Commons  was  sit- 
ting, with  three  adjournments,  from 
month  to  month,  the  Government  never 
dared  to  ask  it  to  transact  any  Business. 
It  showed  what  regard  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  have  for  the  fidelity 
and  intelligence  of  his  followers,  that 
the  only  precedent  he  could  give  for  the 
present  Adjournment  of  the  House  was 
this  one,  which,  in  point  of  fact,  was 
really  no  precedent  at  all.  In  1820  they 
were  under  a  Tory  Government  and  an 
unreformed  House  of  Commons.  In 
1 832  the  reformed  House  of  Commons 
was  brought  into  existence,  and  from 
that  date  to  the  present — 50  years  of  a 
reformed  House  of  Commons,  50  years 
of  a  Constitutional  Government  —  no 
example  could  be  found  of  the  House 
of  Commons  having  sat  for  the  transac- 
tion of  Business  in  such  a  case  as  the 
present.  But  now,  for  the  first  time  in 
50  years,  and  for  the  first  time  in  the 
history  of  the  reformed  House  of  Com- 
mons, the  Prime  Minister,  without  giv- 
ing the  House  Notice  or  warning  that  it 
was  acting  without  precedent,  invited 
the  House  to  act  contrary  to  all  prece- 
dent, except  that  of  the  case  of  Queen 
Caroline  in  1820 !  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  taunted  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  with  not 
moving  an  Address  for  Prorogation; 
but  he  knew  full  well  that  a  Motion  for 
Adjournment  was  the  only  Motion  that 
could  be  brought  forward  before  the 
Motion  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  given  Notice,  the  discussion  of 
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which  would  occupy  the  whole  time  of 
the  House.  Would  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman afford  an  opportunity  for  a  dis- 
cussion upon  an  Address  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty praying  for  the  Prorogation  of 
Parliament?  If  an  opportunity  were 
given  to  any  Member  of  the  House  to 
introduce  a  Motion  of  that  character,  he 
(Mr.  Gorst)  felt  sure  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  withdraw  his  present  Mo- 
tion and  substitute  one  for  Prorogation, 
BO  as  to  allow  the  Constitutional  ques- 
tion being  brought  forward  in  a  proper 
manner.  The  act  of  the  Government  in 
thus  assembling  Parliament  was  an  act 
contrary  to  all  Constitutional  authority 
and  usage,  of  which  the  Prime  Minister 
could  adduce  no  precedent  except  the 
evil  precedent  of  the  case  of  Queen 
Caroline. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
that  the  manner  in  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Gorst) 
had  dealt  with  the  precedent  of  1820, 
which  was  the  g^eat  argument  in  favour 
of  the  noble  Lord's  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill's)  Motion,  but  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  unfortunately  omitted  altoge- 
ther to  introduce,  was  a  singular  one. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
said  that  the  invariable  Constitutional 
rule  was  that,  after  the  passing  of  the 
Appropriation  Act,  the  House  could 
transact  no  Business.  Then  he  had  gone 
on  to  say  that  the  precedent  of  1820  was 
no  argument  against  that,  because  the 
House,  in  fact,  transacted  no  Business, 
and  never  contemplated  transacting  any 
Government  Business,  after  the  passing 
of  the  Act  in  that  year.  Then  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  that  the 
House  was  adjourned  three  times,  for  a 
month  each  time.  But  for  what  purpose 
did  the  House  adjourn  ?  Why,  for  the 
purpose  of  transacting  what  he  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  ventured  to  say  Xeas 
the  most  tremendous  Business  that  a 
Government  ever  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Crown — a  Bill  of 
Pains  and  Penalties  against  the  Queen 
Consort.  The  noble  Lord  had  lost  his 
opportunity  of  explaining  that  great 
precedent,  because  he  had  deliberately 
omitted  it  from  his  speech.  The  fact 
was  that  the  Adjournments  of  that  Par- 
liament, in  August,  September,  and 
October,  were  made  in  order  that  the 
House  might  receive  from  the  House  of 
Lords  a  Bill  inflicting  Pains  and  Penal- 
tiea  upon  the  Queen  Consort,  brought 
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forward  by  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  in 
fact,  had  said  that  it  was  impossible  to 
transact  Government  Business  after  the 
passing  of  the  Appropriation  Act ;  but 
had  not  amended  the  case  of  the  noble 
Lord,  because  he  showed  that  the  House 
of  Commons  had  actually  transacted 
Business  after  the  passing  of  the  Ap- 
propriation Act.  The  matter,  however, 
stood,  as  a  general  rule,  that  the  Go- 
vernment entirely  admitted  that  it  was 
right  and  proper  that  the  Appropriation 
Act  and  the  Prorogation  should  go  toge- 
ther ;  they  did  not  dispute  it  for  a  mo- 
ment, and  admitted  that  that  rule  ought 
not  to  be  departed  from,  except  in  very 
grave  and  serious  circumstances.  So 
far  the  Government  and  the  Opposition 
were  agreed.  In  1820  the  rule  was  de- 
parted from,  because  the  Gt)vemment 
deemed  the  impeachment  of  the  Queen 
a  circumstance  justifying  Parliament  in 
going  on  by  successive  Adjournments 
after  the  Prorogation,  in  order  to  consi- 
der what  the  House  of  Lords  might  do 
with  that  Bill.  If  that  Bill  had  come 
down  from  the  House  of  Lords,  and  had 
not  been  abandoned  by  the  Government, 
it  would  have  been  taken  into  considera- 
tion by  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
forgot  whether  Brougham  was  then  sit- 
ting in  the  House  of  Commons.  [**Yes!"] 
He  was  under  the  impression  that  he 
was  not— that  he  had  lost  his  seat.  But 
what  were  the  friends  of  Queen  Caro- 
line doing  in  the  House  of  Commons,  if 
such  an  objection  was  capable  of  being 
supported?  They  knew  perfectly  weu 
that  there  was  no  foundation  for  the 
Constitutional  doctrine  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  therefore  that  doctrine  was 
not  advanced.  The  course  taken  now  was 
not  at  variance  with  Constitutional  usage, 
and  the  only  question  was  whether  Uie 
Government  were  right  or  wrong  in 
thinking  that  the  present  was  such  a 
case  as  justified  a  departure  from  the 
usual  rule.  What  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Prime  Minister  had  meant  by  say- 
ing that  the  circumstances  were  unpre- 
cedented was,  that  the  circumstances 
were  of  such  a  character  as  to  justify  an 
exceptional  procedure.  He  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  remembered  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  were  far  from  adopt- 
ing the  course  recommended  by  the 
noble  Lord,  which  they  might  have 
done  if  they  had  thought  fit.  He 
forgot  whether  it  was  the  Leader  of 
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the    Opposition    or    his    (Sir  William 
Haioourt's)  Predecessor  at  the  Home 
Office — ^bat  it  was  some  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite— who  had  asked  him  to 
give  a  dLstinct  pledge  on  behalf  of  the 
QoTomment  that  no  other  Business  than 
that  of  Procednre  should  be  taken ;  and 
he  gave  that  pledge.     Gould  anything 
be  more  inconsistent  than  that  with  the 
argument  of  the  noble  Lord  ?    The  Go- 
Termnent  then  said  that  they  could  not 
control  the  action  of  private  Members, 
bat  that,  so  far  as  they  were  concerned, 
no  other  Business  should  be  taken.    If 
the  g^reat  Constitutional  doctrine  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  well-founded,  why  did 
not  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  bring  it 
forward?    The  Appropriation  Act  was 
in  their  own  hands;  they  might  have 
raised  that  doctrine  on  the  third  read- 
ing.    On  the  third  reading  it  was  per- 
fectly well  known  that  the  House  was 
going  to  be  adjourned.    If  hon.  Gentle- 
men accepted  the  doctrine  of  the  noble 
Lordy  or  had  even  learnt  it  for  the  first 
time  from  his  lips,  why  was  it  not  ad- 
Tanced  ?     They  knew  that  there  was 
going  to  be  a  war  in  Egypt,  and  that 
there  would  be  expenditure  in  conse- 
Quence.      So  far  £K>m    adopting   that 
doctrine,  the  Opposition  entirely  agreed 
to  the  course  taKcn  by  the  Government, 
and  even  asked  for  a  pledge  from  the 
Government    that    no    other    Business 
should  be  taken.    How  had  the  Govern- 
ment ill-treated  the  House  in  that  mat- 
ter ?    There  never  was  a  case  in  which 
the  Gk>vemment  more  desired  to  take 
the  House  into  its  confidence,  in  which 
more  complete  notice  was  g^ven  of  an 
intended   step,  or  in  which  there  was 
more  absolute  and  entire  assent  on  both 
sides  of  the  House.  Both  the  contention 
and  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  came 
altogether  too  late  in  the  day ;  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  not  spend  any 
more  time  in  discussing  the  Motion  for 
the  Adjournment  of  the  House.     He 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  had  really  risen, 
however,  for  the  purpose  of  saying  that 
the  Government  did  not  desire  to  be 
understood  as  setting  aside  this  Hule  of 
the  Prorogation  and  the  Appropriation 
Bill  going  together.  They  attached  very 
high  importance  to  it ;  and  it  was  only 
because  they,  and,  he  believed,  the  rest 
of  the  House,  considered  that  there  were 
oxcamstances  in  reference  to  the  Busi- 
QMi  of  the  House  which  composed  an 
neeptional  case,  that  the  Government 
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proposed  to  deal  with  it  in  an  excep- 
tional way,  the  object  desired  being,  in 
the  future,  to  save  public  time  and  to 
get  through  Public  Business.  It  was 
perfectly  idle  for  the  noble  Lord  to  im- 
pute to  the  Government  a  desire  to  evade 
a  challenge  of  its  policy.  The  noble 
Lord  had  said  that  no  opportunity  would 
be  given  of  moving  a  Vote  of  Want  of 
Confidence.  It  was  open  to  the  noble 
Lord  to  propose,  if  he  chose,  a  Vote  of 
Want  of  Confidence  in  the  Government, 
who  were  prepared  to  meet  any  number 
of  them.  He  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  might  live  long 
enough  to  move  as  many  Votes  of  Want 
of  Confidence  as  he  wished.  The  more 
he  did  that,  the  better  would  the  Go- 
vernment be  pleased.  They  would  not 
succeed.  Even  if  the  Angel  Gabriel  sat 
on  the  Treasury  Bench,  he  believed  the 
noble  Lord  would  move  a  Vote  of  Want 
of  Confidence  in  him.  The  House  and 
the  country  knew  perfectly  well  the  ob- 
ject of  the  meeting  of  Parliament  at  that 
time — it  was  to  enable  the  House  of 
Commons  to  do  the  Business  of  the 
people  better  than  it  had  hitherto  been 
done.  It  was  to  clear  the  way  in  order 
that  more  effectual  Business  might  be 
done  next  year  than  had  been  done 
hitherto.  That  was  a  considerable  ob- 
ject, upon  which  it  was  worth  while  to 
expend  the  time  of  the  present  Session. 
For  that  reason  it  was  tnat  the  Govern- 
ment had  proposed  to  assemble  the 
House,  and  for  that  reason  the  House 
adopted  the  course  so  proposed. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  did  not  think  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Sir  William  Harcourt)  would  com- 
mend itself  to  the  judgment  of  the  &ouse. 
Because  the  House  had  made  the  mis- 
take of  passing  the  Appropriation  Act 
in  August,  previous  to  the  Adjournment, 
there  was  no  reason  why  they  should 
consecrate  that  mistake  and  set  a  Con- 
stitutional precedent  subversive  of  the 
rights  of  me  people.  Such  a  usage 
would  never  meet  with  the  approval  of 
the  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  ^Mr.  Dodson)  had  himself,  in 
1854,  when  he  was  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, declared  that  the  Appropriation 
Bill  was  the  last  Act  of  the  Session. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  would  find,  according 
to  Sir  Erskine  May,  that  the  granting 
of  money  was  the  most  important  duty 
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of  the  House  of  Oommons,  and  that, 
conseqaently,  the  Appropriation  Bill 
was  the  proper  termination  of  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
thought  that  some  attention  at  least 
ought  to  be  paid  to  the  opinion  of  that 
distinguished  gentleman,  whose  text- 
book was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
He  said  in  that  book — 

"The  ancient  Constitutional  doctrine  as  to 
the  redress  of  g^evances  before  granting  Sup- 

Slies  is  now  represented  in  practice  by  every 
escription  of  Amendment  on  the  Question  that 
the  Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair." 

The  Crown  opened  Parliament  by  re- 
cognizing the  rights  of  the  Commons  to 
give  Supply  ;  and  by  ancient  usage,  as 
laid  down  by  Sir  Erskine  May,  the 
Speaker  took  up  the  Appropriation  Act 
to  the  House  of  Lords  at  the  end  of  the 
Session,  if  the  Sovereign  were  there, 
and  addressed  him,  narrating  what  had 
been  done  in  the  Session.  At  that  time, 
he  delivered  over  the  Act  of  Appropria- 
tion to  what  was  called  by  Lord  Macau- 
lay  a  Committee  of  both  Houses,  which 
acted  for  them  during  the  Vacation.  He 
would  merely  add  one  extract  from  a 
speech  of  Lord  Palmerston  in  1858, 
when  a  Conservative  Dissolution  was 
threatened.     He  said — 

'*  Then  it  is  said  they  may  dissolve.  I  have 
no  g^reater  faith  in  their  dissolving  than  I  have 
in  their  resignation,  and  I  am  of  that  opinion 
because  a  Dissolution  implies  more  than  the  will 
of  the  GoverHmont.  The  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  necessary  to  its  own  dissolution.  They 
must  pass  the  Appropriation  Act  and  other 
similar  Acts  before  they  can  take  that  step." 

Neither  the  Prime  Minister  nor  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment had  brought  forward  the  prece- 
dents of  which  they  had  spoken.  The 
former  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  cer- 
tainly referred  to  the  precedent  of  1820, 
which  they  on  that  Cthe  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House  said  was  none  at  all,  inas- 
much as  since  the  Heform  Bill  the  Con- 
stitution had  taken  a  new  departure. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred 
to  the  doctrine  of  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  in 
1841 ;  but  he  had  not  alluded  to  the 
remarks  of  Sir  George  Lewis  nor  of  Lord 
Palmerston  in  1859,  nor  to  the  Exche- 
quer Amendment  Bill  of  1866,  nor  to 
Sir  Erskine  May's  evidence  in  1878. 
Although  the  Egyptian  Question  was  a 
very  prominent  one  and  we  had  an  Army 
of  Occupation  in  that  country,  still  they 
had  no  means  of  discussing  it,  because 
there  were  no  days  down  for  Supply, 
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and  the  QoTemment  was  suppoeed  to  be 
hatching  a  policy,  while  they  had  no 
means  of  finding  out  what  it  was.  The 
Government  were,  in  fact,  establishing 
a  new  precedent,  which  would  deprive 
the  Bepresentatives  of  the  people  of  the 
right  which  they  had  always  enjoyed  of 
not  allowing  Supply  to  be  g^ven  until 
the  grievances  were  redressed. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  142  ; 
Noes  209  :  Majority  67.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  341.) 

NOTICE  OF  MOTION. 


EGYPTIAN  EXPEDITION— VOTE  OF 

THANKS  TO  HER  MAJESTY'S  NAVAL 

AND  MILITARY  FORCES. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that,  on  Thursday  next,  I  shall 
move  a  Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Ck)m- 
manders,  officers,  and  men  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Forces  in  Egypt. 

SibWILFEID  LAWSON:  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that,  on  the  Motion  of  the 
Prime  Minister  being  made,  I  shall 
move  the  Previous  Question. 

QUESTIONS, 

ARMY  — THE    GRENADIER  GUARDS  — 
CASE  OF  LIEUTENANT  FARRER. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  Lieutenant 
Farrer,  of  the  Grenadier  Guards,  did, 
on  the  25th  day  of  July  last,  send  a 
letter  to  his  battalion  commanding 
officer,  with  a  request  that  it  should  be 
forwarded  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  and  praying  that  he  might  be 
allowed  to  withdraw  his  resignation,  or 
that  his  application  to  retire  might  not 
be  acted  upon  for  thirty  days,  in  order 
to  carry  through  proceedings  for  the 
annulment  of  his  bankruptcy,  which 
took  place  during  his  leave  of  absence 
abroad,  and  that  no  notice  of  the  fact 
had  been  given  to  him  ;  whether  in  that 
letter  he  set  forth  that  his  bankruptcy 
was  entirely  due  to  the  fact  that  his 
rents  on  his  Irish  property  were  some 
years  in  arrear ;  whether  this  letter  was 
approved  of,  and  forwarded  to  the  officer 
commanding  the  regiment  by  his  batta- 
lion commanding  officer ;  whether,  at  a 
subsequent  date,    on    1st    August,  h^ 
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wrote  a  letter  to  his  battalion  command- 
ing officer,  and  enclosed  two  documents 
(a  statement  of  how  the  bankruptcy 
occurred,  and  a  petition  to  be  allowed  to 
remain  in  the  Army,  on  the  ground  that 
Jbis  bankruptcy  did  not  arise  from  any 
fault  of  his  own,  and  for  leave  to  ex- 
change into  another  regiment) ;  whether 
his  battalion  commanding  officer  for- 
warded these  documents  to  the  officer 
commanding  the  regiment ;  whether  the 
commanding  officer  of  the  regiment  re- 
fused to  forward  these  documents  to  the 
Gommander  in  Chief  and  Secretary  of 
State  for  War ;  whether  it  is  the  duty 
of  any  commanding  officer  to  forward 
any  petitions  to  the  authorities  from  his 
subordinate  officers ;  and,  whether,  un- 
der the  ciroamstances,  his  case  may  be 
brought  under  reconsideration,  and,  as 
a  sufficient  opportunity  has  not  been 
given  him  to  clear  himself  with  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  that  his  claim 
for  reinstatement  may  be  considered  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEES  :  Sir,  the  answer  to 
the  first  five  paragraphs  of  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  is  in  the  affir- 
mative. The  answer  to  the  sixth  is,  that 
the  commanding  officer  of  the  regiment 
reported  the  receipt  of  the  documents  to 
the  proper  authority,  and  was  informed 
that  the  resignation  had  been  accepted 
and  was  being  acted  upon.  The  answer 
to  the  seventh  is,  that  it  would  depend 
on  the  circumstances  of  the  case  whe- 
ther a  letter  should  or  should  not  be 
forwarded.  The  facts  of  the  case  are 
perfectly  dear.  Lieutenant  Farrer  re- 
signed his  commission  in  May  last  after 
his  bankruptcy ;  but,  in  order  that  his 
resignation  might  not  be  connected 
with  another  matter  in  which  he  was 
concerned,  he  requested  that  it  might 
not  be  gazetted  for  three  months.  The 
course  proposed  was  acceded  to  ;  the  re- 
signation was  definitely  accepted,  and 
the  gazette  postponed  accordingly ;  but 
a  few  days  before  the  expiration  of  the 
three  months  he  asked  to  withdraw  it, 
and  this  was  refused.  I  see  no  reason 
for  my  intervention. 

PARUAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE  — THE    PROCEDURE    RESOLU- 
TIONS—AMENDMENTS TO  IBT 
RESOLUTION. 

.  Mb.  JOSEPH  CO  WEN  said,  he  rose 
to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  a  Question  in 
reference  to  the  Procedure  Besolutions. 

VOIj.  OCl^XXiy.    [thibd  skbibs.] 


If  in  Order,  he  would  like  to  know,  whe- 
ther there  were  any  of  the  Amendments  to 
the  Ist  Kesolution  now  standing  upon 
the  Paper  which  the  Government  were 
disposed  to  accept  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  it  will  be 
my  duty,  I  hope,  presently,  to  make  the 
Motion  of  which  I  have  given  Notice, 
with  regard  to  the  Procedure  of  this 
House  ;  and,  when  I  make  that  Motion, 
I  will  take  the  opportunity,  as  being  a 
most  convenient  one,  of  stating  what 
course  the  Government  intend  to  adopt 
with  rerard  to  one  or  two  points  which 
were  left  open  when  the  matter  was  last 
under  discussion. 

MOTIONS. 


PARLIAMENT— PRIVILEGE 
(MR.  EDMOND  DWYER  GRAY,  M.P.) 

MOTION  FOB  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  will,  Sir,  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that  Mr. 
Edmond  Dwyer  Gray,  a  Member  of  this 
House,  was  put  into  confinement  for  an 
offence  which  is  termed  contempt  of 
Court,  in  the  month  of  August  last,  and 
that  his  committal  to  prison  was  signified 
to  the  House  in  the  regular  manner 
through  the  Speaker  by  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Justice  Lawson.  The  discussion  of 
the  matter  arising  out  of  that  communi- 
cation was  approached  before  the  Ad- 
journment under  very  peculiar  circum- 
stances. It  was  felt  that  it  was  not  an 
occasion  on  which  the  judgment  of  the 
House  should  be  asked — in  fact,  to  have 
done  so  would  have  been  quite  contrary 
to  usage — on  the  merits  of  this  particular 
case  of  committal  for  contempt  of  Court, 
or  with  regard  to  the  Law  or  Committal 
for  Contempt  at  large ;  but  it  was  said 
that  we  ought  to  have  proceeded  to  ap- 
point a  Committee  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  whether  the  proceedings 
which  had  been  taken  in  this  case  were 
within  the  established  and  customary 
limits,  and  were  within  the  terms  of  the 
Motion  brought  forward  on  a  former 
occasion  with  regard  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
Whalley — **  Whether  any  of  the  matters 
referred  to  therein  demanded  the  further 
attention  of  the  House."  It  will  be 
called  to  mind  that,  at  the  time  referred 
to,  in  August  last,  it  was  stated,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  that  they  pro- 
posed to  deviate  from  the  ordinary  course 
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of  proceeding,  on  the  simple  and  prac- 
tical ground  that  if  that  course  were 
pursued  it  could  not  at  that  period  be 
made  effective.  A  Oommittee  appointed 
on  a  question  of  this  kind  ought  to  be  a 
Oommittee  composed,  by  the  best  choice 
that  can  be  maoe,  of  those  Members  who 
are  of  great  experience  and  weight,  or 
who  are  designated  by  peculiar  circum- 
stances as  the  fittest  to  undertake  an 
examination  of  that  sort — not  an  exami- 
nation of  great  labour,  or  of  a  compli- 
cated nature,  but  an  examination  requir- 
ing gpreat  accuracy  and  knowledge  of 
such  subjects,  and  capacity  to  deal  with 
them;  and  the  fact  was  that  at  that 
time  the  dispersion  of  the  House  had 
reached  such  a  point  that  the  Members 
present  in  Lonaon  did  not  enable  us  to 
constitute  such  a  Committee,  and  it  was 
perfectly  hopeless  to  think  of  recalling 
&em  at  short  notice  for  the  purpose  of 

Proposing  it.  Well,  Sir,  I  suppose  that 
lese  considerations  weighed  with  the 
House.  We  urged  that  the  re-assem- 
bling of  the  House  would  be  the  proper 
time  for  considering  the  matter,  and  we 
also  pointed  out  tJ^at  the  investigation 
of  the  Committee  could  have  no  effect 
upon  the  validity,  the  legal  validity,  of 
Mr.  Justice  Lawson's  proceeding,  and, 
therefore,  no  effect  upon  the  personal 
liberty  of  the  Member  who  bad  been 
committed.  I  suppose,  Sir,  that  the 
House,  upon  the  wliole,  took  that  prac- 
tical view  of  the  matter,  and  introouced 
what  certainly  was,  in  point  of  form,  an 
innovation,  in  accordingly  postponing  the 
appointment  of  the  Oommittee,  simply 
in  order  that  if  a  Oommittee  were  to  be 
appointed  at  all  it  might  be  effective. 
The  House  has  now  met,  and  this  ques- 
tion is,  of  course,  a  subject  which  it  is 
right  to  deal  with.  A  Member  making 
such  a  Motion  is  entitled  to  deal  with  it 
as  a  question  of  Privilege,  and  one  which 
never  would  be  understood  to  be  in- 
cluded within  the  general  declaration  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  the  sub- 
jects of  Business  to  be  treated  of  at  these 
Autumn  Sittings  of  the  House.  I  think 
it  is  plain.  Sir,  when  the  House  has  now 
assembled  in  large  numbers,  that  we 
have  the  means  of  constituting  an  effi- 
cient Oommittee.  I  am  glad  to  know, 
I  believe,  by  the  personal  presence  of 
the  Gentleman  himself  in  the  House, 
and  otherwise  from  authentic  informa- 
tion, that  the  period  of  his  confinement 
lias  been  brought  to  a  close,  and  there 

Mr.  GiadiUn^ 


is  no  longer  anv  question,  therefore,  of 
his  own  personal  liberty ;  but  it  remains 
just  as  much  a  matter  of  propriety  as  it 
was  before  for  the  House  to  maice  an 
investigation  similar  to  those  which  it 
has  instituted  on  former  occasions,  in 
order  to  ascertain  that  there  has  been 
no  excess  of  power,  and  that  the  limits  of 
custom  and  legality  have  been  observed. 
As  far  as  the  formal  matter  of  the  com- 
mittal for  contempt  is  concerned,  I  do  not 
think.  Sir,  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  refer 
to  particular  precedents  at  this  moment. 
They  can  easily  be  produced  should  it 
be  the  desire  of   the  House  to  hear 
them ;    but  it  was    so  completely  ad- 
mitted in  August  that  precedents  pointed 
to  the  appointment  of  such  a  Oommittee, 
that  I  think,   in  the  absence  of  any 
question,    I   may  venture  to  take  the 
matter  for  granted.     I   may  venture, 
also,  to  state  my  opinion  that  it  would 
be  an  impropriety  on  my  part,  and  that 
it  would  be  an  error,  were  we  to  go 
beyond  these  confined  limits  of  debate, 
which  have  uniformly,  I  believe,  been 
maintained  on  similar  occasions — tbat  is 
to  say,  were  we  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  the  Law  of   Contempt,   which  is  a 
question  of  great  general  interest ;  and 
in  regard  to  which,  perhaps,  I  need  not 
too  much  disparage  what  I  have  just 
said,   if  I  venture  to  intimate  to  the 
House  that  it  is  a  subject  which  has 
been  brought  much  of   late  into    the 
popular  view  both  on  this  side  and  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Channel,  and  that 
the  Government  have  it  in  contempla- 
tion, not  during  the  present  short  Sit- 
tings, but  at  the  regular  commencement 
of  next  Session — they  have  it  in  con- 
templation— they  hope  at  a  very  early 
period — to  submit  a  measure   dealing 
with  the  altering  the  present  law.     That 
being  so.  Sir,  1  have  only  to  notice  a 
fact  which  appertains  to  the  regularity 
and  formality  of  Procedure  in  this  in- 
stance.    I  am  given  to  understand  that 
the  Speaker  in  the  Chair  has  not  yet 
received  a  formal  communication  from 
Mr.   Justice  Lawson,    announcing    the 
release  of  Mr.  Gray;  but,  although  I 
cannot,  therefore,  refer  to  any  such  com- 
munication in  the  Motion  I  am  about  to 
make,  the  absence  of  it  does  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  affect  the  propriety  of 
the  Motion,  because  the  Motion  is  to 
deal  not  with  the  release,  but  with  the 
committal.     I  think,  therefore,  I  need 
do  no  more  at  the  present  moment  thim 
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read  to  the  House  the  Motion  I  am 
about  to  make,  and  place  it  in  your 
hands.    I  propose,  Sir — 

''That  the  Letter  of  the  16th  August  1882, 
from  the  Right  Hon.  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  to  Mr. 
Speaker,  informing  the  House  of  the  commit- 
ment ol  Mr.  Edmond  Dwyer  Gray,  a  Member 
of  tins  House,  for  contempt  of  Court,  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee  for  the  purpose  of 
oonsiderinff  and  reporting  whether  any  of  the 
matters  referred  to  therein  demand  the  further 
attention  of  the  House." 

I  ought  to  say,  before  sitting  down, 
that  1  believe  I  am  acting  upon  estab- 
lished usage  in  making  the  present  Mo- 
tion, without  waiting  to  g^ve  Notice  of 
Motion,  making  it  at  the  first  moment 
when  it  could  be  made.  But  I  may 
point  out  to  hon.  Members  that  the 
making  of  the  Motion  does  not  im- 
mediately bring  about  the  sitting  of  the 
Committee — that  a  selection  of  names 
must  be  made  to  constitute  the  Com- 
mittee, and  Notice  must  be  given  of 
those  names — there  will  necessarily  be  a 
delay  of  some  days,  or  probably  not 
more  than  one  day,  before  the  Com- 
mittee can  be  actually  appointed.  Such 
was  the  case  on  the  last  occasion  when  a 
Committee  was  appointed  with  reference 
to  the  case  of  Mr.  Whalley,  and  such  is 
the  case  now.  I  do  not  intend  to  pro- 
pose, together  with  the  Motion  I  now 
move,  any  list  of  names  of  Members  to 
compose  tiie  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  Letter  of  the  16th  August  1883, 
from  the  Bight  Hon.  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  to  Mr. 
Speaker,  isrorming  the  House  of  the  commit- 
ment of  Mr.  Edmond  Dwyer  Oray,  a  Member 
of  this  House,  for  contempt  of  dourt,  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee  for  the  purpose  of 
considering  and  reporting  whether  any  of  the 
matters  Telezred  to  therein  demand  the  further 
attention  of  the  House."— (Jfr.  GladaioM.) 

Mr.  PABNELL  :  I  have  heard.  Sir, 
with  great  satisfaction  from  the  Prime 
Minister  that  the  €k>vemment  proposes, 
at  some  future  time,  to  lay  propositions 
with  regard  to  tbe  Law  of  Contempt 
before  the  notice  of  Parliament ;  but  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether,  in  view  of  that  intention  which 
he  has  just  expressed,  it  would  not  be 
desirable  to  enlarge  the  scope  of  the 
Beference  to  the  Committee,  with  the 
view  of  investigating  the  general  ques- 
tion? While  I  make  the  suggestion,  I 
am  not  at  all  sure  th^t  the  terms  of  the 
Motion,  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
inan  has  just  given  Notice,  do  not  per- 


mit an  inquiry  by  the  Committee  into 
the  general  question  of  policy  apart  al- 
together from  the  immediate  case  of  the 
arrest  itself ;  but  if  the  attention  of  Par- 
liament is  to  be  directed  to  the  matter, 
it  appears  to  me  that  the  labours  of  the 
Committee  would  be,  to  a  great  extent, 
of  a  formal  character  and  thrown  away 
if  the  general  question  -  were  not  to  be 
inquired  into.  We  all  admit  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson  acted  within  his  powers  in  or- 
dering my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Ghray)  into 
custody,  and  in  releasing  him  from  that 
custody.  We  admit  that  he  acted  ac- 
cording to  the  letter  of  the  law  as  it  at 
present  stands ;  and  what  we  desire  to 
put  before  the  House  and  the  country 
at  large  is  that  it  is  important  to  have  It 
declared  on  the  authority  of  such  a  Com- 
mittee as  the  one  now  proposed,  that 
this  law,  giving  such  a  power  to  a  Judge 
— the  power,  practically,  of  sentencing  a 
man  to  perpetual  imprisonment  without 
appeal — is  of  such  an  anomalous  charac- 
ter that  it  requires  alteration.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  no  desire  to  seek  redress  re- 
garding the  injury  which  he  considers 
nas  been  done  to  himself  personally; 
but  he  is  desirous  that  what  he  has  gone 
through  may  serve  as  a  basis  for  attract- 
ing public  attention  to  the  very  anoma- 
lous state  of  the  law  as  it  stands  at  pre- 
sent, and  therefore  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  would 
not  be  desirable  to  make  the  matter  per- 
f  ectly^clear  ?  Has  the  Committee,  under 
the  terms  of  his  Eesolution,  power  to  go 
into  the  general  question  ;  and  if  it  has 
not  that  power,  is  it  not  desirable  that 
it  should  be  given  ?  Otherwise  I  fear 
that  the  deliberations  of  the  Gentlemen 
composing  the  Committee,  who  are,  ac- 
cord[ing  to  the  wishes  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  to  be  Gentlemen  of  expe- 
rience and  weight  in  the  House,  will  be 
thrown  away,  and  will  be  so  much  loss 
of  time ;  if,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Com- 
mittee, by  the  terms  of  the  Beference, 
have  the  power,  would  it  not  be  desir- 
able expressly  to  say  so  in  order  that 
no  doubt  should  arise  afterwards  ? 

Mb.  lewis  :  Sir,  when  this  matter 
was  before  the  House  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, I  took  leave  to  say,  on  the  general 
question  of  the  power  of  commitment 
for  contempt  of  Court,  that  I  thought 
the  experience  of  the  last  25  years  on 
the  subject  was  of  that  character  that 
it  undoubtedly  required  Qt)vemmental 
Parliamentary  interference.      The  sort 

C  i 


89 


Farliammt-'PrmJege'^      (COMMONS]         {Mr.  E.  D.  Gray,  M.P.)     40 


of  contempt  which  has  sometimes  been 
committed  is  a  contempt  which  the 
Judges  have  brought  upon  their  Courts 
themselves.  In  point  of  fact,  the  power 
of  committing  for  contempt  has  some- 
times been  exercised  by  Judges  in  a 
very  remarkable  way.  We  have  heard 
of  Judges  who  put  it  into  force  because 
there  was  not  a  sufficient  number  of 
javelin  men  to  escort  them  through  tlie 
town.  There  are  other  cases  also  in 
which  the  Judges  have  forgotten  both 
themselves  and  the  Courts  in  which  they 
sat.  The  case  we  have  now  under  con- 
sideration is  one  in  which  the  party  has 
been  committed  for  contempt  outside  of 
the  Court ;  and,  whatever  may  be  the 
merits  of  that  case,  the  power  held  by 
Judges  to  sentence  persons  to  imprison- 
ment and  the  payment  of  heavy  fines, 
without  the  power  of  appeal  in  any  way, 
in  whatever  way  it  may  be  exercised,  is 
a  power  which  must  ever  be  thoroughly 
obnoxious  to  our  views  of  freedom  and 
justice  in  this  19th  century.  I  do  not 
very  often  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  spoken  (Mr.  Pamell) ; 
but  I  confess  that,  inasmuch  as  we  have 
been  drawn  away  from  our  pleasures 
and  occupations  at  this  time  of  the  year, 
we  may  as  well  utilize  ourselves  and 
endeavour  to  employ  the  time  of  the 
House  and  of  the  Committee  for  the 
purpose  indicated,  not  only  in  the  speech 
we  have  just  heard,  but  in  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  The 
Bill  or  measure,  which  has  just  been 
suggested  by  the  Prime  Minister  as 
likely  to  be  introduced  next  year,  will 
not  be  impaired  at  all  by  the  considera- 
tion of  what  might  be  the  amendments 
or  improvements  made  in  this  law  by  a 
Committee  of  Gentlemen  of  high  autho- 
rity in  the  House.  It  is  a  matter  of  the 
gravest  possible  character.  We  know 
that  the  Judges  will  endeavour  to  hold 
tenaciously  the  power  they  now  possess ; 
and  we  know  that  they  look  with  con- 
siderable dissatisfaction  upon  any  in- 
fringement on  the  rights  and  jurisdic- 
tions which  they  have  so  promptly  and 
freely  exercised  hitherto.  But  I  think 
the  House  will  find  that  it  will  be  a 
very  good  preliminary  for  legislation  on 
this  subject  that  the  Committee  should 
have  under  their  consideration,  even  for 
two  or  three  sittings,  the  very  g^ave 
public  questions  which  are  involved  in 
this  matter.  The  case  is  enlarged  in 
interest,  and  the  general  question  is  in- 


tensified  in  importance,  by  the  particular 
circumstances  with  which  this  Motion 
deals.  I,  for  one,  ventured  to  say  on  a 
former  occasion  that  I  thought  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Lawson  was  right  in  the  punishment 
with  which  he  visited  the  offence  in  this 
case ;  but  it  is  the  peremptory  way  in 
which  the  punishment  was  administered 
that  causes  public  dissatisfaction  and 
brings  discredit  on  our  Courts  of  Jus- 
tice. What  is  the  case  ?  It  is  the  case 
of  a  Member  of  this  House,  who  has 
been  Lord  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Dub- 
lin, and  who  is  at  this  time  High  Sheriff 
of  that  City,  who,  according  to  the 
view  of  the  case  generally  entertained, 
did  undoubtedly  commit  himself  in  a 
very  grave  and  remarkable  way.  But 
what  was  the  punishment  accorded  to 
him  ?  It  was  three-fold — he  was  fined, 
imprisoned,  and  held  to  bail,  under  cir- 
cumstances which  might  have  resulted 
in  a  very  long  term  of  imprisonment. 
How  was  it  administered  ?  Was  it  ad- 
ministered with  anything  like  deliberate 
notice  ?  Notice  was  given  the  night  be- 
fore for  next  morning.  Was  that  the 
sort  of  notice  upon  which  any  Member 
of  this  House  should  be  dealt  with  by  a 
Judge,  however  experienced  and  able  ? 
What  was  the  extent  of  the  punish- 
ment ?  Why,  it  was  of  the  most  severe 
character.  Not  too  severe,  however,  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Car- 
low  (Mr.  Gray)  will  allow  me  to  say  so,  for 
the  offence  he  committed ;  but  the  greater 
the  offence,  the  greater  the  necessity 
that  that  offence  should  be  deliberately 
considered,  and  all  the  circumstances 
duly  weighed,  in  order  that  justice 
should  be  respected  throughout  the  land. 
It  is  impossible  that  this  power  should 
be  continued  to  be  exercised  in  our 
Courts  of  Justice  in  the  way  it  has  been 
exercised  in  this  case,  with  any  hope  of 
retaining  respect  for  the  administration 
of  the  law.  This  offence  was  committed, 
I  admit,  under  circumstances  of  great 
aggravation ;  but  the  punishment  was 
administered  in  the  worst  possible  way. 
It  is  one  thing  to  commit  a  person  caught 
flagrante  delicto y  for  contempt  committed 
in  the  presence  of  the  Judge  ;  but  this 
is  a  case  in  which  the  offence  was  com- 
mitted out  of  Court.  The  trial  was 
actually  over,  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Judge,  ad  r$m,  was  actually  finished ;  and 
it  was  then  the  Judge  took  upon  himself 
to  exercise  this  power  only  upon  a  few 
hours'  notice,  depriving  a  di8tingui8he4 
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we  have  had  some  wonderful  stories  of 
the  manner  in  which  Judges  have  shown 
their  feelings,  in  which  those  learned 
gentlemen  do  not  appear  to  the  greatest 
advantage ;  and  I  think  it  is  high  time 
now  that  such  a  change  should  he 
brought  about  as  will  remove  one  of 
the  greatest  scandals  connected  with 
the  administration  of  justice.  If  the 
Motion  of  the  Prime  Minister  is  not 
changed,  I  certainly  shall  vote  for  an 
enlargement  of  its  terms,  so  that  the 
Committee  should  take  into  considera- 
tion what  are  the  restrictions  which 
should  in  future  be  placed  upon  this 
power  of  committing  for  contempt  of 
Court,  and  to  what  extent  it  should  be 
intrusted  to  Her  Majesty's  Judges. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hekbt  James)  :  Sir,  if  I  understand 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  which  ^ 
has  been  supported  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lewis),  who  has 
just  addressed  the  House,  it  is  that  the 
Resolution  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
should  be.  altered  in  its  terms,  with  a 
view  to  extending  the  inquiry  of  the 
Committee  to  the  general  law,  instead  of 
confining  it  to  the  subject  of  the  com- 
mittal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlow 
(Mr.  Gray).  I  must  at  once  remind  the 
House  that  this  is  a  question  of  Privi- 
lege, affecting  one  of  our  own  Members. 
If  it  was  other  than  a  question  of  Privi- 
lege it  could  not  be  brought  on  as  it  has 
been  at  this  particular  time,  for  not  only 
would  it  be  against  the  Rules  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  bring  it  forward, 
but  it  would  not  have  been  in  accordance 
with  the  pledge  given  by  the  Prime 
Minister  before  Parliament  separated  ' 
two  months  ago.  The  House  will  recol- 
lect that  the  question  of  Privilege  is  only 
raised  when  it  affects  the  law  as  applied 
to  Members  of  the  House.  If,  there- 
fore, the  Motion  was  applied  to  the 
Law  of  Contempt  with  reference  to 
the  subject  in  general,  it  would  at 
once  place  the  Motion  outside  the  area 
of  this  Privilege.  I  apprehend,  there- 
fore, that  it  would  not  be  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Rules  of  the  House  to 
extend  this  Motion,  which  has  reference 
to  a  question  of  Privilege  only,  to  the 
consideration  of  what  the  general  Law 
of  Contempt  is,  for  that  subject  is  not 
before  us.  If  the  measure  that  has  been 
referred  to  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
should  be  found  to  be  insulEcient,  then 


person  of  his  liberty,  of  his  property,  to 
the  extent  of '£500,  and  possib^  of  his 
future  liberty.  It  seems  to  me  that  this 
IB  a  very  grave  case,  cmd  I  am  happy  to 
know  that  there  is  a  prospect  of  the  oc- 
oorrenoe  of  such  a  case  again  being  pre- 
vented by  legislation.  The  great  Sidney 
Smith  said  that  you  never  oould  get  a 
railway  properly  managed  until  two  or 
three  railway  directors  were  killed.  So, 
in  the  same  way,  we  would  never  have 
this  matter  taken  up  by  Parliament,  but 
for  the  fact  that  a  distinguished  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  who  has  beeu  Lord 
Mayor  of  the  City  of  Dublin,  and  who  is 
now  its  High  Sheriff,  is  taken  by  the 
collar,  on  a  few  hours'  notice,  and  turned 
into  prison,  a  part  of  his  property  stripped 
from  him,  and  a  heavy  punishment 
threatened  if  he  does  not  give  bail.  If, 
therefore,  anything  is  to  be  done,  it  ap- 
pears to  me  that  it  would  be  most  desira- 
ble to  refer  the  whole  question  to  the  Com- 
mittee. We  know  that  it  will  have  nothing 
to  do  under  the  terms  of  the  Motion  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  Why  should  it  not, 
however,  have  something  real  to  do,  if 
it  ia  to  take  in  hand  this  grave  public 
matter?  What  should  be  the  restric- 
tions which  should  be  placed  on  Judges  ? 
What  are  Judges  ?  Who  are  Judges  ? 
The  answer  might  be  made,  and,  no 
doubt,  truly,  that  they  are  gentlemen 
clothed  in  ermine.  Many  of  them  have 
been  appointed — and  in  Ireland  it  is  said 
they  are  always  appointed — for  political 
reasons.  I  will  not  express  any  opinion 
on  that.  I  am  afraid  that  the  record,  if 
inspected,  would  be  too  serious  to  look 
upon.  I  am  afraid  we  should  find  that 
there  is  hardly  a  Judge  on  the  Irish 
Bench  who  has  not  ascended  the  Bench 
through  the  greasy  ladder  of  politics. 
In  Ireland  undoubtedly  it  is  so  ;  in  Eng- 
land, also,  it  is  often  unfortunately  the 
case,  though,  no  doubt.  Lord  Chan- 
cellors of  late  years  have  broken 
throagh  this  most  pernicious  custom  of 
making  political  appointments  which  we 
know  must  affect  the  administration  of 
justice.  Do  Judges  make  no  mistakes  ? 
Have  they  no  tempers  like  other  men  ? 
Have  they  no  prejudices  like  other 
men?  Have  they  no  bias  like  other 
men  ?  In  other  words,  is  it  to  be  sup- 
posed that  the  process  of  swearing  in  a 
Judge  turns  a  black-hearted  man  into 
tiie  most  fair-minded,  dispels  all  his  bias 
and  prejudice,  and  perhaps  transforms 
him  into  an  angel  of  light  ?    Why,  Sir, 
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a  Motion  could  bo  made  for  the  inquiry 
as  to  whether  that  measure  be,  or  be  not, 
sufficient  to  m^et  the  requirements  of  the 
subject.  But  to  mix  up  these  two  matters, 
one  of  which  is  a  question  affecting  the 
Privilege  of  a  Member  of  this  House, 
and  the  other  the  question  of  the  general 
Law  of  Contempt,  would,  in  my  opinion, 
not  only  be  out  of  Order,  but  would  be 
an  unwise  course  to  take,  especially  after 
the  announcement  which  has  been  made 
by  the  Prime  Minister. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Sir,  we  heard  with 
satisfaction  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister, 
because  we  attached  to  the  terms  of  the 
Motion  which  he  submitted  a  far  wider 
meaning  than  we  are  now  permitted  to 
attach  to  them  after  hearing  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  and  leaimed  Gentleman 
opposite  (the  Attorney  General).  When 
I  heard  the  Prime  Minister  say  that  the 
Select  Committee  shall  be  entitled  to 
inquire  into  all  the  matters  referred  to 
in  the  letter  of  Mr.  Justice  Lawson,  I 
imagined  that  the  chief  function  of  the 
Committee  would  be  to  inquire  into  the 
general  Law  of  Contempt.  One  of  the 
matters  referred  to  by  Mr.  Justice  Law- 
son  is  the  committal  by  that  Judge  of  a 
Gentleman  brought  before  him  for  con- 
tempt of  Court ;  and  I  understood  from 
the  Prime  Minister  that,  among  all  the 
matters  referred  to  in  that  letter  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Committee,  the  general 
Law  of  Contempt  would  be  one.  But 
now  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  raises  a  point  far  more  ingenious 
than  practical  when  he  says  that,  be- 
cause the  matter  comes  before  this 
House  in  the  shape  of  a  Motion  concern- 
ing Privilege,  it  cannot  go  beyond  the 
question  of  Privilege.  We  have  heard 
from  the  Prime  Imnister  that  the  Go- 
vernment mean,  at  an  early  date,  to 
introduce  a  measure  dealing  with  the 

feneral  Law  of  Contempt  of  Court.  Am 
not  entitled  to  ask,  then,  in  view  of 
that  intention,  why  should  not  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  appointed  be  enabled  to 
gather  evidence  which  may  place  this 
House  in  a  position  to  say,  when  the 
Government  measure  is  produced,  whe- 
ther or  not  it  ought  to  pass  ?  I  consider 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  view 
of  the  case  an  exceedingly  narrow  one  ; 
and  it  seems  to  me  an  extraordinary 
thinff  that,  because  the  question  imme- 
diately before  the  House  concerns  a 
Member  of  the  House,  therefore  the 

Tks  AUcmey  General 


action  of  the  Committee  should  be  limited 
to  the  consideration  of  the  personal  case. 
I  say  deliberately  that  if  the  Committee 
to  be  appointed  only  inquire  into  the 
regularity  and  legality  of  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson's  proceedings,  it  may  as  well 
not  be  appointed  at  all — nay,  better  not, 
because  it  will  be  an  empty  formality, 
and  can  result  in  nothing.  We  all  know 
perfectly  well  that  the  warrant  of  com- 
mittal was  regularly  made  out,  and  that 
there  is  no  Statute  Law  governing  the 
privileges  of  Judges  in  this  matter.  It 
is  a  mere  matter  of  custom,  limited  by 
the  discretion  of  the  Judge  who  is  acting; 
and  the  discretion  of  the  Judge  simply 
means  his  indiscretion ;  and  if  the  Com- 
mittee only  inquire  whether  the  Judge 
acted  regularly  and  legally,  and  accord- 
ing to  custom,  it  is  a  foregone  conclusion 
what  their  finding  will  be.  We  all 
know  that  the  Committee  will  report 
that  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  acted  legally 
and  regularly,  and  according  to  custom, 
and  that  they  had  no  fault  to  find  with 
his  view.  I  object  to  the  elaborate  farce 
of  appointing  a  Select  Committee  on  the 
subject  merely  for  the  purpose  of  telling 
us  that.  We  know  already  that  if  the 
Committee  be  limited  to  this  view  it 
will  exonerate  Mr.  Justice  Lawson. 
What  we  wish  to  know  is,  whether  the 
Committee  will  be  allowed  to  deal  with 
the  burning  question  which  is  agitating 
the  public  mind  in  Ireland,  a  question 
upon  which  hundreds  of  Petitions  have 
been  received  by  Irish  Members,  and 
which  we  are  precluded  by  the  Kules  of 
the  House  from  presenting  ?  No  episode 
in  recent  Irish  public  life  has  created 
such  excitement  and  apprehension  as 
the  arbitrary  conduct  of  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson  in  this  case ;  and  if  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  intend,  at  an  early  date,  to  intro- 
duce to  the  House  of  Commons  a  mea- 
sure dealing  with  the  general  Law  of 
Contempt  of  Court,  we  are  entitled  to 
claim  that  the  Committee  to  be  appointed 
should  not  be  limited  to  the  personal 
question  of  the  imprisonment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Gray),  but 
that,  in  the  spirit  of  common  sense,  the 
Committee  should  be  empowered  to 
collect  evidence  which  may  enable  the 
House  to  review  the  whole  question,  and 
say  whether  this  arbitrary  power  should 
continue  to  be  exercised  by  the  Judges 
of  the  land. 

Mr.  PLUNB::ET  :  Sir,  I  do  not  intend 
to  say  a  word  now  upon  the  general 
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question  as  to  whether  the  law  ought  to 
be  altered  on  the  subject  of  committals 
for  contempt  of  Oourt,  because  a  time 
will  come  for  discussing  it  when  the  Go- 
Temment  propose  their  measure.  I  only 
wish  to  say  that,  while  reserving  my 
opinion  on  tiiat  subject,  I  cannot  be  here 
without  entering  a  short  protest  against 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Sexton).  I 
think  it  would  be  a  great  misfortune 
in  the  interests  of  the  public,  as  well 
as  of  the  Judges,  who  nave  been  in- 
trusted with  such  great  responsibility 
lately  under  the  Act  passed  for  the  re- 
pression of  crime  in  Ireland,  and  who 
have  been,  and  will  be,  exposed  to  such 
great  danger  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties — I  say  I  think  it  would  be  a  great 
misfortune  if  any  idea  should  go  abroad 
from  anything  said  here  that  there  was 
a  general  impression  in  the  country,  or 
in  this  House,  that  grave  or  serious 
charges  could  be  brought  against  the 
learned  Judge  (Mr.  Justice  Lawson)  in 
the  course  he  has  pursued.  I  merely 
wish  to  express  my  own  belief  in  an  op- 

C'te  direction  to  the  hon.  Member  who 
just  spoken.  I  hold  that  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson,  who  has  been  referred  to,  acted 
in  the  strictest  discharge  not  only  of  his 
legal  right,  but  of  his  duty,  under  most 
difficult  drcumstances.  When  the  matter 
was  last  debated  in  this  House,  I  ven- 
tured very  briefly  to  express  my  view  on 
the  subject,  and  said  that  if  the  matter 
was  again  brought  up  I  should  be  pre- 
pared— and  I  am  now  prepared — to  main- 
tain the  views  I  then  held  ;  but  I  do  not 
tiiink  it  would  be  his  wish,  or  for  the 
interest  of  the  House,  that  I  should 
enter  on  the  subject  now.  I  therefore 
limply  enter  my  protest  against  the  idea 
that  there  is  anv  imputation  conveyed 
on  the  conduct  of  the  learned  Judge  by 
anything  that  has  happened  in  this  House 
to-day.  If  tha  question  is  raised  in  a 
formal  way  I  shall  be  prepared  to  main- 
tain and  vindicate  the  action  of  the 
Judge  on  that  occasion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE—THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURK— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  the  Motion 
which  I  am  now  about  to  make  has  been 
in  the  possession  of  the  House  during 
the  whole  period  since  we  last  assem- 


bled ;  and  I  think  that  when  the  plan  of 
the  Government  was  generally  glanced 
at  in  connection  with  me  question  whe- 
ther it  would  be  best  to  proceed  by  Pro- 
rogation or  by  Adjournment,  it  was  felt 
that  if  we  were  to  have  a  meeting  in  the 
Autumn  at  all,  that  meeting  ought,  gene- 
rally speaking  and  apart  from  excep- 
tions which  might  be  absolutely  neces- 
sary and  altogether  of  a  peculiar  cha- 
racter, to  be  devoted  to  the  purpose  of 
Procedure  alone.  The  position  of  the 
House  would  be  perfectly  intolerable  if 
they  were  to  be  asked  now,  at  the  close 
of  October,  to  enter  upon  a  general  re- 
newal of  the  Session  with  the  chance  of 
giving  two  days  a-week — the  portion  of 
time  at  the  command  of  the  Government 
— to  Procedure,  and  of  debating  all  other 
subjects  on  the  other  three  days  of  the 
week.  The  House,  I  think,  will  not 
expect  me  to  enter  on  a  general  argu- 
ment in  support  of  that  proposition.  We 
shall  support  it  if  it  is  contested  ;  but  I 
think  it  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  the 
House  has  gathered  together  to-day  with 
the  full  understanding  and  the  full  in- 
tention that  this  Autumn  Session  shall 
be  devoted  to  the  consideration  of  the 
subject  of  Procedure,  to  the  exclusion 
of  general  Business.  That  being  so,  I 
do  not  know  that  it  is  necessary  for  me 
to  say  more  than  to  remind  the  House, 
in  the  first  instance,  of  the  general 
position  in  which  the  Government  stand 
in  regard  to  this  subject,  and  then  to 
state  how  we  propose  to  proceed  on  one 
or  two  points  that  were  left  open  at  the 
time  when  we  were  last  in  Session.  A 
complaint  has  been  made  that  Govern- 
ment Business  was  going  to  be  pro- 
ceeded with  in  the  House,  and  it  is  quite 
true  that  this  Business  has  come  to  be 
Qovemment  Business.  But  I  think  it  is 
not  too  much  to  say  that  it  has  not  come 
to  be  Government  Business  by  the  arbi- 
trary will  and  pleasure  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  by  the  absolute  and  clear 
necessity  of  the  case,  and  with  the  view  , 
simply  to  the  advantage  of  the  House  in 
the  discharge  of  its  duties.  If  even  now 
it  were  possible  for  the  House  to  adjust 
a  machinery  by  which  the  whole  subject 
and  responsibility  of  Procedure  should 
be  taken  from  the  shoulders  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  resumed  by  the  House 
itself,  such  a  proceeding  would  be  in 
the  highest  degree  advantageous  to  the 
Government,  and,  as  far  as  one  at  least 
of   the    Government   is    concemedi    it 
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would  be  profoundly  acceptable  to  him  sidered  the  whole  matter  with  care ;  we 

who  now  acts  on  the  part  of  the  Govern-  do  not  see  how  it  can  be  improved  ;  and 

ment.     But  it  was  gonorally  admitted  to  its  main  propositions  we  undoubtedly 

last  year  that  the  efforts  of  the  House  intend  to  adhere.     With  regwrd  to  the 

to  adjust  this  matter  by  a  conference  of  2nd  Resolution,  it  is  a  question  of  im- 

Members  themselves  in  a  long  series  of  portance,  and,  in  one  sense,  of  delicacy. 

Committees  had  been  futile  and  ineffec-  The  Resolution  runs  thus — 

tual   and  that  it  remained  to  be  consi-  „  ^j^^  ^^  ^^^.^^  ^^^  ^^  Adjournment  of  the 

dered  whether,  by  puttmg  into  operation  ^^^^  ^YibH  be  made,  except  by  leave  of  the 

that  degree  of  influence  which  the  House  House,  before  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  or  Notices 

is  always  inclined  for  the  public  interest  of  Motions  have  been  entered  upon.** 

to  accord  to  the  Govornment  of  the  day,  ^^^  speaking  generaUy,  I  think  it  is 
It  might  be  possible  to  put  the  ques-  admitted  that  this  is  not  merely  a  ques- 
tion into  a    channel  which   would   be  ^j^^  ^^  ^j^^  ^^^^^^^  ^j  ^^  ^f^    ^^^  j 

more    likely    to    lead    to   a  successful  ^^^^^  ^^^  use  language  too  strong  for 

issue.     That  is  the  way  in  which  this  ^j^^  ^^.^^  .^  j  ^|jj^j  ^^  ^■^^^  J^^^ 

has  come  to   be  the  Business  of   the  ^^^^  ^j  ^  nuisance.     However,  it  is  to 

Government;    but  although    it  is  the  ^^  ^^^^  .^^  ^^j^^^  ^j^^^  ^j^^^            ^,^ 

Busmen    of   the  Government  m    this  ticular  occasions  when  such  a  Motion 

sense  that  It  is  their  duty  to  prosecute  ^^^  Adjournment,  in  general  so  unaocept- 

it  with  all  their  power  It  was  originally  ^^^^     ^^^j^  ^^  ^as^nable  and  proper ; 

the  Business  of  the  House ;  and  it  is  ^^^  ^^       y^  j^          j^j^,     ^^  gaicf  that  it 

the  House  Itself,  for  Its  own  honour  and  j^  ^^^  ^j^^  ^^  j^^^^  j^-'t^  every  single 

on  Its  own  responsibility  m  the  face  of  Member  of  the  House  in  the  exerciseof 

the  nation,  which  must  finally  decide  j^j^  ^^^  discretion,  yet  it  would  not  be 

this  matter      We  shall  press  our  propo-  ^j^^   ^   ^^^^^^^   t^  consideration   of 

sitione,  and    having  done  what  we  can  ^^^^^  occasions.     What,    therefore,  we 

to  bring  them  into  the  best  form   we  ^^^  disposed  to  admit  is  this-that  it 

shall  press  them  by  every  argument  we  be  right  on  certain  occasions  to 

can  use  upon  the  House.     But  we  re-  ^j^^  a  machinery  which  shall  have 

*^^.'u^*'lf  *^^  ^"^''•urr^i  \  ^"'*'  the  effect  of  referring  it  to  the  judg- 

and  that  the  responsibility^  the  honour,  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^ouse  whether  there  shifll 

and  the  character  of  the  House  are  the  ^^  ^^  Adjournment  or  not.     But  we 

things  which  are  principally  involved  m  ^^^^  ^j^^jJ  j^  ^^^^   ^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^ 

this  matter  even  more  than  the  respon-  ^^^^^  ^^^^^^  conditions  :-It  ought  not 

sibihty  or  the  honour  and  character  of  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^  until  the  Questions  have  been 

the  Government.     That  being  the  posi-  j,        j^^  ^  ^  ^1^^^    it         ^^^  ^^^  to  be 

tion  in  which  we  stand  in  regard  to  this  done  excepting  upon  the  desire  of  an 

subject,  and  with  the  intention  to  de-  adequate  number  of  Members;  it  ought 

vote  oiirselves,  t«  the  best  of  our  abihty,  ^^^\  ^^^^  ^j^j^             Member  to  ^ve 

towards  prosecuting  it,  I  wiU  refer  now  ^^^  g^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^  „f  ^  divisioion 

to  one  or  two  matters  which  fall  withm  ^^^^  ^  ^^^^^^     ^^^  j  amincUned  to 

the  scope  of  the  Question  put  to  mo  a  ^        ^^^^  (^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^l,j^l^  ^^  ^j^ 

few  minutes  ago  by  the  hon.  Member  t'         ^^  found  to  be  adequate  to  give 

for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Joseph  Cowon).  The  ^g^^^^  ^he  ideas  that  I  have  just  ex- 

House  18  engaged  in  the  discussion  of  ^^^^    ^^^  ^^tt^,  ^^  t^^  Eeiolution 

the  1st  Resolution,  and  to  that  1st  Re-  ^      y^^  ^^^i^^^  ^^^    ^j       3^  ^f     j 

solution  in  its  main  proposition  we  un-  ^^^^^  .^^  ^^^^  the  words  Ib  we  intend 

fr^A^l^  '"i-^"^  *?*vf     f-^-i.   ^''*V''f  to  propose  them  in  lieu  of  the  words 

the   declaration  with    which  we   bade  ^j^j^^  ^J^^^^  ^^til  to-day  stood  on  the 

farewell  to  the  subject  m  the  last  Sit-  Notice  Paper.     Our  Nofs  Rule  would 
tmg,  and  it  is  the  declaration  which  I  thus- 
repeat,  without  dwelling  6n  it  any  fur- 
ther   at    the    present  moment,    as   the  "That  no  ^lotion  for  the  Adjournment  of 

ground  of  our  proceedings.     I  mention  J^«  ^°"«®  «^^^,  ^?  '^^%  ^^<>ff  ^\  ^"^^  ^* 

P.               •       1      I       •        •   r          A'             J  the  Day,  or  Notices  of    Motions  have    been 

It  now  simply  to  give  informaUon,  and  entered  upon,  except  by  leave  of  the  Houae." 
not  to  recommend  this  or  that  mode  of 

proceeding.    But  there  may  arise  some  That  substantially  agrees  with  the  Re- 

pointa  of  the  Resolution  as  to  which  we  solution  as  it  stands  at  present.     Then  I 

may  jesenre  our  liberty.     We  have  con-  go  on  with  these  words-- 

Jfr.  GladtUme 
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that  at  the  discretion  of  every  and  any 
Member  of  the  House.  Now,  there  are 
various  questions  that  may  be  raised 
with  regard  to  this  Rule.  An  hon.  Ba- 
ronet on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House 
has  given  Notice  of  important  Amend- 
ments  to  our  Resolution,  some  of  which 
may  deserve  the  consideration  of  the 
House  ;  but  as  regards  the  substance  of 
the  Hule  itself,  we  propose  to  introduce 
an  Amendment  which  will  have  the 
effect  of  exempting  from  the  operation 
of  the  Eule  two  very  important  classes 
of  Business  —  Motions  for  leave  to 
bring  in  Bills ;  and,  in  the  second.  Bills 
that  have  passed  through  Committee. 
Therefore,  tiie  8th  Resolution,  according 
to  the  proposal  we  make,  will  stand 
thus — 


''The  gTEknting  of  such  leave,  if  dispnted, 
being  det^mined  upon  Question  put  forthwith ; 
bat  no  decision  shall  be  taken  thereupon  unless 
demanded  by  forty  Members  rising  in  their 
nla<»»,  nor  until  after  the .  Questions  on  Uie 
Notice  Paper  have  been  disposed  of." 

One  thing  I  ought  to  have  mentioned 
at  the  outset,  and  that  is  an  Amend- 
ment which  we  propose  to  introduce 
into  the  1st  Resolution.  It  is  sub- 
stantially the  Amendment  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey) ;  but  we  make 
an  alteration  in  the  terms  of  that 
Amendment,  the  reasons  for  which  I 
will  explain  in  a  moment.  The  hon. 
Member  proposes  to  leave  out,  in  line  2, 
the  words  **  to  be,"  and  to  insert  *'  until 
the  subject  has  been  fully  discussed."  It 
is  meant  to  lay  down  the  principle,  to 
which  we  entirely  accede,  that  the  power 
given  by  the  Resolution  shall  never  be 
put  into  operation  till  after  adequate 
discussion  ;  but  we  propose  to  alter  the 
word  '*  fully "  to  the  word  "  ade- 
quately." Our  reason  is  that  a  Motion 
may  be  made  which  contains  extremely 
important  matter,  but  which  is  totally 
irrelevant  to  the  subject  before  the 
House,  and  ought,  therefore,  to  be  put 
aside  without  "full"  discussion.  I  re- 
member a  case  which  confirms  us  in 
this  view.  It  was  in  the  days  of  Mr. 
Feilden,  the  Member  for  Oldham.  Mr. 
Feilden,  I  recollect,  had  benevolent  but 
somewhat  obstinate  sentiments  with  re- 
spect to  the  Poor  Laws,  and  he  once 
made  a  Motion  on  that  subject,  and  in- 
troduced most  important  matter ;  but  he 
made  it  on  a  question  in  which  Lord 
John  Russell  was  concerned,  and  Lord 
John  Russell  vigorously  protested  against 
the  discussion  of  Mr.  Feilden's  Motion ; 
and,  indeed,  there  could  be  no  reason  at 
the  time  why  the  matter  of  that  Motion 
should  be  fully  discussed.  With  that 
view,  and  believing  that  the  word  '*  ade- 
quately "  is  quite  capable  of  conveying 
the  sentiment  in  which  the  House  will 
generally  concur,  we  propose,  with  the 
alteration  I  have  mentioned,  to  adopt 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland.  It  has  been  felt  very 
generally  in  the  House  that,  while  re- 
strictive Sules  are  in  many  cases  re- 
quired for  the  better  regulation  of  our 
proceedings,  there  is  a  great  want  of  li- 
oernl  and  relaxing  Rules,  especially  in 
rdation  to  what  is  known  as  the  Half- 
pa«t  12  o'clock  Rule,  which  at  present 
operates  with  extreme  stringency,  and 


*'  To  amend  the  Standing  Order  of  the  18th 
February,  1879,  and  9th  May,  1882,  by  in- 
serting, after  '  Standing  Order,'  in  line  10,  the 
following  words  : — *  Motions  for  leave  to  bring 
in  Bills,  and  Bills  which  have  passed  through 
Committee.' " 

The  House  is  aware  that  before  the 
Sittings  of  August  ceased  I  temporarily 
withdrew  the  Resolution  relating  to 
Committee  of  Supply.  We  have  always 
contended  that  it  was  impossible  to  bring 
about  any  great  change  in  the  Procedure 
of  the  House  by  penal  and  restrictive 
Rules ;  and  that  if  the  House  was  to 
bring  itself  to  the  level  of  the  demands 
made  upon  it,  it  must  be  by  changes  of 
another  character,  such  as  the  revival  of 
the  Monday  Rule  about  Supply,  and  the 
delegation  of  the  powers  of  the  House 
in  Committee  to  what  are  called  Stand- 
ing Committees.  As  regards  that  dele- 
gation of  the  powers  of  the  House,  we 
think  it  is  impossible  at  the  present  time 
to  do  more  than  to  make  an  experiment 
of  it  in  matters  which  will  be  quite  safe, 
but  which  will  enable  the  House  to 
judge  how  far  the  experiment  is  satis- 
factory, and  what  progress  can  be  made 
in  that  direction.  As  regards  Supply,  I 
withdrew  the  Resolution  originally  on 
the  Paper,  and  intimated  that  we  would 
endeavour  to  devise  something  of  a  more 
effective  character.  We  have  considered 
with  much  pains  various  methods  by 
which  this  end  might  be  gained.  There 
have  been  plans  suggested  at  times  for 
divesting  the  House  of  the  whole  detail 
of  Supply;  but  we  are  anxious  that, 
while  our  proposal  should  have  the  pro- 
mise of  being  effective,  it  should  not 
innovate  more  than  cannot  be  avoided 
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upon    the    established    usages    of   the  likewise  to  Votes  of  Credit,  specified  as 

House.  Under  these  established  usages,  such.     Tt  is  quite    plain  that  there  is 

Friday,  which  was  originally  a  Govern-  no  description  of  proposal  which  a  Go- 

xnent  night,   has  become  a  Members'  vemment  can  make  to  the  House  which 

night.     It  has  become  a  Members'  night  more  usually  involves  large  questions  of 

with  very  few  and  insignificant  excep-  policy  than  those  Votes  of  Credit.     In 

tions;    but   it  is  desirable  the  House  1860  we  proposed  a  Vote  of   £3,500,000 

should  bear  in  mind  that  Friday  used,  for  the  China  War,  which  involved  some 

in  the  regular  course  of  the  House  of  considerable   questions    of  policy.     In 

Commons,  when  Business  was  far  less  1870  we  proposed  a  Vote  of  Credit  of 

urgent  than  it  is  now,  and  when  less  £2,000,000,  which  involved  much  larger 

Business  was  initiated  by  Ministers,  to  questions  ofpolicy  with  regard  to  Treaties 

belong  to  the  Government.    And  when  which  Her  Majesty  had  been  advised  to 

the  present  Eegulation  was  made  that  make  with  Germany  and  France  for  the 

Friday  should  be  a  night  of  Committee  security  of  Belgium.  In  1878  a  Vote  of 

of  Supply,  it  was  contemplated  and  ex-  Credit  was  proposed  by  the  late  Govem- 

pected  and  intended  that  a  large  portion  ment.  which  likewise  involved  very  large 

of  that  night  should   be  available  for  questions'of  policy  ;  and,  undoubtedly, 

Gt>vemment  Business.    In  the  year  1866  the  Vote  of  Credit  we  ourselves  pro- 

we  had  great  difficulties,  as  the  Govern-  posed  this  year  with  regard  to  Egypt 

ment  of  that  day,  in  finding  time  enough  was  the  most  natural  occasion  that  could 

for  the  discussion  of  the  Heform  Bill,  possibly  be   desired   or    suggested  for 

and  by  that  time  Friday  was  threaten-  raising,  not  only  questions  relating  to 

ing  to  slip  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Go-  the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  the 

vernment  altogether.  I  was  at  that  time  Egyptian    proceedings,    but    questions 

the  Leader  oi  the  Government  in  the  vitally  affecting  them  in  regard  to  the 

House,  and  I  argued  that  the  Govern-  measures     they     might    have     taken, 

ment  was  then  almost  reduced  to  two  Therefore,  we  propose  to  give  Members 

nights  a- week  ;  and  Lord  Derby,  who  the  power    to    raise    discussions  upon 

replied  on  the  part  of  the  Opposition,  Votes  of  Credit  as  well  as  on  the  three 

pointed  out  that  Friday  was  intended,  great  branches    of    the  ordinary  Ser- 

subject  to  deductions  in  consequence  of  vice.    Our  proposal  will,  therefore,  stand 

Motions  on   going    into  Committee  of  thus — 

Supply,   for  the  Government    service ;  « rm.  *     v            *i.    n        •**       «  a      i 

KK  "^         x    X  J          •     X                •       xi-   I  That,  whenever  the  Committee  of  Sapply 

and  he  protested  against  my  saying  that  stands  as  the  first  Order  of  the  Day  on  any  day, 

we  had  only  two  nights  a-week,  because  except  Friday  ovoning,  on  which  Government 

then   the   Government  kept  a  sensible.  Orders  have  precedence,  Mr.  Speaker  shall  leave 

if  not    a    very    larire,  portion   of  Fri-  ^^^  ^^^  without  putting  any  Question,  unless 

day  night,   which  it  has   since  entirely  on  first  going  mto  Supply  on  the  Army,  Navy, 

^«j  AAxguv,    TTAxivxx  iu  x±ao  oAixvo  ouwE^xj  Qj.  Qy^i  Service  Estimates  respectively,  or  on 

lost.        Now,     we    do    not    propose    to  any  Vote  of  Credit,  an  Amendment  be  moved, 

make   any   change   as  regards  Friday,  or  Question  raised,  relating  to  the  Estimates 

or  Wednesday,  or  Tuesday,  though  we  proposed  to  be  taken  in  Supply." 

resenre  it  to  ourselves,  if  necessary,  to  i^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^^^  ^       ^^^  ^  ^^^  ^^, 

ask  the  House  to  consider  whether,  at  ^^3^^^^  ^^  ^hese  Eesolutions  to-night, 

an  earlier  penod  than  has  sometimes  it  would  be  proper  to  go  into  them  more 

been  chosen  for  the  purpose    it  shall  ^^j^      ^^^  ^  ^^^  House  will  see  them 

begin  2  o'clock  Sittmgs  on  Tuesdays  j^  •^^^  to-morrow,  and  wiU  have  ample 

specially,  and  perhaps  only,  m  order  to  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^  consideration  before  oom- 

oltam  Supnlv.     Subject,  then    to  the  ing  to  a  vote,  I  will  not  detain  the  House 

oonditionB  I  hare  stated,  we  BhaU  ask  JL  inng.-- 

the  House  to  enlarge  the  Monday  Eule  l^    VaFFORD     NORTHOOTE: 

Mid  to  extend  It  to  other  days  on  which  .^^^^  ^^^^  ^^e  Rules  with  regard  to 

Government  Orders    have  precedence  General  Committees  ? 

providing,  however,  that  Members  shall  ^^    GLADSTONE  :  They  stand  as 

Lave  power  to  bnng  forward  relevant  ^j          ^4.    1  beg  to  move  the  Resolu- 

Motidns  upon  the  three  great  classes  of  ^j^^  „f  ^j^^^  I  have  given  Notice. 

the    Estimates.     The  enlargement  we  ^ 

propose  to  make  in  that  power  of  Mem-  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

Ws  is,  that  it  shall  apply,   not   only  to  «*  That  the  Consideration  of  the  New  Rules 

the  three  daases  of  the  Estimates,  but  of  Procedure  have  precedence  of  all  Orders  of 

Mr.  Ohiitme 
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the  Daj  and  Notices  of  Motions  on  every  day 
for  which  they  may  be  set  dowif." — (Mr,  Olad- 

l(ON#.) 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  Sir, 
as  far  as  regards  the  statement  just 
made  to  the  House,  we  have  to  thank 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  having 
placed  very  clearly  before  us  the  view 
which  the  Gh>vemment  take,  generally 
speaking,  with  respect  to  these  Resolu- 
tions. But,  while  I  regret  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  thought  it  right 
to  propose  any  modification  in  the  1st 
Rule,  which  is  now  under  discussion, 
and  which  is  the  one  upon  which  there 
is  a  g^reat  deal  of  feeling,  I  take  some 
comfort  from  what  I  thought  I  heard 
fall  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  opening  part  of  his  observations, 
when  T  understood  him  to  say  that,  al- 
though the  Gt>vemment  would  not  make 
any  sdteration  in  the  Rule  as  they  pro- 
posed it,  and  were  prepared  to  support 
it  in  the  form  in  which  it  stands  on  the 
Paper,  yet  they  considered  the  matter 
as  one  on  which  the  House  would  have 
to  pronounce  its  opinion ;  and  I  gathered 
firom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it 
would  be  free  to  all  Members,  of  What- 
ever Party  or  section  of  the  House,  to 
exercise  an  independent  judgment  upon 
the  Amendments  which  might  be  brought 
before  them  on  the  Rule.  My  feehng 
with  regard  to  eldture  is,  I  must  honestly 
confess,  the  same  as  it  has  always  been. 
I  object  to  it  on  principle  as  an  unneces- 
sary and  inconvenient  Rule.  But  if  the 
majority  of  the  House  be  determined  to 
adopt  that  principle,  at  all  events  it  will 
be  a  matter  for  consideration  what  limi- 
tations should  be  accepted;  and  I  trust 
we  shall  be  allowed  to  obtain  the  free 
opinion  of  the  House  upon  the  Amend- 
ments which  shall  be  submitted,  and 
especiaUy  upon  the  Amendment  of  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
(Hbson).  With  regard  to  some  of  the 
other  Resolutions,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  very  fairly  that  he  cannot 
expect  the  House  to  pronounce  an  opi- 
nion upon  them  without  seeing  them  in 
print.  I  would,  therefore,  urge  upon 
the  House  that  it  is  quite  necessary  that 
it  should  not  commit  itself,  in  one  way 
or  another,  until  we  have  had  time  for 
considering  the  Resolutions  very  care- 
faUy.  No  doubt,  the  words  must  be 
acratinized,  and  I  quite  understand  that 
Uiat  is  the  spirit  in  which  they  are  pro- 


posed. But  I  must  raise  a  question 
which  I  think  the  House  is  bound  to 
ask.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  we  have 
been  called  together  on  the  present  oc- 
casion for  the  purpose  of  considering  the 
Resolutions  and  ooing  a  particular  class 
of  Business.  But  it  is  impossible  for  us 
not  to  see,  now  that  we  are  assembled, 
and  have  upon  us  the  general  conduct 
of  Parliamentary  Business,  that  it  must 
be  our  duty  to  question  the  Government 
upon  some  very  important  matters  which 
I  do  not  desire  to  force  inconveniently 
upon  the  notice  of  the  House,  but  which 
I  am  obliged  to  mention  now,  because 
we  are  a^ed  to  vote  upon  Resolutions 
the  efiPect  of  which  would  be  to  give  the 
Government  the  entire  command  of  the 
time  of  the  House  during  the  Session 
— the  Government  putting  down  their 
Resolutions  every  day  they  pleased,  and, 
therefore,  obtaining  the  absolute  right 
of  shutting  out  every  other  question 
whatever.  If  that  be  not  done  so  strictly 
as  to  shut  out  the  Government  them- 
selves from  proposing  a  Vote  of  Thanks 
to  the  Armv  for  its  conduct  in  Egypt,  so 
much  the  better.  The  House  wiU  re- 
ceive with  pleasure  any  Motion  which 
Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemmeDt  may  make 
on  that  subject  in  a  few  days.  But,  if 
what  I  have  said  be  the  case,  it  is  our 
duty  to  consider  whether  there  are  not 
other  questions  which  it  will  be  our 
duty  to  discuss.  Without  raising  prema- 
turely a  discussion  on  controversial  mat- 
ters, I  am  now  about  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment, and  to  press  them  to  give  us 
a  satisfactory  answer  to  the  question, 
whether  they  do  intend,  before  the 
House  rises  for  the  Prorogation,  to  give 
us  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  ques- 
tions connected  with  the  recent  Expedi- 
tion to  Egypt  ?  Of  course,  the  Govern- 
ment may  say  that  there  are  some 
questions  which,  of  course,  we  cannot 
discuss;  but  we  want  to  know — first, 
whether  there  are  Papers  to  be  presented, 
and,  if  so,  to  what  date  they  will  come 
down  ?  Next,  we  are  anxious  to  be  in- 
formed as  to  the  general  character  of  the 
policy  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  now  pursuing,  because  that  is  a 
matter  upon  which  we  are  very  greatly 
in  the  dark — we  want  to  know  what  is 
the  policy  which  they  think  this  country 
should  adopt  with  regard  to  Egypt— 
whether  we  are  to  continue  our  armed 
occupation  of  that  country,  and,  if 
what  is   to   be  the  nature  of  that 


BO 
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occupation,  and  what  responsibilities 
we  assume  with  regard  to  it  ?  We 
want  to  know,  also,  how  far  these 
questions  have  been  made  a  subject  of 
discussion  with  other  Governments,  and 
what,  in  the  judgment  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  is  likely  to  be  the  outcome 
of  the  operations  into  which  we  have 
entered.  There  is  another  class  of  ques- 
tions upon  which  we  have  a  more  inti- 
mate right  to  demand  information  from 
the  Government,  and  not  only  informa- 
tion, but  something  still  more  definite — 
I  mean  with  regard  to  the  expense. 
There  can  be  no  reason  for  reticence 
upon  such  a  matter.  Whatever  ques- 
tions may  arise  with  regard  to  foreign 
relations,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
much  expense  has  been  incurred.  We 
want  to  know  whether  it  is  covered  by 
the  Vote  of  Credit  taken  a  few  months 
ago  ;  and,  if  it  is  not,  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  submit 
further  Estimates,  and,  if  so,  whether 
that  will  be  done  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session  ?  Looking  at  this  matter 
from  the  point  of  view  from  which  we 
have  been  taught  to  look  at  it  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  we  must  feel  that 
this  is  one  of  those  cases  in  which  the 
expense  of  the  war,  so  far  as  it  can 
be  estimated,  ought  to  be  provided  for 
within  the  current  financial  year.  We 
want  to  know  whether  that  expenditure 
is  to  be  defrayed  by  Vote  of  Parlia- 
ment, or  wholly  or  in  part  in  any  other 
manner.  All  sorts  of  rumours  have  been 
spread  abroad  on  that  matter.  We  know 
that  to  some  extent  the  cost  of  the  Expedi- 
tion is  to  be  charged  upon  the  finances 
of  India.  But  we  do  not  know  to  what 
extent.  It  id  now  time  for  us  to  get  some 
information  on  that  point.  A  statement 
was  made  by  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  before  we 
adjourned  with  regard  to  the  sum  which, 
somewhat  to  his  surprise  and  dismay,  he 
found  was  likely  to  be  required.  But 
I  am  misinformed  if  the  amount  then 
spoken  of  has  not  been  largely  exceeded, 
i  wish  to  know  whether  it  is  intended 
to  increase  the  charge  upon  the  Indian 
Exchequer;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
House  will  be  consulted  upon  the  point 
before  it  rises  ?  Again,  with  regard  to 
other  rumours  which  are  afloat,  I  think 
we  ought  to  have  some  assurance  as  to 
the  idea  which  has  been  put  forward 
that  a  portion,  perhaps  a  large  portion, 
of  the  expenditure  is  to  be  thrown  upon 
Sir  Stafford  Nortlcote 


Egypt  itself.  That  is  a  matter  of  a  very 
serious  character,  as  to  which  we  have  a 
right  to  ask  for  information.  Now,  I 
mention  these  questions,  not  in  any 
captious  spirit,  or  with  a  view  of  inter- 
posing delay  in  the  way  of  proceeding 
with  the  Business ;  but  I  put  them  be- 
cause we  are  now  asked  to  g^ve  up  the 
whole  of  our  time  at  the  demand  of  the 
Government.  If  we  give  that  to  the 
Government,  and  if  they  do  not  g^ve  us 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  these  mat- 
ters, we  shall  be  absolutely  powerless, 
and  absolutely  at  their  mercy.  I  think, 
therefore,  we  not  only  have  a  right,  but 
it  is  our  duty,  to  put  these  questions  to 
them,  and  press  for  an  answer  before 
we  come  to  vote  on  the  proposals  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  now  sub- 
mitted. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  cannot 
complain  of  what  has  been  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  will  give 
him  the  best  answers  in  my  power ;  but 
one  part  of  the  subject  to  which  be 
alludes  involves  questions  of  great  deli- 
cacy and  difficulty.  That  is  the  part 
which  refers  to  the  details  of  the  p<5icy 
to  be  pursued  in  Egypt.  The  first  ques- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred to  the  presentation  of  Papers. 
Well,  Papers  are  to  be  presented  to- 
morrow coming  down  to  the  close  of  the 
Sitting  in  August,  and  in  the  course  of 
four  or  five  days  further  Papers  will  be 
distributed  coming  down  to  a  late  date 
in  September,  so  that  the  information  in 
the  possession  of  the  House  will  be  very 
much  enlarged.  Even  if  it  were  possible 
to  overcome  the  formal  difficulties  which 
attend  the  presentation  of  Papers,  I  am 
not  aware  that  we  could  go  much  further 
than  that,  viewing  the  nature  of  the 
subject-matter  of  the  documents.  The 
next  question  is  that  of  the  policy  to  be 
pursued  in  Egypt.  Of  course,  that  sub- 
ject raises  a  group  of  most  complex  and 
intricate  considerations.  We  have  again 
before  us  questions  relating  to  all  the 
parties  whose  number  and  whose  varied 
positions  with  regard  to  one  another 
rendered  the  earlier  stages  of  this  sub- 
ject so  exceedingly  difficult.  No  doubt, 
the  position  is  now  changed  in  the  very 
important  respect  that  the  matter  lies 
more  in  the  hands  of  this  country,  and 
that  the  Government  of  the  Queen  is  not 
fettered  in  the  extreme  degree  and  man- 
ner in  which  it  was  fettered  six  months 
ago  by  the  engagements  which  it  found 
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existing,  and  by  the  relations  in  which 
the  various  parties  stood  to  the  question 
in  Egypt.  Still  they  are  matters  of  very 
great  delicacy  and  difficulty,  and  upon 
tiiis  part  of  the  subject  I  cannot  hold 
out  any  expectation  that  it  is  likely  that 
we  can  lay  down  systematically  any 
scheme  for  the  approval  of  the  House 
during  the  few  weeks  that  are  likely  to 
fall  within  the  scope  of  the  questions 
which  have  brought  us  together.  Our 
declarations  must  be  very  reserved.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  say — *'  It 
is  quite  possible,  from  the  course  which 
matters  appear  to  be  taking,  that  there 
may  be  a  disposition  to  attack  the  Egyp- 
tian policy  of  the  Government."  Now, 
I  say  at  once,  should  that  be  the  case, 
that  would  constitute  an  exception,  and 
we  should  think  it  right  to  make  arrange- 
ments which  would  enable  any  matter 
of  that  kind  to  be  brought  to  an  issue. 
The  time  during  which  these  questions 
have  been  under  consideration  is,  after 
all,  a  very  limited  time,  and  the  in- 
trinsic difficulty  of  some  of  them  is  ex- 
treme. Notwithstanding  that,  I  am  not 
prepared  to  shut  out  that  view  of  the 
case  to  which  I  have  alluded,  if  it  is 
taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
may  reply  to  me — '*  Yes;  your  declara- 
tions must,  undoubtedly,  be  bounded  by 
your  sense  of  public  duty ;  but  do  not, 
therefore,  require  the  whole  House  to 
be  silent."  I  would  reply  that  that  is  a 
contention,  which  we  should  desire  to 
consider  in  a  spirit  of  equity.  I  can 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  one  as- 
surance, which,  perhaps,  he  may  think 
of  more  practical  value  than  attaches  to 
anything  which  I  have  yet  said.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  adverted  to  the 
shape  which  matters  might  assume — 
that  we  might  apply  ourselves  resolutely, 
as  I  trust  we  shall,  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  Procedure,  and  that  after 
Procedure  would  come  the  Prorogation ; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 
'^  Are  you  prepared  to  say  that  no  time 
is  to  be  allowed  before  the  Prorogation 
for  discussing  a  subject  of  this  kind?" 
Now,  undoubtedly,  nothing  that  we  have 
said  with  regard  to  our  general  desire 
to  proceed  effectively  with  Procedure,  or 
to  confine  these  Sittings  to  Procedure, 
would  preclude  any  reasonable  proposal 
for  discussion  after  we  have  got  through 
the  bulk  of  oar  work  with  Procedure,  and 
before  the  actual  Prorogation.  There- 
^re,  I  certainly  hope  that  practical  in- 


convenience will  not  be  experienced 
upon  this  subject  by  Gentlemen  who 
take  a  natural  and  great  interest  in  it. 
We  must  endeavour  to  proceed  in  con- 
sonance with  the  general  sense  of  the 
House.  Undoubtedly,  we  are  not  dis- 
posed to  view  the  expression  of  opinion 
on  a  subject  of  that  kind  in  the  light  of 
Party  only,  and  equity  should  govern 
the  proceedings  to  be  taken.  Another 
point  has  been  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  with  regard  to  it  my 
answer  is  of  a  quite  different  kind.  That 
is  with  regard  to  the  question  of  ex- 
pense. There  can  be  no  reason  what- 
ever for  secrecy  in  this  matter.  There 
may  be  a  reason  for  silence,  but  the 
only  reason  can  be  want  of  knowledge. 
Secrecy  with  respect  to  expenditure  cer- 
tainly there  shall  not  be.  As  soon  as 
we  are  able  to  convey  any  valuable 
information  to  the  House  about  the 
expenditure  on  the  war,  we  will  do  so. 
I  will  now  venture  only  to  say  three 
things.  First  of  all,  I  by  no  means  de- 
sire to  convey  the  opinion  that  it  will  be 
necessary  for  the  House  to  enter  fur- 
ther into  the  consideration  of  Votes  of 
money.  I  do  not  speak  positively,  but, 
as  far  as  we  are  able  td  judge,  I  do  not 
see  that  it  is  likely  that  we  shall  have  to 
ask  the  House  for  any  further  Vote 
during  the  remainder  of  the  present 
Session.  Secondly,  with  respect  to  the 
Indian  expenditure.  It  is  quite  true 
that  my  noble  Friend  spoke  under  some 
sense  of  dismay — a  feeling  which,  I 
must  say,  I  most  fully  shared — of  the 
scale  of  expenditure  connected  with  the 
limited  contingent  that  it  was  proposed 
that  India  should  furnish  to  the  Expedi- 
tion. But  my  noble  Friend  has  had  no 
reason  to  anticipate  that  that  large  esti- 
mate will  be  largely  exceeded,  no  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  of  excess  of 
expenditure  over  the  estimates  having 
yet  come  within  our  view.  That  the 
Vote  of  Credit  will  absolutely  suffice  for 
all  that  has  been  done  is  more  than  I 
will  venture  to  say.  But  this  I  will  say — 
that  I  think,  when  we  look  back  to  the 
expense  of  other  wars,  to  the  magnitude 
of  the  objects  in  view,  and  to  the  mode 
and  time  in  which  they  have  been  ac- 
complished— though  I  cannot  speak  of 
any  particular  figure— yet  I  do  cherish 
the  hope  that  the  House  will  be  of  opi- 
nion that  the  expense  that  has  been  m- 
curred  on  the  present  occasion  has  not 
been  out  of  proportion  to  the  magnitude 
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of  the  interests  inyolyed.  The  question 
of  contribution  from  Egypt,  either  pros- 
pectively or  otherwise,  is  a  question 
which  I  conceive  to  enter  rather  into  the 
question  of  policy  than  into  that  of  ex- 
pense ;  and  I  would  say,  in  conclusion, 
that  I  think  there  -  is  good  hope,  with 
regard  to  the  subject  of  expense,  that 
before  long  information  will  be  supplied 
more  worthy  of  being  submitted  to  the 
House  than  any  which  we  now  have.  I 
think  I  have  now  gone  over  all  the 
points  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  I  trust  he  wUl  think  I  have 
spoken  in  a  spirit  not  dissimilar  to  that 
in  which  he  has  brought  them  forward. 

Mr.  GREaORY  said,  he  hoped  there 
would  be  no  proposal  for  Saturday  Sit- 
tings. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
that  House  had  been  called  together  at 
a  most  unusual  time,  and  in  a  most 
unprecedented  manner,  to  consider  the 
proposed  Rules  of  Procedure.  It  was 
not  likely  that  this  would  be  the 
only  question  discussed,  for  other  mat- 
ters had  been  referred  to  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 
which  would  have  to  be  considered ;  but 
at  the  present  moment  he  did  not  wish 
to  enter  into  them.  He,  however, 
wished  to  have  an  explicit  answer  with 
regard  to  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  intended  to  do 
with  respect  to  the  first  of  his  proposed 
Rules.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it 
would  be  remembered,  had  made  a  pro- 
posal earlier  in  the  Session  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, consenting  to  a  modification  of  this 
1st  Rule;  but  at  the  end  of  the  Session 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  circum- 
stances had  occurred  that  had  altered 
the  whole  situation.  But  there  were 
many  of  them  in  the  House  who  could 
not  see  how  that  situation  had  been  in 
any  way  altered.  I  Laughter.']  Well, 
if  for  the  convenience  and  the  necessity 
of  the  Government  it  was  right  that 
that  Rule  should  in  its  main  provision 
be  altered — namely,  that  a  bare  majo- 
rity should  not  be  able  to  carry  closure, 
then  he,  for  the  life  of  him,  could  not 
see  what  had  occurred  since  to  exclude 
any  alteration  in  that  proposition.  He, 
for  one,  had  been  absolutely  against 
closure  at  aU.  As  a  humble  individual, 
he  should  vote  against  closure  in  any 
of  its  forms ;  but  it  would  be  a  very 
different  thing  if  the  proposition  was 


that  there  should  be  a  certain  majority — 
and  that  no  inconsiderable  majority — 
which  was  to  carry  that  closure.  If, 
however,  by  a  bare  majority  of  1  it 
was  intended  that  closure  was  to  be 
carried,  he  hoped  there  were  many  men 
spirited  enough,  not  only  on  his  side  of 
the  House,  but  also  upon  the  other 
side,  to  oppose  such  a  proposition,  for 
he  had  met  men  of  the  other  side  of 
the  House  in  other  places  who  stated 
distinctly  that  they  had  been  coerced 
into  voting  for  the  Rule  as  it  then 
stood,  and  that  had  they  been  able  they 
would  vote  against  it,  because  they  be- 
lieved conscientiously  it  would  be  a  most 
mischievous  Rule — that  it  was  abso- 
lutely fatal  to  freedom  of  debate,  and 
that  it  would  tend  to  lower  the  consti- 
tution of  Parliament  more  than  any- 
thing else  that  could  be  done.  He  ven- 
tured to  ask  the  great  Conservative 
Party  sitting  on  his  side  of  the  House 
at  any  price  not  to  allow  such  a  Rule  as 
that  to  pass,  but  to  fight  against  it  to 
the  bitter  end.  He  saw  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Se- 
cretary laughing.  He  was  glad  when 
he  saw  the  Home  Secretary  laugh  that 
peculiar  laugh  of  his,  because  he  then 
knew  that  that  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  thought  and  believed  the  Con- 
servatives would  do  what  they  said. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  had  told  the  House  the  great 
object  of  closure  was  that  men's  mouths 
should  be  shut  on  certain  occasions, 
and  that  irrelevant  discussion  shbuld 
be  stopped.  But  he  showed  by  what 
he  said  that  he  was  alluding  to  the 
Opposition  and  not  to  his  own  Party. 
He  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  therefore, 
ventured  to  say  that  if  that  Resolution 
were  put  in  the  form  and  shape  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  strongly 
intimated — and  of  which  intimation  he 
was  sorry  his  right  hoD.  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  did  not  take 
more  notice — for  he  believed  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  that 
that  Resolution  should  be  carried  as  it 
stood,  he  ventured  to  say,  standing  there 
in  his  place,  that,  so  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, he  would  do  everything  that  he 
honourably  could,  so  long  as  the  Forms 
of  the  House  would  permit,  to  prevent 
the  carrying  of  a  Rule  which  would 
abolish  that  freedom  of  speech  which  he 
believed  had  placed  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  was  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
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vemment  in  that  proud  positioii  which 
he  occupied,  not  only  in  that  House, 
bnt  before  the  whole  of  the  country. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  said, 
the  Prime  Minister  had  obseryed  that  the 
Egyptian  War  would  compare  favour- 
ably with  other  wars;  but  he  (Mr. 
Ashmead-Bartlett)  should  like  to  know 
to  which  of  the  other  wars  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  referred.  Did  he  refer 
to  the  Crimean  War,  which  was  the 
work  of  a  Liberal  Cabinet,  and  whose 
fruits  the  Liberal  Party  wholly  wasted 
in  after  years,  or  to  the  Afghan  War, 
which  had  an  infinitely  greater  object 
Uian  this  Egyptian  Campaign  in  view — 
namely,  to  keep  250,000,000  of  our 
fellow-subjects  in  India  free  from  Bus- 
sian tyranny  and  oppression?  He  thought 
the  House  had  a  right  to  know  what 
were  the  ends  the  Government  had  in 
view  with  regard  to  Egypt  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referred.  He  be- 
lieved that  British  influence  and  orderly 
government  might  have  been  maintained 
m  Egypt  without  any  war  at  all.  But 
this  country  was  determined  that,  whe- 
ther or  not  those  ends  might  have  been 
obtained  without  war,  this  war  should 
not  be  fruitless — that  what  had  been  so 
ffallantly  won  in  the  field  should  not  be 
bet  in  the  Cabinet,  and  that  the  pre- 
dominance of  England  over  Egypt  in 
future  should  be  secured.  And  he 
thought  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Gx>- 
vemment  to  furnish  information  with 
regard  to  their  Egyptian  policy  before 
the  House  rose  for  its  Prorogation. 
With  regard  to  the  1st  Eule  of  Proce- 
dure, he  hoped  there  would  be  a  most 
determined  resistance  on  the  part  of 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House  to 
dUwr€  by  a  bare  majority.  There  could 
be  no  valid  ailment  for  such  a  oldture. 
No  reason  had  been  given  why  the  offer 
made  to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
by  the  Prime  Minister  last  June  should 
not  have  been  recommended  by  him 
this  Session  to  the  judgment  of  the 
House 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  whe- 
ther the  IVime  Minister's  remarks  as  to 
an  attack  being  made  on  the  Govern- 
ment poHoy  applied  only  to  the  Opposi- 
tion, or  whether,  if  that  policy  were 
attacked  by  other  Parties  in  the  House, 
fiidh'ties  would  be  given  for  discussion  ? 
It  was  to  secure  such  an  opportunity 
that  he  had  given  Notice  that  he  would 
Slave  the  P)revioua  Question  when  the 


Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Army  was  moved 
on  Thursday.  He  did  not  intend  to  go 
into  the  whole  policy  of  the  Egyptian 
War.  He  would  take  an  independent 
ground.  He  hoped  the  Prime  Minister 
would  state  whether  he  would  give  to 
the  House  an  opportunity,  before  this 
Session  broke  up,  of  discussing  the 
whole  of  the  Egyptian  Question. 

Mb.  CHAPIuN  said,  he  was  not  in- 
sensible to  the  necessity  of  some  altera- 
tion of  the  Eules  of  the  House.  He 
believed  there  was  a  very  general  desire 
on  the  part  of  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the 
Conservative  Benches  to  restore  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  House.  That  being  so,  he 
was  sorry  to  hear  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  (Mi.  Chaplin) 
should  have  liked  a  more  distinct  answer 
from  the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition  as 
to  whether  they  intended  to  oppose  the 
Motion  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
submitted.  He  gathered  from  the  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman's  opening  speech  mat 
he  and  his  Colleagues,  and,  he  pre- 
sumed, his  Party  behind  him,  saw  some- 
thing to  induce  them  to  adhere  to  the 
formal  and  essential  proposition  of  the 
Ist  Resolution.  That  was  what  he  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  called  a  declaration  of  war. 
And,  that  being  so,  all  the  Conservative 
Members  and  all  Members  who  valued 
liberty  and  cherished  freedom  should 
consider  what  course  they  would  pursue 
on  this  occasion.  By  accepting  that 
proposition,  they  put  it  entirely  out  of 
their  power  to  raise  any  question  what- 
ever, however  important,  except  by  the 
permission  of  the  Government.  He 
need  not  now  enter  into  a  variety  of 
questions  which  were  raised  before  the 
country  which  were  most  important,  and 
to  many  of  which  his  right  non.  Friend 
referred.  In  passing,  he  might  say  that 
there  was  one  question  before  all  others 
which,  he  thought,  demanded  the  imme- 
diate attention  of  the  House,  and  he  was 
sorry  it  had  not  been  already  raised — 
namely,  the  terrible  suffering  of  our 
wounded  soldiers  in  Egypt,  and  on  their 
return  from  Eg^t.  The  second  effect 
of  the  acceptance  of  this  Motion  was 
that  the  House  would  be  taking  the 
first  step  forward  in  the  direction  of  this 
eldture  Besolution.  It  was  perfectly 
idle  for  the  Prime  Minister  to  expect 
the  Party  who  were  determined  to 
oppose  the  1st  Bule  of  Procedure  to 
agree  to  a  course  which  would  do  no- 
thing less  than  entirely  suppress  debate. 
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Under  these  circumstances,  he  would 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate, 
and  he  thought  there  were  good  reasons 
for  agreeing  to  that  Motion.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  announced  a  variety  of 
changes  in  this  Kule  ;  and  it  was  not 
unreasonable  to  ask  that  Members  should 
see  those  changes  on  Paper  before  they 
were  invited  to  discuss  them. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Chaplin,) 

Mr.  hicks  said,  he  would  support 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment.  He  objected 
to  this  French  cldture.  Yes ;  and  he  ob- 
jected to  other  French  customs  which 
were  being  introduced  into  the  govern- 
ment of  this  country,  and  regretted  that 
the  compromise  proposed  in  May  last  had 
not  been  accepted  and  held  to.  If  that 
were  again  taken  up  he  would  vote  for 
it,  as  he  did  not  wish  to  see  this  contest 
continued.  It  had,  however,  been  with- 
drawn without  any  conceivable  reason 
except  the  extraordinary  power  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  He  thought  that  the 
House  had  a  right  to  know  what  the 
Amendments  to  the  Hesolutions  were 
that  they  were  to  be  called  upon  to 
consider  before  they  gave  the  (Govern- 
ment the  great  power  they  asked.  They 
ought  to  know  whether  there  was  to  be 
any  concession  upon  the  1st  Eule;  and 
they  should  have  an  assurance  from  the 
Prime  Minister  that  he  would  not  use 
the  influence  of  his  Government  to  coerce 
the  votes  of  those  who  sat  behind  him 
before  they  proceeded  any  further. 

Mr.  EAIKE8  said,  he  thought  it  only 
right  to  observe  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
House  had  been  rather  taken  by  sur- 
prise by  the  course  which  had  been 
adopted  by  the  Prime  Minister  that 
evening.  Hon.  Members  came  there 
expecting,  no  doubt,  to  be  invited  to 
adopt  the  Resolutions  now  before  them 
on  the  Paper.  No  doubt,  they  also  had 
every  reason  to  expect  that  they  would 
have  the  Kesolutions  put  before  them  in 
substantially  the  same  form ;  but  ho 
(Mr.  Baikes)  did  not  think  that  anyone 
in  the  House  expected  that  they  would 
have  been  met  with  the  very  consider- 
able modification  that  had  been  made  in 
them,  coupled,  as  it  was,  with  a  demand 
for  their  instant  consideration.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  Prime  Minister  had 
liardly  treated  them  so  fairly  as  they 
miglit  have  expected  in  asking  them  to 

Mr.  Chaplin 


pass  a  Hesolution,  pledging  themselves 
to  postpone  all  other  questions  that 
might  come  before  them,  in  order  to 
consider  Eesolutions  not  yet  actually 
upon  the  Paper.  It  was  one  thing  to 
give  Notice  of  important  changes  in 
important  proposals,  and  another  thing 
to  ask  them  to  pledge  themselves  to  con- 
sider those  proposals  before  they  could 
judge  what  they  would  be.  For  his 
part,  he  very  much  regretted  that  no 
hint  had  fallen  from  the  Prime  Minister 
as  to  his  intention  to  accept  any  modifi- 
cation in  Rule  No.  I .  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  offered  no  explanation  of  the 
causes  which  had  led  him  to  change  his 
position  with  reg^ard  to  these  proposals, 
and  hon.  Members  had  certainly  not 
expected  to  find  the  right  hon.  Oentlo- 
man  so  perfectly  obdurate  upon  the  sub- 
ject, for  when  the  House  separated  they 
had  fair  reason  to  believe  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  of  the  same  opinion 
as  he  was  in  May  as  to  the  necessity  for 
a  modification  in  Rule  1.  They  were 
now  told  that  there  was  to  be  an 
alteration  in  Rule  1,  conceived  in  the 
spirit  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey). 
Ho  (Mr.  Raikos)  did  not  know  whe- 
ther that  alteration  was  likely  to  tempt 
the  hon.  Member  into  the  right  Lobby ; 
but  it  did  not  seem  to  him  that 
the  proposed  Amendment  was  a  sub- 
stantial alteration,  or  that  it  would  make 
much  difference  in  the  Resolution.  They 
were  also  informed  that  there  was  to  be 
an  alteration  in  No.  2.  So  far  as  he 
could  gather,  the  change  proposed  to  be 
made  was  to  make  it  necessary  for  40 
Members  to  express,  by  rising,  their 
wish  that  a  Motion  for  the  Adjournment 
of  the  House  should  be  made,  in  order 
to  enable  it  to  be  entertained.  Some- 
thing of  that  sort  might  be  advan- 
tageous, although  he  would  prefer  that 
the  assent  of  21,  and  not  40,  Members 
should  be  required,  as  he  thought  that 
number  would  be  sufficient,  it  being 
practically  the  majority  of  a  quorum  of 
the  House.  Then  there  was  an  altera- 
tion in  the  phraseology  of  the  Half-past 
12  Rule.  He  did  not  think  that  that 
had  any  effect  upon  the  Motions  on  the 
Paper.  But  there  was  one  other  altera- 
tion of  the  greatest  importance,  and  that 
was  an  alteration  in  dealing  with  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  They  were  asked, 
practically,  to  enforce  and  establish  the 
denunciation  of  the  ancient  practice  of 
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discuauDf!:  grievance  before  Supply,  and 
to  leave  the  old  practice  existing  only 
in  certain  restricted  and  circumscribed 
limits,  upon  the  occasion  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  three  great  classesof  Estimates. 
They  were  asked  to  give  up  absolutely, 
for  Government  Business,  not  only  Mon- 
days, but  every  night  in  the  week  ex- 
cept Fridays,  and  also  to  enable  the 
Government  to  take  Tuesday  Morning 
Sittings  throughout  the  Session  for  the 
discussion  of  Supply.  A  result  of  that 
would  be  that  when  Tuesday  Morning 
Sittings  were  held,  it  would  be  very 
di£Bcult  to  make  a  House  in  the  evening ; 
and  tlius,  practically,  Fridays  would  be 
the  only  days  that  hon.  Members  would 
have  for  bringing  forward  questions 
distasteful  to  the  Government.  It  was, 
however,  only  possible  to  take  one  di- 
vision on  the  Motion  for  Supply ;  and, 
therefore,  by  inducing  their  followers  to 
put  down  Motions  for  the  few  available 
open  days  throughout  the  Session,  the 
Government  could  practically  prevent 
the  expression  of  any  hostile  opinion  on 
their  acts.  No  doubt,  the  proposal  had 
certain  administrative  merits,  and  they 
must  sympathize  with  a  Government  in 
desiring  to  get  its  Supply  through  ;  but 
it  required  a  certain  amount  of  courage 
on  the  part  of  a  Government  to  come 
forward  with  a  proposal  of  this  kind. 
He  ventured  to  think  that  he  had  made 
out  a  case  for  not  pressing  these  pro- 
posals upon  the  House  as  if  they  were 
familiar  with  them.  Hon.  Members 
ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of  fa- 
miliarizing themselves  with  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government,  which  was 
not  possible  if  their  discussion  was  com- 
menced at  12  o'clock  to-morrow.  It 
was  also  a  most  important  question  to 
consider  how  far  they  were  to  surrender 
the  whole  of  their  liberty  of  discussion 
during  the  present  Session  by  giving 
priority  to  these  Beeolutions.  The  Prime 
Minister  had,  it  was  true,  expressed  his 
willingness  to  give  up  some  time  to  the 
discussion  of  anything  like  a  formal 
Vote  of  Censure  or  hostility;  but  he 
had  declined  to  offer  a  few  days'  grace 
for  a  discussion  of  the  affairs  of  Egypt. 
That  discussion  might  have  taken  place 
that  day,  if  the  issue  of  the  Papers  on 
the  subject  had  not  been  so  conveniently 
postponed  till  the  day  after  the  meeting 
of  Parliameat.  He  (Mr.  Eaikes)  hoped 
that,  on  that  side  of  the  House,  con- 
aderatioii  would  always  be  shown  in 
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circumstances  of  difRculty ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  they  owed  something  to  their 
constituents ;  and  how  could  Members 
face  them  if  they  had  to  go  back  and 
say  they  allowed  a  state  of  things  to 
exist  by  which  the  mouths  of  Members 
were  absolutely  closed  on  matters  of 
such  vital  importance  as  the  Egyptian 
Expedition  and  Egyptian  policy  ?  Per- 
sonally, with  the  opportunity  of  opposing 
this  Besolution,  he  should  have  a  clear 
conscience  in  the  matter ;  but  he  did  not 
envy  hon.  Members  opposite  represent- 
ing large  Northern  constituencies  if  they 
should  have  to  face  them  at  such  a 
juncture.  He  trusted  the  House  would 
pause  before  passing  the  Besolution  in 
its  present  form ;  and  he  trusted  that,  if 
it  was  ultimately  passed,  it  would  be 
with  a  modification  which  would  ex- 
cept Notices  of  Motions,  so  that  by 
saving  Tuesdays  for  private  Members, 
they  might  do  something  to  maintain 
the  credit  of  Parliament  and  vindicate 
the  duty  they  owed  to  their  consti- 
tuents. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply  to  the 
question  put  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son),  said,  there  was  an  established  tra- 
dition in  the  House  that,  whenever. a 
large  number  of  Members  desired  to 
raise  a  question  touching  the  existence 
or  policy  of  the  Government,  an  oppor- 
tunity should  be  given  them  for  that  pur- 
pose. With  regard  to  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  Kaikes),  he  objected  to  going 
forward  with  this  Besolution,  upon 
grounds  which  appeared  to  be  fatal  to  one 
another;  he  objected  to  going  forward 
with  the  1st  Besolution  because  it  was 
not  altered,  and  he  objected  to  going  on 
with  the  other  Besolutions  because  thev 
were  altered.  It  was  very  difficult  to 
meet  these  objections,  so  as  to  make 
them  hang  upon  the  same  thread.  This 
was  essentially  a  preliminary  Motion, 
intended  to  be  disposed  of  at  the  very 
commencement  of  the  Sitting ;  and, 
therefore,  as  a  matter  of  course,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  did  not  require  to  be  told  that 
the  Government  could  not  possibly  agree 
to  his  Motion  for  Adjournment.  So  far 
as  there  was  any  reason,  or  colour  of 
reason,  in  it,  it  appeared  to  turn  upon 
the  fact  that  two  Besolutions  were  pro- 
posed to  bo  altered,  and  that  the  altera- 
tions were  not  yet  upon  the  Paper.     In 
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His  intentioii  of  moving  the  PreyiouB 
Question  wHen  a  Vote  of  Thanks  was  to 
be  moved,  and  which  he  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  had  hoped  would  be  given 
unanimously  to  the  Army  and  Navy  of 
the  country,  who  had  so  distinguished 
themselves  in  the  late  war  in  Egypt. 
But,  supposing  the  proposal  which  had 
been  put  forward  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Eaikes)  was  rejected,  then 
the  House  might  have,  on  the  occasion 
of  the  Motion  for  the  Vote  of  Thanks, 
all  sorts  of  side  questions  and  side 
issues  raised  on  a  Motion  that  ought 
to  be  unanimously  voted.  They  would 
most  likely  be  raised  then,  because  it 
would  be  the  only  opportunity  afforded 
for  raising  a  discussion  upon  the  Ex- 
pedition to  Egypt.  Probably  such 
subjects  as  the  Transport,  the  Com* 
missariat,  and  the  Medical  Department 
of  the  Army  would  be  raised  ;  and,  he 
would  ask,  with  what  dignity  could  the 
House  give  a  Vote  of  Thanks  after  a 
discussion  of  questions  of  such  magni- 
tude ?  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
would  not  deny  that  these  were  questions 
deserving  immediate  attention — ques- 
tions that  ought  to  be  discussed  during 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament ;  but 
if  the  House  was  precluded  from  bring- 
ing such  forward  in  a  regular  manner, 
then  they  would  be  introduced  at  incon- 
venient times  and  in  irregular  ways,  and 
in  a  manner  not  for  the  best  interests  of 
the  country.  When,  on  a  Motion  for  a 
Vote  of  Thanks,  the  Previous  Question 
was  raised,  no  one  could  foretell  how 
far  the  discussion  would  be  carried  on 
a  Vote  that  ought  to  be  an  unanimous 
Vote  of  the  House.  He  ventured  to 
hope  that  the  Prime  Minister  would  take 
into  consideration  that  these  points  he 
had  mentioned  were  questions  that  ought 
to  be  discussed  in  the  interests  of  the 
Army,  but  not  on  a  Vote  of  Thanks. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  of  all 
ways  of  relaxing  the  stringency  of  the 
Pesolution,  that  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Raikes) 
appeared  to  be  the  worst.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  spoke  as  if  he  could  deter- 
mine what  should  be  discussed  on  Tues- 
days if  they  were  excepted  ;  whereas  the 
fact  was,  that  private  Members,  like  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet,  had  no  power 
of  determining  what  should  be  dis- 
cussed if  they  obtained  the  Tuesday. 
All  a  private  Member  could  4o  was  to 


order  to  meet  that  objection,  he  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  would  undertake  that  those 
two  Eesolutions  should  be  laid  on  the 
Table  that  night;  and,  if  the  House 
wished  to  have  the  opportunity  of  seeing 
the  Eesolutions  as  a  whole  upon  the 
Paper,  he  was  willing  to  go  further, 
and  say  that  he  would  postpone  the 
consideration  of  them  until  to-morrow. 
It  was  quite  certain,  from  the  discussion 
there  would  be,  that  no  important  change 
could  be  made  until  the  House  had  had 
the  most  ample  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing it.  That,  he  thought,  was  a  fair 
offer ;  and,  under  the  circumstances,  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
would  not  persevere  with  his  Motion  for 
Adjournment. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
that,  on  the  understanding  just  stated 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  that  none  of  the 
Resolutions  should  be  taken  that  night, 
after  the  preliminary  Motion  had  been 
disposed  of,  he  could  not  help  thinking 
it  would  be  well  for  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  to  accept  that  offer,  and  not  to 
persist  with  the  Motion  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  RAIKES  said,  he  would  venture 
again  to  ask  whether  nothing  could  be 
done  with  regard  to  Tuesdays  ?  If  these 
were  excepted  from  the  Resolution,  the 
Business  of  Parliament  might  go  on  in 
the  usual  fashion.  He  would  move  the 
omission  of  the  words  ''  and  Notices  of 
Motions  "  from  the  Resolution  —  an 
Amendment  which  would  leave  prece- 
dence to  the  Government  for  the  Re- 
solution on  every  day  except  Tues- 
day. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  **  and  Notices  of  Motions." — {Mr, 
Raikes,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
*  and  Notices  of  Motions '  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

SiB  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT,  in 
supporting  the  Amendment,  said,  that, 
without  much  chance  of  success,  he  ven- 
tured to  hope  that  the  right  hon  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  would  agree  to 
this  proposal.  There  were  many  reasons 
why  he  should  so  agree.  Only  that 
night  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Oarlide  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  had  stated 
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take  his  chance  at  the  ballot  with  •  600 
other  Members  of  the  House.  Thej  had 
determined  that  a  great  effort  should  be 
made ;  and,  by  a  great  deviation  from 
usage,  they  had  called  upon  Members, 
at  great  sacrifice,  to  meet  the  Goyern- 
ment  for  a  great  purpose.  Were  they 
then  to  renew  what  was  one  of  the  most 
farcical  of  the  proceedings  of  the  House 
— namely,  the  system  by  which  the 
House  met  at  4  o'clock,  and  after  two  or 
three  hours  of  work  before  dinner,  nine 
times  out  of  ten  was  "counted  out?" 
He  hardly  thought,  in  view  of  those 
facts,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
persevere  with  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  the 
history  of  Parliamentary  Procedure 
showed  that,  compared  with  the  for- 
mer arrangement,  the  Government  had 
gained  one  day  in  the  week,  which  they 
had  taken  away  from  private  Members. 
Formerly  Thursday  was  a  private  Mem- 
ber's night,  and  though  Supply  used 
not  to  be  set  down  for  Friday,  yet  the 
Motion  for  the  Adjournment  till  Mon- 
day, which  was  then  necessary  to  pre- 
vent the  House  from  sitting  on  Satur- 
day, gave  the  same  opportunity  to  Mem- 
bers for  the  miscellaneous  discussion  of 
all  questions  as  the  present  Motion  for 
Supply.  Lord  Palmerston  introduced 
the  present  system,  and  thereby  gained 
a  day.  Therefore,  so  benefited  as  they 
were,  Ministers  had  no  cause  to  com- 
plain. 

Mr.  mac  IYER  said,  he  would  re- 
mind the  House  that,  when  a  "count 
out "  had  occurred  on  a  Tuesday,  it  had 
generally  happened  after  an  unusually 
late  Sitting  the  previous  night. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  96  ;  Noes 
46 :  Majority  60.— (Div.  List,  No.  342.) 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  98  ;  Noes 
47  :  Majority  51.— (Div.  List,  No.  348.) 

Oriired,  That  the  Consideration  of  the  New 
Roles  of  Procedure  have  precedence  of  all  Or- 
ders of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motions  on  every 
daj  for  which  they  may  be  set  down. 

PABLIAMENT— ADJOURNMENT  OF 
THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  time  had 
Wrived  when,    in  fulfilment  of  his  en- 


gagement to  the  House,  he  ought  to 
move  that  this  House  do  now  adjourn. 
He  would  move  accordingly. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr,  Gladstone.) 

Mr.  BROADHURST,  rising,  said,  he 
opposed  the  adjournment.  [*'  Oh,  oh !"] 
He  wished  to  move  that  Mr.  Speaker  do 
leave  the  Chair,  in  order  that  the  Bill 
which  stood  next  on  the  Orders  of  the 
Day — the  Payment  of  Wages  in  Public- 
Houses  Prohibition  Bill — might  be  con- 
sidered. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  Motion  before 
the  House  is,  **  That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn." 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  he 
understood  that  the  object  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stoke  (Mr.  Broadhurst),  in 
opposing  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 
was  that  the  Bill  which  stood  next  on 
the  Orders  of  the  Day  might  be  pro- 
ceeded with.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther the  Government  proposed  to  stop 
that  Bill,  which  was  a  very  important 
one. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  he  would  point 
out  that  the  Prime  Minister  distinctly 
stated  last  August  that  the  Government 
would  not  encourage  any  private  Mem- 
ber in  pressing  forward  a  Bill  when  the 
House  re- assembled.  He  thought  it  was 
highly  improper  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stoke  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  or 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) 
to  press  Her  Majesty *8  Government  to 
break  the  pledges  which  they  had  given 
to  the  House.  That  was  not  the  way  to 
carry  any  Bill,  to  attempt  to  force  it 
against  the  wishes  of  the  House  and  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  If  they  intended 
to  do  that,  he  should  oppose  them  in 
every  possible  way.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  agree  to  the  Motion  of  their 
Leader,  and  not  raise  a  wrangle  on  the 
Question  of  Adjournment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  Nine  o'clock. 
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ffliich  I  can  give  aay  speclfio  aoswer  wX 

the  present  moment  as  ooe  fa)  be  treated 

by  way  of  exception,  and  that  it  had 

better  bo  allowed  to  stand  over  for  some 

time,    until  we  see  what  progress  we 

make  with  the  Business  in  hand,  and  the 

House  has  an  opportunity  of  condder- 

ing  whether  any,  and,  if  so,  what  sub- 

jects  maybe  discussed  before  the  8es«on 

terminates.     I  now  move  that  the  letter 

■  1  3  ,L      TT  read  from  the  Chair  be  referred  to  the 

.K.u    u^      R  "Tfu^^^  n      ■       """^    Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 

that  he  had  received  the  following  com-    i^priaonment  of  Mr.  Gray. 

miinirjil.inn   from    thft    Kurht    Hon.    Mr.  "^ 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  said  Communioation  bo  rotBired 
to  the  Select  Committee  to  vbich  the   letter  of 
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munication  from   the  Bight  Hon.    Mr. 
Justice  Lawson,  which  reached  him  too 
late  to  admit  of  his  reporting  it  to  the 
House  during  yesterday's  sitting : — 
Oiford, 
Octr.  24,  1882. 
air, 

I  havt  the  hontmr  to  acquaint  yeu  that  en 
Saturday,  Stptimber  Wth,  I  ordered  that,  upon 
payment  «/  (*»  JIne  of  £500,  Mr.  Orag,  M.P. 
wlui  had  been  eammilled  by  nu  for  lontimpt  o/ 
Omirl,  ihauld  be  diteharged,  and  ha  cm  ^i>- 
eharfed  aecordingly  on  that  day. 

(Signed)        J.  A.  Latttm. 
To  thi  SI.  Eon. 
Tht  Speaker  of  the  ITome  of  Commont. 


lit  referred."— [J/r.  Oladetane.) 
Motion  agreed  to. 

QUESTIONS. 


EGYPT— REPOETED  MURDER  OF  PRO- 
FESSOR PALMER,  CAPTAIN  GILL, 
LIEUTENANT  CHABEINGTOK,  AND 
OTHERS. 
Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN  wished  to  ask 
Ma.  BEXTON  wished  to  ask  the  the  GovernmenttwoQueetions  regarding 
FrimeUiniBter  bow  soon  he  wouldbe  in  Egypt  which  were  not  of  a  political 
a  position  to  announce  to  the  House  the  character,  and  which  probably  could  be 
names  of  the  Members  of  the  Select  answered  without  Notice.  He  wished 
Committee  which  was  to  inquire  into  to  know  whether  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Mr.  Gray's  imprisonment?  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  could  give  the 

Me.  Joseph  COWEN  desired  to  House  any  information  as  to  the  action 
know  whether,  when  the  Committee  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  taken 
made  their  Beport  to  the  House,  there  for  the  discovery  of  Professor  Palmer, 
would  be  an  opportunity  of  discussing  Captain  Gill,  and  Lieutenant  Char- 
the  conduct  of  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  ?  rington,  and  as  to  the  position  in  whidi 

Ma.  GLADSTONE :  With  regard  tc  these  unfortunate  genUemen  had  been 
the  letter  that  has  been  read  by  you.  Sir,  placed  ?  He  desired  also  to  know 
I  think  it  right  that  I  should  move  that  whether  the  Government  were  aware  ol 
it  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee  ol  the  treatment  to  which  prisoners  were 
whose  appointment  I  gave  Notice  yes-     subjected    in    Egyptian     prisons?      '" 


terday.  As  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Sexton),  on  the 
last  occasion  of  a  Committee  of  thie 
kind,  I  think  there  was  an  interval  ol 
six  or  seven  days  before  its  actual  ap- 
pointment. But  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  gp^ndent  states  that- 
Kiohard  Grosvenor)  is  giving  his  atten- 
tion to  the  matter,  aud  he  will  lose  nc 
time  in  constructing  a  list  which  I  hope 
will  be  acceptable  to  the  House.  Witt 
regard  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem' 
ber  for  Newoostle  (Mr.  Cowen),  I  thinl 
that  although,  undoubtedly,  the  subjeci 
{■  an  important  one,  it  is  not  a  matter  ot 


was  alleged  that  something  like  3,000 
prisoners  were  subjected  to  very  harsh 
treatment,  and  even  to  torture;  and 
in  a  telegram  published  this  morn- 
ing in  Tht  llaili/  Newi,  a  Cairo  Corre- 


"  Two  Members  of  the  National  Chambu' 
accused  of  having  furnished  Arabi  with  Tolnn- 
tary  contributions  are  now  chained  together  in 
an  underground  dungeon  which  has  only  been 
opened  tlirice  in  the  la«t  fifteen  days.  The  con- 
dition of  the  pnaoners  and  of  the  den  is  foul 
beyond  description.  There  are  scores  of  such 
ioBtances,  illustrative  of  the  cowardly  and 
ferocious  character  of  the  attempts  to  crush  the 
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whether  there  are  any  other  matten 
which  in  the  eame  way  may  be  exempted 
from  the  operation  of  the  Beeolution 
passed  yeBterday  givin);  precedence  to 
thsEulesof  Procediiro? 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  :  The  noble  Lord, 
as  I  understand  bim,  does  not  ask  me  to 
lay  down  an  exhaustive  law  of  Parlia- 
mentary Procedure  upon  this  subjeot. 
His  desire  is  to  know  whether  the  GoTem- 
mont  have  any  Uotion  in  contemplation 
which  would  escape  fVom  the  effect  of 
the  Besolution  of  yesterday.  The  Qo- 
vemment  have  nothing  of  the  kind  in 
contemplation. 

ORDER    OF    TEE    DAY. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS     OF     THE 
HOUSE-THE  NEW  EULES  OF  PBO- 

CEDUHE.— RESOLUTIONS. 
[adjodbked  dkbatb.]  [sbvinth  itiqiit.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Uain  Question  [20th  Feb- 
ruary], 

"  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  during:  any  Debate,  to  tie  tbe  evident 
mam  of  the  Houae,  or  of  the  Committee,  that 
the  QuoBtion  bo  now  put,  ho  may  so  inform  the 
Houae  or  the  Committee;  and,  if  a  Motion  be 
made  '  That  the  Qoeation  be  now  put,'  Mr. 
Speaker,  or  the  Chairman,  ahall  forthwith  put 
Buch  Question;  snd,  if  the  same  be  decided  in 
the  sQinQatire,  the  Question  under  discusMon 
ahall  be  put  forthwith  :  Provided  that  the  Quea- 
tion  ahall  not  be  decided  in  the  affirmative,  if  a 
Diviaion  he  taken,  unleas  it  ahall  appear  to  have 
been  aupportcd  by  moco  than  two  hundred 
&lembera,  or  unless  it  ahall  appear  to  have  been 
oppoaed  by  less  than  forty  Menxhera  and  snp- 
ported  by  more  than  one  hundred  Memhera." — 
[Mr.  aiadttmu.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Sia  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF,  in 
rising  to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  in 
lines  1  and  2,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"  or  to  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House,"  said,  he  hoped  that 
in  moving  this  Amendment  it  would  not 
bo  understood  as  implying  anything  de- 
rogatory to  the  right  hoD.  Qeutleman 
who  then  occupied  the  Chair,  as  he 
merely  brought  forward  this  Amend- 
ment on  public  grounds.  Nor  had  ho 
wished,  when  he  called  attention  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  having  voted  in  a 
Division  on  a  Bill  while  presiding  in  the 
Chair,  to  do  anything  but  to  mark  the 


Hatiooal  movement,  which  waa  genuine  »o  far 
■I  it  went,  by  the  rotten  Oovemment  whose  ex- 
istence wonld  not  be  worth  an  hour's  purchaBe 
if  tbe  English  Armjr  were  witbdiawn.' 

8iB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir,  I 
have  already  received  private  Notice  from 
my  hon.  Friends  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  and  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) 
with  regard  to  Questions  of  the  same 
kind  for  to-morrow,  and  I  think  it  will 
be  better  that  I  should  leave  them  all 
until  to-morrow,  when  I  will  be  able  to 
answer  them  more  fully  than  I  can 
now.  As  to  the  first  matter  referred  to, 
it  ia  receiving  great  attention  from  the 
GoTomment. 

HIGHWAYS— DISTURNPIKED  ROADS— 
THE  GRANT  IN  AID. 

Mb.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  gave  Notice 
that  to-morrow  he  would  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether  he  would  layjupon  the  Table  of 
the  House  any  Papers  showing  the  mode 
in  which  the  grant  for  turnpike  roads 
would  be  distributed  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  ;  A  Paper  was  laid  on 
die  Table  before  the  Eecess. 

Mb.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  said,  that  he 
proposed  to  ask  something  much  more 
specific  than  that. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— ORDER  OF  BUSINESS. 

Sib  WILFEID  LAWSON  asked  the 
Prime  Minister,  If  he  could  state  what 
position  the  Vote  of  Tlianks  to  the 
troops  who  were  engaged  in  the  recent 
operations  in  Egypt  would  take,  in  view 
m  the  fact  that  the  Eules  of  Procedure 
were  to  take  precedence  of  other  Busi- 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  I  have  asked 
the  authorities  of  the  House  whether  it 
will  be  necessary  to  introduce  tbe  Tote 
of  Thanks  as  an  exception  to  the  Motion 
made  last  night.  I  am  informed  that 
there  will  be  no  such  necessity,  aa  by 
the  usage  of  Parliament  it  is  distinctly 
understood  that  Totes  of  Thanks  on 
occasions  of  this  kind  are  special  matters 
which  are  taken  in  the  same  manner, 
although  they  are  not  of  the  same  cha- 
racter, aa  questions  of  Privilege.  No 
exception,  therefore,  need  be  made  in 
order  to  insure  our  being  able  to  take 
tbe  Voto  of  Thanks  to-morrow. 

Loao  JOHN  MANNEES  :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  state  now,  or  later, 
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incongruity  of  the  position  in  which 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  would  be 
placed  when  he  presided  over  the  dis- 
cussion of  a  Bill  in  which  he  was  him- 
self personally  interested,  and  to  prevent 
the  Chairman  from  being  exposed  to  any 
suspicion  of  partizanship.  There  had 
been  for  many  years  an  increasing  desire 
to  pay  respect  to  the  authority  of  the 
Chair.  Of  late  there  had  been  no 
contest  for  the  Office  of  Speaker.  In 
the  days  when  contests  for  the  Office 
were  the  rule  the  decision  of  the  Speaker 
had  on  more  than  one  occasion  been 
challenged  and  overborne  by  the  House. 
The  last  instance  occurred  during  the 
early  years  of  the  Speakership  of  Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre ;  but  there  had  been  no 
such  occuiTonce  since  the  time  when  the 
Speaker  was  first  elected  by  the  general 
consent  of  the  House  for  qualities  recog- 
nized generally  by  the  House.  In  for- 
mer times  Speakers  occasionally  per- 
formed acts  which  called  forth  remon- 
strance. In  a  work  written  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  full  both  of  literary 
interest  and  political  knowledge,  they 
read  that  Sir  Fletcher  Norton  gave 
oifence  in  a  debate  on  the  Eoyal  Mar- 
riages Bill.     The  writer  said  of  him — 

**  In  the  dearth  of  oratorical  courage  which 
seemed  to  endanger  the  Bill,  Mr.  Speaker 
Norton  was  induced  to  descend  into  the  lists ; 
but  he  was  no  sooner  back  beneath  his  canopy 
than  he  found  himself  pelted  with  sarcasms." 

The  more  a  Speaker  was  a  partizan  the 
less  was  the  authority  which  he  pos- 
sessed. The  more  impartial  the  Speaker, 
the  more  was  he  respected,  and  the  more 
was  the  House  inclined  to  accept  his  de- 
cisions. The  Speaker  might  oe  placed 
in  a  very  anomalous  position  by  being 
made  the  initiator  of  the  cldturs.  His- 
tory told  them  that  in  the  days  of  Mr. 
Speaker  Lenthall  or  Finch  the  occupant 
of  the  Chair  was  an  instrument  of  the 
Court.  They  all  knew  how  the  Speaker 
interrupted  Sir  John  Elliot,  saying  that 
he  had  received  a  command  to  interrupt 
anyone  intending  to  throw  aspersions  on 
the  Ministers  of  State.  In  these  days 
such  conduct  would  be  impossible,  but 
hereafter  might  not  Speakers  be  chosen 
who  should  resemble  the  Speakers  of 
the  past  ?  If  a  partizan  Speaker  were 
elected,  how  could  they  prevent  collusion 
between  him  and  the  Government  of  the 
day  ?  No  future  Speaker  woidd  act  like 
the  Speaker  of  Charles  I.,  and  desire  a 
Member  addressing  the  House  to  stop ; 

Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff 


but,  in  collusion  with  the  Ministers,  he 
might  accept  their  cries  of  impatience  as 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House,  and  then 
intervene  between  the  House  and  the 
Member  about  to  impugn  the  Ministers. 
It  appeared  to  him,  therefore,  that  the 
introduction  of  the  Speaker's  name  into 
the  Eesolution  was^likely  to  damage  the 
high  position  which  he  held.  It  should 
be  remembered  that  high  position  and 
character  did  not  always  preserve  exalted 
functionaries  from  imputation.  There 
was  not  a  Member  of  the  House  who 
did  not  know  that  imputations  had, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  been  levelled  against 
Judges  with  regard  to  the  trial  of  Elec- 
tion Petitions.  The  objections  to  a  trial 
of  an  Election  Petition  by  only  one 
Judge  had  been  recognized  by  the 
House,  which  a  few  years  ago  passed  an 
Act  makiug  it  necessary  that  two  Judges 
should  sit  together  to  try  an  Elec^on 
Petition.  With  regard  to  the  relative 
position  of  the  Speaker  and  that  of  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  the  House  had 
already  established  a  very  great  differ- 
ence. In  that  book  of  which  they  had  all 
heard,  but  the  authority  of  which  had 
been  a  little  shaken  by  the  proceedings 
of  last  night — namely,  the  work  of  Sir 
Erskine  May,  it  was  stated  that  there 
was  a  distinct  difference  between  the 
powers  of  the  Chairman  in  Committee 
and  the  powers  of  the  Speaker  in  the 
Chair.  When  a  sudden  disorder  arose, 
the  Speaker,  without  any  Motion,  was 
enabled  to  resume  his  place  in  the  Chair 
and  to  quell  disorder  that  had  arisen  in 
Committee ;  and  when  there  was  a 
count  he  had  to  come  and  verify  the 
number.  Therefore,  it  was  perfectly  plain 
that  the  Chairman  of  Committees  of 
Ways  and  Means  had  not  yet  been 
recognized  by  the  House  as  the  actual 
substitute  of  the  Speaker.  When  sub- 
jects were  argued  before  the  Speaker, 
all  the  questions  that  were  dealt  with 
were  questions  of  principle;  details  were 
matter  of  accident.  The  Speaker  had 
precedents  to  go  upon  for  the  length  of 
a  debate.  When  measures  had  occu- 
pied a  certain  length  of  time,  the  Speaker 
was  able  to  say  when  the  limit  ought  not 
to  be  exceeded.  But  by  what  precedents 
could  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
decide  ?  Details,  which  with  the  Speaker 
were  matters  of  accident,  were  the  prin- 
cipal part  of  the  discussion  in  Committee. 
There  were  more  than  1,000  Amend- 
ments on  the  Land  Bill.     Suppose  the 
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Chairman  of  Oommittees,  with  the  best 
will  in  the  world,  had  to  declare  closure 
on  all  those  1,000  Amendments,  and  not 
only  on  them,  but  on  every  Motion  to 
report  Progress,  by  what  criterion  was 
he  to  decide  that  the  time  had  arrived 
for  him  to  make  use  of  his  powers? 
Would  not  his  declaring  closure  on  many 
of  those  matters  produce  the  very  Ob- 
struction that  the  House  was  trying  to 
avoid?     There  was  a  great  difference 
between  the  position  occupied  by  the 
Speaker  and  that  occupied  by  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means.   The  Speaker 
was  surrounded  by  every  guarantee  of 
neutrality.     He  was  invested,  not  only 
with  the  Office  of  Speaker,    but  with 
other  offices  of  very  great  importance — 
such  as  Trustee  of  the  British  Museum, 
Controller  of  the  National  Debt,  and 
member  of  very  important  Boards;  and, 
altogether,   his  position  was  perfectly 
different  from  that  of  a  mere  Member 
of  the  House.    At  one  time  the  Speaker 
could  not  be  replaced  ;  and  in  order  to 
replace  the  Speaker  it  was  necessary  to 
bring  in  a  new  Bill,  and  before  that  Bill 
could  be  brought  in,  it  was  necessary 
to  obtain  the  assent  of  the  Sovereign. 
When  the  time  came  for  the  retirement 
of  the  Speaker  from  his  Office,  he  was 
rewarded  with  the  highest  dignities  by 
the  Crown.     Means  were  given  to  him 
to  support  his  new  dignity.    But  what 
was  the  case  with  regard  to  the  Office 
of  Chairman  of  Committees?     He  re- 
mained in  the  ranks  of  combatant  poli- 
ticians.    There  were  now  two  ex- Chair- 
men in  the  House — one  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Baikes),  another  now  a  Member  of  the 
Cabinet  (Mr.  Dodson).     A  Chairman  of 
Committees  might,  perhaps,  be  proceeded 
against  for  bribery  ;    he  might  make 
speeches  in  the  House ;  he  might  look 
to  the  Government  for  a  reward,  or  he 
might  accept  the    Chiltern   Hundreds. 
He  presumed  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  now  acted  as  Chairman  of 
Committees  received  the  usual  Govern- 
ment Whips,  and  that  he  was  an  enthu- 
siastio    Member    of    the    meetings    in 
Downing  Street  to  decide  whether  cloture 
was  to  be  adopted  or  not ;  and  he  would 
not  wonder  even  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  vote  on  this  very  Motion, 
which  conl'erred  upon  him  these  large 
powers.    He  spoke  on  Bills,  he  divided 
on  Bills,  and  sometimes  his  name  was 
on  the  back  oi  Bills ;  and  he  observed 


that  when  the  name  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  on  the  back  of  a  Bill,  it 
was  usually  in  company  with  that  of  a 
Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
When  the  Speaker  was  in  the  Chair  he 
was  removed  from  the  whispers  of  the 
Front  Benches ;  but  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  was  within  ear- shot  of 
any  hint  which  might  be  given  to  him 
by  the  Government,  who  were,  practi- 
cally, his  Colleagues.  He  hoped  that 
these  powers  would  not  be  given  to  the 
Speaker ;  but,  if  they  were,  his  position 
formed  no  analogy  for  giving  them  to 
the  Chairman  of  Committees.  He  (Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff)  did  not  think  that 
the  House  should  confer  upon  one  of  its 
Members,  who  was  really  in  no  much 
greater  position  than  anybody  else, 
powers  so  extensive,  and  which  he 
might  use  to  the  detriment  of  freedom 
of  debate.  The  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  lines  1  and  2,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  or 
to  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House.** — {Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
'or  to  the  Chairman  of  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  the  principal 
part  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
was  occupied  by  matters  to  which  this 
Amendment  has  no  reference  whatever. 
He  discussed  at  great  length,  with  many 
unquestionable,  and  perhaps  few  ques- 
tionable, propositions  the  position  of  the 
Speaker  of  the  House,  and  with  respect 
to  which  there  is  no  matter  at  present 
before  us,  and  I  will  part  from  that 
portion  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman with  this  single  observation — 
that  while  it  is  quite  true  that  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  does  not,  by  becoming 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  forfeit 
his  title  to  serve  his  country  in  other 
ways  than  in  his  political  Otfice,  that  is 
also  true,  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
seems  to  have  forgotten,  of  the  Speaker 
of  this  House.  A  very  distinguished 
man,  one  of  the  most  distinguished  men 
who  attained  to  the  high  Office-  —I  mean 
Mr.  Gren ville,  afterwards  Lord  Grenville, 
and  Mr.  Addington,  afterwards  Lord 
Sidmouth — in  one  instance  became  Se- 
cretary of  State,  and  in  the  other  case 
became  first  Prime  Minister,  and  after- 
wards Secretary  of  State. 

^Seventh  N%glit.\ 
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Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  :  But 
not  an  inferior  officer  depending  on  the 
Government  of  the  day. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  beg  pardon. 
A  Secretaryship  of  State  depends  on  the 
Government  of  the  day  just  as  much  as 
the  Secretaryship  of  the  Treasury.  But, 
Sir,  there  was  one  portion  of  the  re- 
marks which  occurred  in  the  relevant 
portion  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman— iA  the  part  of  the  speech  which 
had  reference  to  the  subject-matter  of 
the  Motion — in  which,  undoubtedly,  he 
raised  a  question  of  great  importance. 
The  question  of  the  position  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in  this 
House  is  a  question  of  great  importance, 
and  perhaps  I  had  better  remind  the 
House  that  we  have  nothing  now  to  do 
with  it — at  least,  I  wish  to  separate  that 
important  part  of  the  question  touched 
upon  by  the  hon.  Member — namely, 
what  provision  ought  to  be  made  with 
respect  to  those  Gentlemen  who,  not 
holding  the  responsible  Office  of  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  are  occasion- 
ally put  into  the  Chair.  That  question 
has  been  raised  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion in  a  cursory  manner ;  but  it  is  a  very 
important  question,  and  it  has  become 
of  additional  importance  since  the  very 
large  extension  which  has  been  given  to 
the  Office  of  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  because  within  my  own  recol- 
lection, and  within  the  recollection  of 
other  Members,  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  had  a  responsibility  merely 
limited,  I  think,  to  the  title  which  he 
bore,  and  was  not  expected  to  take  the 
Chair  upon  all  Bills  passing  through  this 
House.  Undoubtedly,  the  Government 
are  of  opinion  that  it  is  desirable  that  a 
more  strict  rule  should  be  laid  down 
than  now  exists  with  regard  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  persons  to  take  the  Chair 
when  the  Chairman  of  Committees  of 
Ways  and  Means,  from  any  cause,  is 
not  able  to  take  the  Chair ;  and  we  are 
under  the  impression  that  it  will  be  pos- 
sible, by  a  simple  regulation  enough,  to 
provide  for  that  part  of  the  case.  But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  argued  the  case 
particularly  with  regard  to  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  and  so  I  will  argue  it.  It  is  un- 
doubtedly, I  think,  a  very  serious  ques- 
tion whether  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  is  to  be  invested  with  the  powers 
that  he  now  possesses — ^namely,  the  same 
powers — T  believe  I  am  correct  in  say- 


ing— the  same  ordinary  powers  as  the 
Speaker  of  the  House,  subject  to  those 
appeals  to  which  he  is  now  subject.  I 
am  not  now  dealing  with  the  question 
whether  there  should  be  any  appeal  in 
this  matter;  the  question  is,  whether 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  is  to 
be  deprived  of  the  power  appertaining 
to  the  regulation  of  debate,  which  power 
the  House,  it  is  assumed  for  the  moment 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  is  about  to  have 
constituted  for  its  ordinaiy  Procedure. 
Now,  with  regard  to  some  depreciatory 
remarks  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
offered  with  regard  to  the  position  of 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  he 
has  quoted,  for  instance,  the  fact  that  the 
name  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  appears  on  the  backs  of  Bills  in 
concert  with  those  Members  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  as  an  imputation 
that  a  certain  element  of  partizanship 
enters  into  his  character,  and  that  con- 
sequently he  should  not  be  intrusted 
with  the  exercise  of  powers  of  a  difficult 
and  delicate  character.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  either  forgotten  or  does  not 
happen  to  be  aware  that  the  appear- 
ance of  the  name  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  on  the  backs  of  Bills 
is  a  matter  of  pure  form  ordered  by  the 
House,  and  has  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  his  inclination  or  with  his  supposed 
partizanship.  His  name  appears  on  the 
back  of  Bills,  I  believe,  in  cases  where 
there  is  a  preliminary  Committee,  and 
there  is  an  order  for  that  Bill  to  be  in- 
troduced ;  in  which  case  he,  as  Chairman 
of  the  Committee,  is  technically  sup- 
posed, and  formally  supposed,  to  be  the 
person  presenting  the  Bill,  though  in 
reality  he  has  nothing  to  do  with  it,  and 
though  it  sometimes  happens  that  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  is  of  the 
Party  opposed  to  the  Government  pro- 
posal. Now,  Sir,  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  involves  this  important  pro- 
position— that  upon  those  occasions  it  is 
desirable  to  depart  from  the  established 
general  rule  of  the  House  which  gives 
to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
the  same  powers,  speaking  generally 
and  subject  to  appeal,  to  be  exercised  in 
the  conduct  of  debate  as  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  in  the  debates  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  with  perfect 
truth  that  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  is  a  person  who  has  less  dignity 
than  the  Speaker,  and  who  is  not  only 
of  less  dignity,  but  who  is  not  so  com- 
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pletely  detached  from  Party  action  in 
this  House  as  the  Speaker.  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  right  in  the 
reference  he  has  made  to  the  vote  given 
by  the  Ohairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
on  a  Bill  in  the  present  Session  of  Par- 
liament— a  vote  given  in  Committee  on 
the  Bill,  I  think  it  was,  while  he  him- 
self was  presiding  in  that  Committee. 
Well,  Sir,  I  rather  believe  that  that 
vote,  if  I  remember  rightly,  was  due  to 
the  purely  accidental  circumstance  of  his 
happening  to  be  out  of  the  Chair  and 
happening  to  be  inclosed  in  the  Lobby 
without  being  aware  of  it.  Therefore, 
if  that  be  so,  that  is  a  subject  which  had 
better  not  be  introduced  into  this  de- 
bate ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  am  by  no 
means  prepared  to  allow  it  to  be  tacitly 
assumed  that  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  forfeits  the  right  to  vote  by 
sitting  in  the  Cheur;  and  for  this  rea- 
son, that  the  Speaker  undoubtedly  does 
not  forfeit  his  right  to  vote.  We  have 
heard  the  Speaker  of  this  House  as- 
sert from,  the  Chair  his  right  to  vote 
if  he  thought  fit  in  respect  to  his  opi- 
nion, and  not  merely  in  respect  to  the 
form  of  the  House  when  he  came  to 
give  a  casting  vote ;  and  I  have  known 
a  case  —  I  remember  a  case  early 
in  my  own  day — when  the  Speaker  of 
that  day,  Mr.  Manners  Sutton,  after- 
wards Lord  Canterbury,  voted  in  Com- 
mittee on  a  Bill ;  and  so,  coming  down 
later,  it  was  also  done  hy  Mr.  Denison 
and  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre.  I  recollect  a 
speech  made  by  Mr.  Manners  Sutton,  in 
which  he  distinctly  asserted  his  right  to 
vote  in  Committee — whether  he  did  vote 
or  not  I  am  not  certain — but  he  certainly 
expressed  his  right  to  vote.  However, 
this  is  a  case  which  we  ought  not  to  take 
into  our  view  at  the  present  moment. 
It  is  enough  to  consider  the  general  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  which  I 
admit — ^namely,  that  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  is  a  person  of  less 
aathority  than  the  Speaker ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  18  a  person  not  so  widely  re- 
moved from  Party  action  as  the  Speaker. 
Bat  now  let  us  consider  who  is  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means.  In  the  first 
place,  he  has  always  been,  as  I  have 
Baid,  endowed  with  powers  in  Committee 
^-certain  powers  in  Committee  substan- 
tially corresponding  to  those  of  the 
Speaker  in  the  Chair ;  and  the  House 
Us,  by  a  recent  most  important  arrange- 
loeat,  given  its  opinion  upon  the  general 


character  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  in  a  sense  directly  opposite  to 
that  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  now 
set  before  us,  and  I  wish  to  point  out  to 
the  House  what  would  be  tne  effect  of 
adopting  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man.  The  hon.  Gentleman  says  that 
upon  the  ground  of  presumed  unfitness 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  when 
he  sits  in  the  Chair  of  the  Committee, 
shall  not  be  authorized  to  exercise  the 
power  which  is  proposed  to  be  consti- 
tuted by  the  present  Eesolution.  Well, 
Sir,  supposing  the  House  adopted  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  on  account 
of  this  supposed  unfitness,  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  would  be  prevented 
from  exercising  this  power  when  he  was 
acting  as  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means ; 
but  when,  in  the  event  of  the  indisposi- 
tion of  the  Speaker,  or  from  any  other 
cause  requiring  the  absence  of  the 
Speaker,  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy 
Speaker,  he  would  then  in  respect  of 
his  fitness  be  authorized  to  exercise  that 
very  power  which  on  account  of  his  un- 
fitness had  been  taken  from  him  by  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  That  is 
what  is  proposed  by  the  Amendment 
which  is  now  before  us — an  Amendment 
which  the  Government  cannot  consent  to 
support.  Generally  speaking,  I  admit 
the  question  to  be  one  of  great  delicacy, 
and  of  great  difficulty,  as  well  as  of 
great  importance ;  but  let  me  point  out 
this  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  ne- 
cessity for  very  stringent  powers  ir  even 
greater  in  Committee  than  in  the  House, 
because  the  debates  are  less  formal,  and 
because  there  is  a  rapid  succession  of 
speeches,  and  a  sharp  competition  to 
speakers ;  and  if  the  House  adopt  the 
principle  of  giving  less  power  to  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in  Com- 
mittee than  is  now  enjoyed  for  that  pur- 
pose and  exercised  by  the  Speaker  in  the 
Chair,  I  am  afraid  the  House  will  really 
suffer  in  consequence.  It  is  quite  true 
the  Chairman  is  a  person  of  less  autho- 
rity than  the  Speaker ;  but  I  presume, 
and  I  believe  it  will  be  found  to  be  the 
fact,  if  the  Chairman  is  of  less  authority 
than  the  Speaker,  that  that  will  exclude 
the  Chairman  from  laying  any  undue 
stress  upon  the  weight  of  his  Office,  and 
make  him  aware  that  his  judgments  will 
not  be  accepted  with  the  same  implicit 
reliance  as  those  of  the  Speaker,  and 
consequently,  as  a  general  rule,  will  pro- 

[^Seucnth  Night. ^ 
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duce  a  proporfcionate  carefulness  in  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in  not 
straining  his  authority,  which  might 
break  down  in  his  hands,  and  which,  if 
it  did  break  down,  would  do  so  to  his 
own  discredit  as  well  as  to  the  discredit 
and  inconvenience  of  the  House.  This 
subject  is  hardly  to  be  discussed  now  in 
a  satisfactory  manner,  because  I  think 
that  if  the  position  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  in  relation  to  the  Cliair 
of  the  House  is  to  be  altered,  it  ought  to 
be  altered  upon  a  comprehensive  consi- 
deration of  the  whole  question,  and  of 
all  the  powers  which  he  possesses,  and 
that  whatever  is  done  it  would  be  most 
unsatisfactory  to  take  away  from  him, 
as  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  on 
account  of  supposed  unfitness,  a  power 
which,  as  Deputy  Speaker,  he  might  in 
the  very  same  evening  be  called  upon 
to  exercise.  I  am  convinced  that  it  is 
desirable  and  necessary,  and  for  the 
advantage  of  the  House  itself — which  is 
the  whole  matter  here — that  we  ought 
to  contemplate  that  for  the  purpose  of 
immediate  action,  whatever  provisions  of 
appeal  you  may  think  are  proper,  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  requires 
to  be  armed  with  all  the  powers  belong- 
ing to  the  Speaker  for  the  maintenance 
of  Order,  which  is  yet  more  difficult  and 
yet  more  necessary  in  Committee  than 
in  the  House ;  and,  therefore,  I  must 
object  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
the  Prime  Minister,  in  the  concluding 
portion  of  his  observations,  had  taken 
exception  to  the  time  and  mode  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff)  had  introduced 
this  question  to  the  notice  of  the  House  ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
pointed  out  any  other  time  or  mode  in 
which  it  would  have  been  open  to  the 
hon.  Member  to  raise  the  point. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  observed  that  he 
had  not  taken  those  objections  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that 
he  did  not  make  those  observations,  he 
had  nothing  more  to  say  on  the  point. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  every  step  they 
were  taking  in  what  he  might  call  the 
liigli  revolutionary  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, showed  the  difficulty,  the  delicacy, 
and  die  danger  of  the  course  which  the 
GoTttnment  invited  and  persuaded  the 

Mr.  GkdaUn$ 


House  to  pursue.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  now  seemed  to  argue 
that  because  these  enormous  powers  were 
to  be  conferred  on  the  Speaker,  there- 
fore, of  necessity,  they  must  be  conferred 
on  the  Chairman  of  Committees  of  the 
Whole  House.  But  it  appeared  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  satisfied 
with  the  Resolution  as  it  stood,  for  he 
had  told  the  House,  in  rather  mysterious 
language,  it  was  true,  that  further  Re- 
gulations might  have  to  be  prepared 
regulating  the  appointment  of  a  tempo- 
rary Chairman 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  said  nothing 
about  a  Resolution  for  the  guidance  of 
the  temporary  Chairman,  but  of  a  plan 
to  be  submitted  to  the  House  for  the 
appointment  of  these  temporary  Chair- 
men. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS :  Then,  was 
that  plan  to  be  submitted  as  part  of  the 
present  scheme,  or  in  an  ensuing  Session 
of  Parliament? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  has  no  con- 
nection with  this  scheme. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  :  If  so,  why 
had  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  introduced 
the  subject  ?  Surely  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  going  to  set  the 
first  example  of  Obstruction  l>y  intro- 
ducing totally  irrelevant  matter?  He 
(Lord  John  Manners)  was  giving  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  credit  for  address- 
ing himself  to  the  arguments  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth;  but  it 
seemed  he  was  in  error.  It  was  difficult 
to  argue  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
\  Cheers  from  the  Ministerial  Benches,^ 
Yes ;  he  (Lord  John  Manners)  was  not 
ashamed  to  confess  that  in  ordinary  cir« 
cumstances  he  should  feel  great  difficulty 
in  contending  in  argument  against  the 
extraordinary  ability  and  magnificent 
eloquence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman; 
but  that  difficulty  was  increased  on  the 
present  occasion  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman rising  in  his  place  and  making 
depreciatory  comments  upon  his  own 
speech.  The  Prime  Minister  took  ex- 
ception to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Portsmouth,  in  the  earlier  part 
of  his  speech,  made  some  reference  to 
the  position  which  the  Speaker  would  in 
future  occupy  ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman complained  that  that  was  not 
germane  to  the  matter  in  hand.  But 
his  hon.  Friend  was  merely  illustrating 
his  argument,  and  that  was  evidently 
the  view  of  the  Speaker,  who,  if  the 
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matter  had  been  irrelevBnt,  would  have 
interposed.  What  the  hon.  Member 
for  Portsmouth  urged  was  that  if  these 
difficulties  would  be  felt  in  the  case  of 
the  Speaker,  how  much  more  would  they 
be  felt  if  those  powers  were  granted  to 
the  Chairman,  who  was  not  so  safe- 
guarded as  the  superior  officer.  The 
right  hon.  Q^ntleman  had  adverted  to 
the  possibility  of  the  inconyeniences 
which  would  arise  by  the  Speaker  ex- 
ercising his  right  of  voting.  On  past 
occasions  in  the  history  of  this  country 
the  Speaker  had  not  been  so  safe- 
guarded from  political  considerations  as 
at  present ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  pointed  out,  in  language  that 
was  rather  suspicious,  that  the  Speaker 
had  not  always  abstained  from  taking 
part  in  political  questions ;  and  he  in- 
stanced the  case  of  the  Speaker  (Sir 
Charles  Manners  Sutton) ,  a  distinguished 
relatiye  of  his  (Lord  John  Manners). 
But  it  was  well  known  that  in  that  case, 
notwithstanding  the  anxiety  of  the  Go- 
Temment  of  the  day  to  secure  his  valu- 
able and  experienced  services  in  the 
Chair,  they  were  obliged  to  forego  them 
in  consequence  of  his  being  suspected 
of  taking  part  in  political  affairs. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  was  the  Go- 
vernment who  proposed  him. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS :  Then  who 
rejected  him? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  House. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS:  But  by 
whose  guidance  ?  The  case  was  as  his- 
torically well  known  as  could  be.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  in  those  days  the 
Speakers  of  the  House  did  exercise  a 
far  g^reater  political  influence  than  had 
been  the  habit  in  more  recent  times. 
But  were  they  to*look  forward  to  a  recur- 
rence of  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  probably  call  those  good  old 
practices?  For  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  vindicating  the  right  of  the 
Speaker  to  take  part  in  political  ques- 
tions. He  now  came  to  the  last  part  of 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. He  said  that  if  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth 
were  carried,  they  would  be  in  this 
absnrd  position — that,  under  the  new 
fjrstMn,  if  the  Speaker  were  incapaci- 
tated by  temporary  iUness,  and  his  place 
were  taken  by  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
lad  Means  as  Deputy  Speaker,  the  result 
vould  be  that  the  very  man  who  was 
nosble  to  wield  those  gigantic  powers 


as  Chairman  would  be  able  to  exercise 
them  when  elevated  to  the  Speaker's 
Chair.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  missed  the  point  of  his  hon.  Friend's 
argument.  His  hon.  Friend  had  care- 
fully pointed  out  that  the  circumstances 
that  surrounded  the  Speaker's  Chair 
would  separate  the  Chairman,  sitting 
as  Deputy  Speaker,  from  the  Rules  that 
guided  him  as  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means.  His  hon.  Friend's  objection  to 
the  Resolution  as  it  stood  rested,  not 
on  the  personal  or  accidental,  but  on  the 
official  and  moral  differences  between 
the  two  positions,  and  that  when  the 
Chairman  became  Speaker  of  the  House 
for  the  time  he  was  more  guarded  and 
less  liable  to  temptation  than  he  was 
when  occupying  his  own  position  as 
Chairman  of  Committees.  There  was 
another  point.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seemed  most  anxious  that  some  of 
the  important  functions  of  the  House 
should  be  relegated  to  Grand  Commit- 
tees, and  that  they  should,  practicaUy, 
take  the  place  of  Committees  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  said  nothing 
on  the  subject. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
was  willing  to  admit  that  was  so ;  but 
he  could  come  to  no  other  conclusion 
than  that  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  as  he  had  stated. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  not  sure 
that  I  gather  the  purport  of  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord.  Does  he  mean  to 
ask  whether  it  is  our  intention  that  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  shall  be, 
by  virtue  of  his  Office,  Chairman  of  the 
Grand  Committees  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
was  not  his  intention;  but,  as  it  had 
been  suggested,  he  should  be  truly 
delighted  to  have  an  answer  to  it.  His 
point  was  this — as  he  understood  the 
scheme,  its  object  was  to  confer  on 
these  Grand  Committees  all  the  func- 
tions of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House.  If  the  Grand  Committees  were 
to  take  the  place  of  Select  Committees, 
eadit  qucestio  ;  but  he  did  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  any 
intention  of  that  sort,  but  that  it  was 
his  intention  to  vest  in  Grand  Commit- 
tees the  powers  of  Committees  of  the 
Whole  House.  Were  the  Government 
prepared  to  confer  on  the  Chairmen  of 
these  Grand  Committees  the  same  powers 
as  would  be  conferred  on  the  Chairman 
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of  Ways  and  Means  ?  If  so,  it  might 
happen  that  gigantic  power  might  be 
conferred  upon  a  person  of  whose  im- 
partiality and  capacity  the  House  could 
form  no  opinion.  If  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  said  he  had  no  such  inten- 
tion, and  that  the  Chairmen  of  these 
Grand  Committees  were  to  have  no  higher 
power  than  that  possessed  by  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  at  the  present 
moment,  what  became  of  the  importance 
of  the  new  system  of  Grand  Committees 
as  a  means  of  expediting  the  Business 
of  the  House  ?  Every  one  of  the  60  Mem- 
bers of  a  Grand  Committee  would  be 
left  free  to  speak  40  times  on  every 
subject  that  was  before  them ;  and  he 
failed  to  see  in  these  circumstances  where 
the  alleviation  of  the  labours  of  the 
House  of  Commons  was  to  be  found,  or 
that  any  addition  would  be  made  to  the 
convenience  of  the  House  or  the  dignity 
of  its  proceedings.  On  the  whole,  the 
arguments  of  the  Prime  Minister  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  prevail  against  the 
clear  case  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff)  had  made  out.  Without 
saying  a  single  word  in  derogation  of 
the  qualities  of  any  Gentleman  who  had 
hitherto  filled  the  Office  of  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means,  or  of  its  present  occu- 
pant, and  admitting  that  it  was  in  the 
highest  degree  difficult  and  delicate  to 
argue  a  question  of  this  sort  without 
seeming  to  over-sensitive  minds  to  trench 
upon  personal  questions,  he  still  hoped 
and  believed  the  question  might  be 
thrashed  out  without  giving  needless 
offence  to  anyone  ;  and  he  was  quite  con- 
vinced that  the  House  would  do  wisely 
to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  he 
was  quite  sure  that  the  majority  of  the 
House  would  be  opposed  to  the  Amend- 
ment, because  they  were  determined  to 
find  a  remedy  against  Obstruction  in 
Committee ;  and  it  was  clear  that  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth, as  well  as  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord,  left  them  without  any  such 
remedy. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  the  last  speaker 
forgot  that  part  of  the  existing  Proce- 
dure under  which  the  Chairman  reported 
to  the  Speaker  the  occurrence  of  Ob- 
struction in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House.  Why  should  not  the  power  to 
be  conferred  upon  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  be  used  only  by  reference 
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to  the  Speaker  ?  In  such  an  arrange- 
ment a  key  to  a  friendly  settlement  of 
the  question  might,  perhaps,  be  found. 
Whoever  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
might  be,  he  would  be  a  political  par- 
tizan,  often  appointed  because  his  seat 
was  safe.  It  was  bad  enough  to  have 
these  new  powers  conferred  upon  the 
Speaker ;  but  it  would  be  ten  times 
worse  to  confer  them  on  the  Chairman 
of  Committees. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  it  was  not  the 
fault  of  the  supporters  of  the  Amend- 
ment if  the  original  Resolution  did  not 
provide  a  remedy   for  Obstruction  in 
Committee.     He  did  not  believe  that  if 
the  Rule  were  carried  in   its  present 
form  it  would  be  an  effective  remedy, 
although  it  might  give  the  Government 
power  to  close  the  mouths  of  the  Opposi- 
tion.    The  observations  of  the  Mover  of 
the  Amendment  were  conclusive,  and 
they  were  not  met  by  anything  that  had 
been  said  by  the  Prime  Minister;  on 
the  contrary,  his  remarks  strengthened 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member.     The 
general  result  of  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  that  the  most  neces- 
sary and  most  frequent    use    of   this 
formidable  power  was  to  be  intrusted  to 
a  person  who,  on  his  own  showing,  was 
a  person    of   less    authority  than  the 
Speaker.      That  being    the    case,   the 
House  would  do  very  well  not  to  accept 
the  Resolution  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment.    Two  questions  had  been  raised 
by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  John  Manners) 
to  which  it  was  necessary  that  explicit 
and  authoritative    answers    should  be 
given.     The  position,  up  to  that  time, 
was  incomplete,  because  they  really  did 
not  know  whether  the  power  proposed 
to  be  intrusted  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Moans  was  also  to  be  given  to  the 
Chairmen  of   the    Grand  Committees. 
Tiie  Prime  Minister  told  them  that  the 
Government  felt  the  difficulty  connected 
with  the  temporary  appointment  of  Gen- 
tlemen to  the  Office  of  Chairman,  and 
that  they  had  a  plan  which  at  some  time 
they  were  prepared  to  divulge.     It  was 
absolutely    necessary  that    the    House 
should  know  what  the  plan  was  before 
deciding  whether  it  was  desirable  that 
these  powers    should  be   intrusted   to 
Chairmen   of    Committees.      The  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  were  incom- 
plete until  their  intentions  on  these  two 
points  were  made  known  ;  and  although 
he  would  not  move  the  adjournment  of 
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the  debate  in  order  to  give  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  power  of  making  a 
statement,  he  hoped  some  hon.  Member 
would  pursue  that  course  in  the  event 
of  no  announcement  being  made. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  did  not  think  that  the  demand  made 
was  a  reasonable  one,  or  that  the  argu- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  was 
well  founded.  If  the  noble  Lord  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  read  the  terms  of 
the  Resolution,  he  would  have  found  an 
answer  to  his  question,  because  the  He- 
solution  was  strictly  limited  to  the  Chair- 
man of  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 
It  was  impossible  that  any  statement 
could  be  more  definite,  and  yet  two 
speeches  had  been  founded  on  a  con- 
traiy  assumption.  He  ventured  to  say 
that  was  not  the  way  to  save  the  time  of 
the  House. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
he  had  argued  it  both  ways. 

Sa  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  main- 
tained that  the  noble  Lord  had  said  that 
the  Resolution  would  g^ve  this  power  to 
the  Chairmen  of  Ghrand  Committees,  and 
when  the  Prime  Minister  stated  that  it 
would  do  nothing  of  the  kind,  the  noble 
Lord  assumed  an  air  of  virtuous  indig- 
nation, and  said  it  was  in  the  Paper. 
Now,  it  was  not  in  the  Paper,  but  the 
reiy  reverse  was  there.  The  Govern- 
ment had  said  that  they  meant  to  give 
these  powers  only  to  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  of  the  Whole  House,  and 
they  meant  what  they  had  said.  Then 
the  noble  Lord  had  said  that  the  Stand- 
ing Committees  were  to  be  invested  with 
all  the  powers  of  Committees  of  the 
Whole  jQouse.  That,  also,  he  had 
evolved  out  of  his  inner  consciousness. 
It  would  be  time  enough  when  they 
came  to  these  Standing  Committees  to 
discuss  what  should  be  their  powers  and 
those  of  their  Chairmen.  It  was  a  mere 
waste  of  time  to  import  a  discussion  on 
these  points  into  the  present  debate. 
Another  red  herring  had  been  drawn 
across  the  scent  in  introducing  the  ques- 
tion of  the  appointment  of  occasional 
Chairmen  in  the  absence  of  the  regular 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.  That 
had  been  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
W  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff),  and  the  Prime  Minister  had  said 
that  if  there  were  any  objection  to  the 
*yrtem  oi  appointing  occasional  Chair- 
awn  of  Committees  of  Ways  and  Means, 
ftat  question   might    properly  require 


time  for  systematic  consideration.  But 
that  was  entirely  a  bye-point,  and  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  this  part  of 
the  discussion.  Of  course,  it  was  in  the 
power  of  the  House  to  determine  that 
such  and  such  persons  only  should  be 
Chairmen  of  Committees  of  the  Whole 
House,  as  the  law  was  in  a  somewhat 
imperfect  and  vague  condition  as  to  the 
substitution  of  other  Gentlemen  for  the 
regular  Chairman.  But  hon.  Members 
might  as  well  say  they  would  not  discuss 
the  present  question  until  they  had  re- 
viewed the  collateral  question  of  the 
position  of  Deputy  Speakers.  The  ques- 
tion really  was — **  Do  you  mean  to  have 
the  same  power  of  controlling  Obstruc- 
tion in  Committee  as  you  have  in  the 
Whole  House  ?  "  Everyone  would  see 
that  that  was  the  substance  of  the  mat- 
ter. Everybody  would  also  see  that  if 
they  dealt  only  with  the  House,  and  not 
with  the  Committee,  they  would  have 
done  nothing  at  all.  When  the  House 
affirmed  the  eldture  by  the  division  which 
was  taken  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  Ses- 
sion, it  intended  to  affirm  the  principle 
as  much  for  Committee  as  for  the  House. 
That  was  perfectly  notorious  and  clear, 
and  it  could  not  be  got  rid  of  by  any 
side  operations.  The  business  of  Ob- 
struction had  been  carried  on  much  more 
successfully  in  Committee  than  in  the 
House,  and  the  whole  arena  of  the  cam- 
paign of  Obstruction  would,  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  succeeded  in 
his  Hesolution,  be  transferred  to  Com- 
mittee. As  the  most  important  Bills 
had  necessarily  a  long  life  in  Committee, 
it  would  be  possible  for  those  who  de- 
sired to  obstruct  Business  to  carry  on  the 
science  of  Obstruction  in  Committee. 
Those  who  wished  to  stop  this  kind  of 
thing  would  stop  it  in  Committee,  while 
those  who  liked  this  kind  of  thing  would 
endeavour  to  prevent  it  being  stopped  in 
Committee. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
must  congratulate  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  upon  so  strongly 
taking  up  the  view  he  at  present  held, 
for  there  must  have  been  some  serious 
conversion  in  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  mind  on  this  subject.  They 
had  not  always  heard  such  language 
from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. The  late  Government  when  in 
Office  brought  forward  certain  Motions 
in  order  to  check  Obstruction ;  but  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  then 
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interposed  as  many  difficulties  as  lie 
possibly  could.  In  1879  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  pro- 
posed a  very  moderate  and  proper 
Besolution — namely,  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  have  the  power  of  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply  on  Monday 
without  any  previous  questions  being 
raised.  That  was  a  very  harmless  pro- 
position. Indeed,  the  Prime  Minister 
.  proposed  yesterday  that  the  Rule  should 
be  applied  to  Thursdays  as  well.  Who 
was  the  great  opponent  of  that  plan 
when  it  was  proposed  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment? Why,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite,  who  said — 
"You  are  attempting  to  check  all  due 
debates  in  the  House  of  Commons  j" 
and  he  told  an  amusing  story  of  a  friend 
of  his  who,  after  in  vain  attempting  to 
dam  up  a  Highland  stream,  which 
flooded  his  grounds,  remarked — **  There 
are  only  two  things  which  I  have  not 
been  able  to  conquer — namely,  a  High- 
land stream  and  a  woman."  And  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  went 
on  to  observe  that  there  was  one  thing 
which  you  could  not  dam  up,  and  that 
was  the  House  of  Commons.  He  now 
had  to  congratulate  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  on  his  sudden  con- 
version. It  was  a  common  experience 
that  perverts  were  very  often  more  per- 
sistent in  their  new  faith  than  those 
who  were  brought  up  in  that  faith,  and 
he  had  no  doubt  that  before  these  dis- 
cussions closed  the  House  would  have 
some  still  stronger  speeches  from  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  The 
argument  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
John  Manners)  about  Grand  Committees 
was  as  clear  as  possible.  If,  his  noble 
Friend  contended,  this  Bule  were  to 
apply  to  the  Chairmen  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees, hon.  Members  ought  to  know 
what  a  Grand  Committee  was  to  be  and 
how  it  was  to  be  appointed.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  asserted 
that  the  Kules  said  nothing  about  the 
Chairmen  of  Grand  Committees  at 
present,  and  that  it  would  be  sufficient 
to  discuss  that  question  when  they  came 
to  the  subject  of  Standing  Committees. 
He  maintained,  on  the  contrary,  that 
they  ought  to  have  the  information  now. 
They  ought  to  know  whether  there  was 
any  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  invest  the  Chairmen  of  these 
Standing  Committees  with  anything  like 
the  authority  which  they  now  proposed 
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to  give  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Whole 
House.  If  this  were  the  intention  of 
the  Government,  this  was  the  time  when 
they  ought  to  be  told  of  it. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  House  has 
been  told  there  is  no  such  intention. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  lie 
would  take  one  side  of  the  argument  first. 
He  would  take  it  now  that  it  was  not  pro- 
posed that  any  powers  of  this  kind  were 
to  be  given  to  the  Chairman  of  a  Stand- 
ing Committee.  Then  came  the  other 
form  of  his  noble  Friend's  argument. 
His  noble  Friend  said — "  If  you  look  at 
the  composition  of  your  Standing  Com- 
mittees you  will  find  that  you  are  giving 
them,  in  respect  to  the  Bills  referred  to 
them,  all  the  powers  which  Committees 
of  the  Whole  House  at  present  ezer- 
else 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  asked 
where  this  was  stated  in  the  Resolu- 
tions ? 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  Why, 
it  was  proposed — 

*'  That  all  Bills  comprised  in  each  of  the  said 
classes  shall  be  Committed  to  one  of  the  said 
Standing  Committees,  unless  the  House  shall 
otherwise  order,  and,  when  reported  to  the 
House,  shall  bo  proceeded  with  as  if  they  had 
been  reported  from  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House." 

His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  had  pressed 
upon  the  Government  a  point  upon 
which  they  were  perfectly  en  title!!  to  in- 
sist before  going  to  a  division.  The 
Home  Secretary  had  spoken  of  some- 
one's having  drawn  a  red  herring  across 
the  path,  which  the  Government  would 
not  follow.  But  if  anyone  had  drawn 
a  red  herring  across  the  path  it  had  been 
the  Prime  Minister.  The  rieht  hoD. 
Gentleman  had  made  this  admission. 
He  admitted  that  the  position  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  was  very 
different  from  that  of  the  Speaker  in  the 
Chair — first,  because  the  Chairman  had 
not  the  same  authority  as  the  Speaker— 
not  having  been  elected  in  the  same  way, 
and  not  possessing  the  confidence  of  the 
House  to  the  same  extent.  Secondly, 
because  the  position  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  threw  him  and  kept  him 
in  active  political  life  to  a  much  greater 
extent  than  the  Speaker.  Those  were 
important  admissions  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  part ;  they  were,  no  doubt, 
too  obvious  to  be  denied ;  but  having 
been  made,  they  made  it  absolutely  ne« 
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cessary  that  tbe  fullest  and  fairest  dis- 
cusaion  should  take  place  before  the 
House  intrusted  such  large  powers  to 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Moans.  But 
the  Prime  Minister  went  on  to  say  there 
could  be  no  doubt  of  the  wisdom  of 

flying  such  powers,  because  they  could 
e  accompanied  by  an  appeal  to  the 
Speaker.  But  the  argument  showed 
clearly  that  there  was  some  doubt  in  the 
Prime  Minister's  mind  as  to  the  propriety 
of  intrusting  such  large  powers  to  a  man 
who  was  in  a  position  so  totally  different 
from  that  of  the  Speaker.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  went  on  to  use  an 
extraordinary  argument.  Granting  that 
the  Chairman  did  not  possess  the  high 
authority  of  the  Speaker — that  he  was 
more  actively  engaged  than  the  Speaker 
in  political  life ;  that  the  method  of  his 
election  rendered  him  more  open  to  sus- 
picion, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  the  Chairman  might  still  be  in- 
trusted with  those  large  powers,  because 
he  would  be  all  the  more  careful  in  exer- 
cising them,  as  the  less  the  authority 
given  to  a  man  the  more  likely  he  was 
to  decide  wrongly.  That  was  a  strange 
kind  of  argument,  for  it  amounted  to 
this — the  weaker  the  man  and  the  less 
the  authority,  the  more  careful  he  would 
be,  and  therefore  he  might  be  intrusted 
with  these  great  powers.  Then  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
had  raised  another  question.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  said  that  at  some  future 
time  he  would  lay  before  the  House 
some  proposition  in  respect  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  those  Chairmen  who  would 
sit  on  days  when  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  could  not  be  present.  Now, 
he  would  like  to  know  what  that  propo- 
sition was  before  voting  on  the  question. 
The  House  knew  the  Speaker,  and  knew 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means ;  but 
they  knew  nothing  of  the  man  who  might 
take  the  place  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  on  those  occasions.  They 
were  entitled  to  know  how  such  a  Chair- 
man was  to  be  elected,  and  what  were 
the  guarantees  that  he  might  be  safely 
charged  with  these  important  functions 
before  going  to  the  vote.  It  would 
be  well  for  the  Government  to  know  at 
that  early  moment  that  hon.  Members  at 
least  on  the  Opposition  side  were  quite 
determined  to  have  that  information  be- 
fore they  could  vote  on  the  proposition 
to  give  such  enormous  powers  to  an  un- 
bioirn  Member  of  that  House. 


Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
said,  he  had  been  glad  to  listen  to  the 
remarks  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
R.  Assheton  Cross)  who  had  just  sat 
down,  because  he  had  clearly  shown 
that  whatever  the  Government  might 
think,  or  whatever  they  might  say,  the 
occupants  of  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
were  determined  to  know  the  exact 
nature  of  the  Rules  that  were  to  be 
placed  before  the  House  for  the  guid- 
ance of  the  Chairman  of  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee before  going  to  a  division.  It 
was  idle  for  the  rieht  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  to  say 
that  a  red  herring  had  been  drawn 
across  the  path  of  the  House.  If  a  red 
herring  had  been  drawn  across  their 
path,  it  was  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  himself  and  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister who  had  performed  that  piece  of 
strategy,  because  the  Home  Secretary 
had  got-up  and  repeated  what  had  been 
said  by  the  Prime  Minister — namely, 
that  some  Rules  were  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  be  drawn  up  for  regulating  the 
action  of  those  who  were  to  take  the 
Chair  on  certain  occasions,  when  the 
proposed  Grand  Committees  were  to  dis- 
charge the  functions  that  would  be  im- 
posed upon  them  under  the  New  Rules, 
so  that  the  House  should  have  some 
guarantee  that  those  Gentlemen  were 
fit  and  proper  persons  to  occupy  such  a 
position.  This  was,  in  his  opinion,  one 
reason  why  the  House  ought  not  to 
allow  this  question  to  be  passed  without 
obtaining  some  definite  proposal  on  the 
subject;' but  the  main  question  for  the 
House  to  consider  was  this  —  and  he 
would  admit  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site that  it  was  an  unpleasant  one  to 
deal  with,  because  in  all  such  matters 
personal  considerations  were  sure  to  be 
brought  more  or  less  to  the  front.  He 
would  at  once  say  that  while  entertain- 
ing the  highest  respect  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  occupied  the  posi- 
tion of  Speaker,  yet  when  it  came  to 
the  question  of  the  appointment  of 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  there 
was  hardly  a  Member  of  the  House — 
and  it  certainly  was  heard  with  great 
frequency  from  the  Liberal  side — who 
when  outside  that  House  was  not  in  the 
habit  of  making  remarks  on  the  way  in 
which  the  Business  of  the  Committees 
of  the  House  was  conducted  by  the  diffe- 
rent occupants  of  the  Chairman's  seat, 
the  comments  not  being  made  as  between 
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them  and  the  Speaker,  but  as  between 
the  Gentlemen  who  happened  to  fulfil 
the  functions  of  Chairmen  of  Ways  and 
Means.  If  they  were  about  to  put  into 
the  hands  of  a  man  who  was  selected  as 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  the 
powers  proposed  to  be  conferred  on  the 
Speaker,  they  must  remember  that  the 
mode  in  which  the  selection  was  com- 
monly made  was  most  faulty.  The  House 
at  present  had  only  a  nominal  voice  in 
the  selection  of  the  Chairman  ;  but  if 
it  was  intended  to  arm  him  with  all  the 
authority  of  the  Speaker,  the  House 
ought  to  exercise  as  much  control  over 
his  appointment  as  it  did  in  the  case  of 
the  Speaker.  How,  he  asked,  was  the 
selection  generally  made?  The  Prime 
Minister  rose  and  intimated  that  Mr. 
So-and-so  would  take  the  Chair,  and 
this  being  seconded  by  another  occupant 
of  the  Treasury  Bench,  the  Chairman 
was  in  the  Chair  before  a  remark  could 
be  made  by  anyone  else.  [Mr.  Glad- 
stone dissented.]  Tho  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  shook  his 
head ;  but  he  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
appealed  to  the  House  to  say  whether 
this  was  not  what  it  saw  over  and  over 
again  ?  Without  going  further  into  the 
question,  he  would  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  whether  the  selections  of  tho 
Prime  Minister  had  always  been  the 
best  that  could  be  for  the  interests  and 
dignity  of  the  House  ?  He  was  sorry 
to  be  obliged  to  go  into  questions  of 
this  kind  ;  but  they  were  questions  the 
House  was  obliged  to  meet,  and  he 
ventured  to  say  that  there  was  not 
in  that  House  a  more  important  posi- 
tion, next  to  that  of  the  Speaker,  than 
that  of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means. 
Yet,  as  things  were,  the  Office  was  given 
to  a  supporter  of  the  Government  for 
whom  it  was  necessary  to  provide,  and 
who  was  not  thought  quite  good  enough 
for  the  Cabinet  ['*  No,  no  !  "]  If  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  satisfied  that 
this  was  not  the  fact,  let  them  get  up 
and  say  so.  But  the  truth  was  that  every- 
one in  that  House  knew  what  had  hap- 
pened in  regard  to  these  appointments, 
and  what  had  been  the  consequences. 
This  being  so,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
House  whether  it  was  not  constantly  the 
ease  that  in  Committee  on  important 
questions,  when  hon.  Members  on  the 
Oppoaition  side  of  the  House  rose  to  ex- 
preas  their  views,  they  were  howled  down 
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by  the    large  numbers   of  Gentlemen 
sitting  on  the  Ministerial  side?    When, 
however,  men  below  the  Gangway,  who 
would  brook  no  control,  or  who  cared 
nothing  for  the  Regulations  of  the  House, 
and  were  determined  to  have  their  say, 
got  up  and  insisted  on  being  heard,  in 
that  case  the  large  majority  of  the  House 
bowed  to  those  men,  simply  because  they 
exhibited  their  full  intention  to  assert 
their  will  and  independence,  and  allowed 
them  to  proceed  without  saying  one  word 
against  them.     He  would  put  it  to  the 
Conservative  Party,  whether  it  was  not 
the  fact  that  when  the  Party  opposite 
had  the  power,  they  did  howl  down  Con- 
servative speakers  and  prevent  questions 
in  which  they  were  interested  being  pro- 
perly discussed?    He   would   give  the 
House  an  instance  of  this.     On  the  first 
day  of  the  discussion  of  the  Arrears  Bill 
it  would  be  remembered  that  when  the 
discussion  had  got  into  a  state  in  which 
it  was  not  quite  so  quick  and  lively  as  it 
might  have  been,  the  Prime  Minister  got 
up  and  said  he  was  quite  certain  there 
had  been  sufiicient  discussion,  and  he 
was   surprised    that    any  adjournment 
could  be  required  in  regard  to  such  a 
Bill  as  that,  which,  however,  in  his  (Sir 
AValter  B.  Barttelot's)  opinion,  was  one 
of  the  most  important  Bills  that  had  ever 
been  introduced  into  that  House.     Well, 
if  a  Bill  of  such  a  character  was  to  be 
treated  in  such  a  way,  how  was  the  Op- 
position likely  to  be  treated  when  the 
House  had  before  it  a  measure  for  County 
Government,  or  the  Bill  for  lowering  the 
County  Franchise,  in  which  the  Conser- 
vative Party  was  especially  interested  ? 
Why,  they  would  not  be  allowed  to  say 
what  they  wished  to  say.     When  the 
Government  needed  the  support  of  the 
Conservative  Party  that  support  was  un- 
grudgingly given.      When,    therefore, 
those  great  changes  were  being  brought 
forward  there  ought  to  be  ample  oppor- 
tunity of  free  speech  and  discussion,  and 
the  absence  of  such  opportunities  was  a 
state  of  things  which  that  House  ought 
not  to   tolerate.     Under  these  circum- 
stances, and  because  he  objected  to  be 
placed  in  such  a  position,  he  should  give 
his  vote  in  favour  of  the  Amendment 
moved  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
WolflF). 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  that  the  demon- 
strations which  attended  some  of  the 
sentences  of  the  hon.  and  pliant  Mem- 
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ber  who  had  just  sat  down  showed,  at 
all  events,  that  if,  unfottunately,  the 
carrying  on  of  the  debates  in  the  House 
should  ever  be  reduced  to  a  question  of 
howling  down,  the  exercise  of  that  power 
would  not  be  confined  to  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House,  but  that  there  was 
a  corresponding  power  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  had  spoken  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees was  selected,  as  if  he  was  simply 
nominated  by  the  Prime  Minister ;  but 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  was 
just  as  much  an  elected  Officer  of  the 
House  as  the  Speaker.  The  election  of 
a  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  might 
be  contested  absolutely  and  entirely 
in  the  same  way  as  the  election  of  a 
Speaker;  and,  like  the  Speaker,  he 
was  elected  for  the  duration  of  a  Par- 
liament. No  doubt,  his  election  had  not 
been  usually  contested.  In  very  rare  in- 
stances had  the  proposal  of  the  Ministry 
been  disputed ;  but  it  was  not  less  the 
fact  that  it  was  open  to  the  House  to 
challenge  the  nomination,  and  to  decide 
the  question  by  vote.  The  late  Home 
Secretary  (Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross)  had 
made  an  extraordinary  speech ;  for  it 
consisted  of  telling  a  story  which  was 
not  his  story,  and  addressing  himself 
to  a  Besolution  which  was  not  before 
the  House.  He  had  insisted  upon  know- 
ing what  were  to  be  the  powers  of  the 
Chairmen  of  Grand  Committees,  or 
Standing  Committees,  as  the  Govern- 
ment called  them.  Answer  had  been 
given  that  they  did  not  propose  to 
invest  the  Chairmen  of  Standing  Com- 
mittees with  this  power  of  closure, 
which  they  were  now  proposing  to  give, 
by  this  Besolution,  to  the  Chairman  of 
the  Whole  House.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Manners)  and  the  late  Home 
Secretary  had  then  said  how  very  illo- 
gical it  would  be  if  this  power  were  not 
given  to  them.  If  the  noble  Lord 
thought  the  Chairmen  of  these  Stand- 
ing Committees  should  be  invested  with 
the  same  powers  as  the  Chairman  of  the 
Whole  House,  it  would  be  open  to  him 
to  propose  this,  and  the  House  would,  no 
doubt,  consider  it.  It  was  necessary  that 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  should 
be  clothed  with  the  same  powers  as  the 
Speaker  on  this  subject.  That  was  an 
opinion  deliberately  formed  by  the  Go- 
▼emment,  and  to  it  they  adhered.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  pointed  out  that  the 

VOL.  OCLXXIV.   [thikd  series.] 


House  might  feel  some  hesitation  as 
regarded  the  intrusting  these  powers  to 
a  casual  Chairman  of  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  and  that  the  manner  in 
which  a  temporary  Chairman  took  the 
Chair  was  not  on  the  same  footing  as 
that  of  the  regular  Chairman.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Haikes)  had  got  an  Amendment 
which  would  exclude  from  the  exercise 
of  those  powers  the  temporary  Chairman 
of  Committee  of  the  Whole  House.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  provide  for  relief  for  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means ;  and  if  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  was, 
through  fatigue  or  illness,  obliged  to 
leave  the  Chair  to  some  other  person, 
the  Committee  ought  not  then  to  be  ex- 
posed to  risks  of  evils  of  Obstruction, 
from  which  it  would  be  preserved  if  the 
regular  Chairman  were  in  his  place. 
The  Government,  however,  felt  the  diffi- 
culty and  the  force  of  the  argument  as 
regarded  the  exercise  of  these  powers 
by  a  temporary  Chairman  ;  and  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  stated,  not  with 
reference  to  this  Besolution  only,  but 
with  reference  to  the  general  ques- 
tion of  temporarily  filling  the  Chair, 
that  it  was  desirable  that  the  House 
should  arrive  at  some  arrangement  as 
regarded  the  mode  of  appointment  of 
the  persons  who  might  temporarily  fill 
the  Chair.  When  the  House  proceeded 
to  the  consideration  of  the  next  Am^d- 
ment^-that  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Preston — the  Government  would  be 
prepared  to  make  a  proposal  in  regard 
to  these  Chairmen  which  they  ventured 
to  hope  would  meet  with  the  approval 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  remarked,  that 
the  further  this  discussion  proceeded  the 
more  it  became  obvious  that  the  House 
had  not  before  it  adequate  materials 
even  for  judging  of  what  had  taken 
place  with  regard  to  the  previous  Amend- 
ment. As  far  as  he  understood  the  mat- 
ter, nothing  could  have  been  more  clear 
than  the  action  which  the  Government 
had  formerly  intended  to  take  with  re- 
gard to  the  position  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  in  reference  to  the 
cldture.  As  far  as  he  had  understood  the 
language  of  the  Prime  Minister  some 
months  ago,  nothing  could  be  more  cer- 
tain than  that  the  Government  were 
then  willing  to  accept,  without  any 
qualification,   the   Amendment    of    the 
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right  hon.  Member  for  PreBton  (Mr. 
Kaikes),  limiting  the  powers  under  the 
eldture  in  Committee  to  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  observed,  that  al- 
though, as  far  as  his  recollection  went, 
he  did  not  remember  that  his  language 
had  gone  quite  as  far  as  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man believed  that  it  did,  still,  if  the 
matter  were  within  the  recollection  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  undertaking 
given  should  be  fulfilled. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  felt  satisfied  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  make 
inquiries  on  the  point  he  would  find  that 
his  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
undertaking  given  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  was  accurate.  But,  if  so,  it 
entirely  disposed  of  the  speech  of  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
Before  Members  of  the  House  could  con- 
sent to  abandon  any  of  the  safeguards  that 
now  existed  for  free  discussion  they  must 
be  satisfied  that  the  right  of  free  debate 
would  not  be  unduly  restricted,  and  that 
they  would  obtain  some  concession  on 
the  point  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
Nothing  was  more  remarkable  in  the 
progress  of  these  debates  than  the  change 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  view  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  1st  Re- 
solution. When  the  subject  had  been 
first  introduced  the  Government  had 
stated  that  they  did  not  rely  upon  this 
Rule  specially  to  put  down  Obstruction, 
because  they  had  other  Rules  in  their 
quiver  which  would  be  still  more  useful 
in  getting  rid  of  Obstruction.  They  had 
got  beyond  that  now,  and  the  eldture 
appeared  to  be  regarded,  both  by  their 
supporters  in  the  country  and  by  the 
Government,  as  a  means  of  putting  down 
Obstruction.  He  believed  that  he  would 
be  able  to  show  that  this  cumbrous  pro- 
cedure was  utterly  unpuited  to  Com- 
mittees of  the  Whole  House,  especially 
when  Supply  was  being  taken ;  and  the 
Government  themselves  seemed  to  share 
that  view,  because  they  did  not  propose 
to  give  the  power  it  conferred  to  the 
Chairmen  of  the  Grand  Committees. 
Yet  to  these  bodies  the  Prime  Minister 
proposed  to  delegate  the  functions  of 
the  House,  and  Obstruction  was  as  likely 
to  occur  in  the  one  place  as  in  the  other. 
Again,  the  Government  thought  it  right 
that  in  this  matter  the  powers  of  the 
Speaker  and  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees should  be  similar.  He  should 
like  to    know  why?     They  were  not 
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similar  at  present.  There  were  occasions, 
as  they  all  knew,  on  which  the  Chair- 
man did  not  act  on  his  own  responsi- 
bility, but  reported  the  matter  to  the 
House  in  order  that  the  Speaker  might 
take  action.  But,  it  was  urged,  ihe 
Chairman  of  Committees  was  Deputy 
Speaker,  and  as  such  could  exercise  the 
ordinary  duties  of  the  Chair,  and  ought, 
therefore,  to  have  similar  powers.  Again 
he  asked,  why?  He  could  only  say 
that  upon  the  present  proposal  he  looked 
with  very  great  alarm,  as  being  one 
calculated  to  degrade  the  Office  of 
Chairman  of  Committees.  The  general 
tendency  of  the  House  in  later  years 
had  been  to  remove  the  Speaker  as  far 
as  possible  from  active  political  life  ;  but 
it  was  otherwise  with  the  Chairman  of 
Committees.  The  latter  was  engaged  in 
active  political  life,  and  looked  to  the 
Leader  of  the  Party  with  which  he  was 
connected  for  advancement.  There  were, 
therefore,  special  temptations  for  him  to 
fall  in  with  the  views  of  his  Party.  The 
certain  eflfect  of  the  Rule  now  proposed 
would  be  to  make  the  Chairman  abandon 
his  impartiality  and  take  a  partizan 
position.  They  had  been  told  that  the 
object  of  this  Rule  was  to  enable  the  Go- 
vernment to  pass  certain  measures  upon 
which  the  majority  of  the  House  was 
determined.  Supposing  that  majority 
thought  that  those  Bills  were  not  ad- 
vancing rapidly  enough,  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  would  be  subject  to  in- 
fluences which  he  did  not  now  experience, 
both  from  the  Government  and  from  the 
constituencies  outside;  and  if  these  in- 
fluences were  not  sufficient  they  had 
that  unfailing  means  for  bringing  re- 
calcitrant Liberal  Members  to  a  sense  of 
their  duty — a  little  friendly  advice  from 
the  Home  Secretary.  He  ventured  to 
think  that,  in  these  circumstances,  the 
position  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
would  become  absolutely  intolerable, 
and  that  the  Resolution  now  proposed, 
unless  surrounded  by  safeguards  not  yet 
suggested,  would  be  disastrous  to  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  position  of 
Chairman  is  the  same  as  that  of  Speaker 
except  in  certain  cases,  when  there  is  a 
power  of  appeal. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  observed,  that 
any  power  of  appeal  clearly  expressed 
would,  to  some  extent,  qualify  the  Re- 
solution. If,  however,  the  Resolution 
was  to  be  submitted  to  the  judgment  of 
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the  House  in  its  present  form — that  was 
to  say,  in  a  form  giving  the  Chairman 
the  same  powers  as  the  Speaker — he 
would  offer  it  his  most  strenuous  oppo- 
sition. 

Mb.  hicks  asked  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  for  a  short  time,  whilst  he 
endeavoured  to  show  why  the  Amend- 
ment now  before  it  should  be  accepted. 
He  was  fully  sensible  of  the  danger 
they  were  in  of  unwittingly  saying 
something  that  would  be  offensive  to 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means; 
and,  therefore,  at  the  outset,  he  wished 
to  say  that  he  was  desirous  of  doing 
justice  alike  to  the  good  intentions 
of  the  present  and  the  past  holder 
of  the  Office.  It  was  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister who  had  forced  this  discussion 
on  them.  Many  of  them,  he  had  no 
doubt,  would  have  been  pleased  if  the 
Amendment  had  been  accepted,  or  some 
promise  given  that  the  Bule  would  be 
modified ;  but,  as  nothing  of  the  kind 
had  been  done,  it  was  incumbent  on  in- 
dependent Members  to  stand  forward  in 
defence  of  the  rights  and  privileges  of 
the  Members  of  the  House,  and  by 
defending  the  right  of  free  discussion 
to  maintain  the  liberty  of  the  people  of 
England.  He  contended  that  the  Hule 
was  not  properly  applicable  to  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  at  all,  and  that,  if  it 
were,  the  manner  of  its  application  was 
faulty.  The  great  evil  in  Committee 
generally  was  not  too  much  delay,  but 
too  much  haste — measures  being  occa- 
sionally passed  with  defects  which  at 
the  time  escaped  notice.  As  an  example 
of  this,  he  would  refer  to  the  Parlia- 
mentary and  Municipal  Voters  Act. 
That  Act  would  never  have  passed  if 
the  House  had  known  its  real  cha- 
racter; but  it  was  left  to  Hevising 
Barristers  to  discover  what  really  the 
Act  had  done.  Ag^in,  by  13  &  14  Vict., 
c.  99,  owners  of  small  tenements  were 
made  responsible  for  poor  and  highway 
rates.  This  was  repealed  by  38  &  39 
Vict.f  c.  66.  At  the  same  time  it  was 
re-enacted  as  far  as  regarded  poor  rates ; 
but  the  question  of  highway  rates  es- 
caped the  notice  of  the  draftsman  and 
the  Committee.  The  attention  of  the 
Committee  was  not  drawn  to  this  by 
those  in  charge  of  the  Bill,  great  in- 
coDvenience  arose,  and  the  time  of  Par- 
liament had  to  be  taken  up  in  passing 
another  amending  Act.  Then  the  Bill 
of  the  lute  hop.  and  learned  Member 


for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Marten)  amending 
the  Public  Health  Act  would  not  have 
been  allowed  to  pass  so  easily  had  its 
jeal  object  been  understood ;  and  in  the 
Customs  and  Inland  Eevenue  Bill  of  last 
Session  was  a  clause  taking  away  from 
taxpayers  a  protection  they  had  long 
enjoyed,  which  had  to  be  fought  obsti- 
nately in  Committee  before  the  Prime 
Minister  consented  to  amend  it.  Pass- 
ing to  another  point,  he  would  ask 
whether  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  was  an  officer 
who  ought  to  be  intrusted  with  tyran- 
nical powers  in  all  the  discussions  which 
might  take  place  while  he  occupied 
the  Chair?  They  had  heard  a  good 
deal  in  praise  of  those  Gentlemen  who 
had  occupied  the  position  filled  by 
the  Speaker — Minister  after  Minister 
had  spoken  in  terms  of  eulogy  of  the 
manner  in  which  those  duties  had  been 
fulfilled — but  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  had  not 
even  been  **  damned  with  faint  praise," 
for  his  conduct  had  been  passed  by  in 
total  silence.  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  said  —  "  The  very 
object  of  raising  the  Speaker  to  the 
Chair  was  to  insure  his  impartiality,  and 
to  remove  him  above  all  Party  feeling." 
Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  himself  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means;  but  he  said  not  one  word  in 
defence  of  that  officer.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  spoke  very  strongly  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Speaker's  position,  holding 
that  the  acceptance  of  such  an  Office 
was  equivalent  to  a  pledge  that  he 
would  be  impartial.  He  did  not  say 
that  those  arguments  applied  to  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means ;  indeed,  they  were  argu- 
ments against  intrusting  the  same 
powers  to  an  officer  who  was  not  placed 
in  the  same  impartial  position.  More- 
over, it  was  an  Office  which  Members 
of  the  highest  position  and  greatest 
experience  were  not  desirous  to  accept. 
Not  only  was  this  so  at  present,  but 
year  after  year  the  difficulty  of  finding 
Gentlemen  of  sufficient  standing  and  ex- 
perience increased,  and  the  tendency  of 
constituencies  to  change  their  Eepresen- 
tatives  was  becoming  more  and  more 
marked,  and  increased  the  difficulty. 
During  the  last  few  years,  moreover, 
they  had    placed  new  powers  in    the 
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hands  of  the  Ohairman,  and  he  would 
ask  the  House  whether  they  had  been 
exercised  on  all  occasions  to  their  satis- 
faction? He  would  give  the  Chair- 
man credit  for  entire  impartiality ;  but 
had  he  not  made  mistakes  ?  There  was 
the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birken- 
head (Mr.  Mac  Iver),  which  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  Speaker,  and  it  could  dot 
be  said  that  the  House  on  that  occasion 
was  quite  satisfied  with  the  judgment 
of  the  Chairman.  Then,  secondly,  there 
was  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  (Mr.  0*Donnell),  who  was 
suspended  for  a  second  time,  after  which 
it  was  found  that  the  suspension  was 
not  in  accordance  with  the  Bules  of  the 
House,  though,  had  he  been  suspended 
once  more  subsequently,  he  would  have 
been  precluded  from  addressing  the 
House  for  the  rest  of  the  Session.  The 
House,  however,  was  not  sufficiently 
generous  to  strike  the  record  out  of  the 
Proceedings  of  the  House,  although  it 
disapproved  of  the  decision  of  the  Chair- 
man. A  third  case  was  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  who 
was  stopped  while  addressing  the  House 
upon  the  Irish  Estimates,  although  it 
was  afterwards  found  that  the  line  of 
argument  he  was  pursuing  was  perfectly 
right.  Now,  if  a  Gentleman  of  the 
ability  and  talent  of  the  present  Chair- 
man made  these  mistakes,  how  much 
more  might  they  dread  the  repetition  of 
mistakes  when  they  got  less  experienced 
officers,  and  temporary  Chairmen,  who 
might  be  selected  from  a  House  largely 
consisting  of  new  Members,  many  of 
whom  were  returned  at  the  dictation  of 
a  Caucus  ?  [**  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  were  impatient  when  an 
independent  Member  spoke,  as  he  had 
noticed  over  and  over  *again — ["Oh, 
oh  !  "] — but  would  they  deny  that  a 
large  number  of  them  had  been  re- 
turned at  the  dictation  of  a  Caucus? 
Aye,  or  that  their  speeches  and  votes 
were  dictated  by  the  Caucus  ?  Already 
attempts  had  been  made  to  interfere 
with  discussion.  Independent  Members 
had  been  met  with  cries  of  "  Name 
him !  "  and  at  the  end  of  last  Session, 
upon  the  third  reading  of  the  Irish 
Land  Bill,  cries  of  **  Obstruction  !  "  were 
raised  before  that  g^eat  and  important 
measure  had  been  three  hours  under 
disoussion.  Surely  that  was  not  an  un- 
reasonable time  to  give  to  the  discussion 
of  the  measure.  So  far  from  the  discus- 
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sions  which  took  place  in  the  House  of 
Commons  being  too  long,  in  many  in- 
stances they  were  too  short ;  and  what 
was  to  prevent  a  Minister,  who  had  his 
Friends  in  reserve,  coming  down  at  any 
moment  he  pleased  and  putting  an  end 
to  the  discussion  altogether  by  applying 
the  majority  Rule  ?  The  effect  of  this 
Eule  would  be  to  do  away  with  the  old 
Constitutional  safeguard,  that  redress  of 
g^evance  should  precede  the  Vote  of 
Supply ;  and,  therefore,  the  Members 
of  the  House,  whose  interests  it  affected, 
were  justified  in  asking  for  a  short  time 
to  consider  the  question  in  all  its  bear- 
ings. He  would,  therefore,  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  wish  to  ex- 
plain more  fully  what  I  said  across  the 
Table  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Stanhope)  in  conse- 
quence of  his  appeal  to  me.  He  stated 
that  I  had  agreed  before  the  adjourn- 
ment to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Haikes).  I  said  my  recollection  did  not 
go  to  that  extent ;  but  that  if  it  was  per- 
fectly clear  that  I  made  that  promise  it 
should  be  fulfilled.  We  shall  be  pre- 
pared to  fulfil  the  pledge  to  accept  that 
Amendment,  and  to  propose  a  plan  under 
which  no  Member,  without  the  autho- 
rity of  the  House,  should  take  the 
Chair,  reserving  to  ourselves  to  consi- 
der, when  we  propose  that  plan,  whe- 
ther we  should  ask  that  a  Member  so 
appointed  should  be  invested  with  the 
same  powers  as  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means,  or  not.  That,  however,  is 
not  the  main  question  now  before  us, 
and  it  will  have  to  be  held  over  and 
dealt  with  separately. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
he  hoped  the  House,  before  coming  to  a 
division,  would  bear  in  mind  what  the 
real  nature  of  the  question  was.  So  far 
as  it  went,  he  regarded  the  proposal  of 
the  Prime  Minister  as  a  very  important 
and  very  necessary  check,  for  a  large 
majority  of  the  Members  of  the  House 
were  determined  that  the  abuses  to 
which  they  had  been  subjected  should 
be  put  down.  There  were  other  means 
.of  putting  this  power  into  force  without 
using  the  authority  of  the  Chair.  It 
might  be  exercised  by  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  or  by  a  private  Member,  or  by  a 
certain  number  of  Members  rising  in 
their  places  to  put  it  in  operation ;  but. 
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rely  upon  it,  however  it  was  to  be  em- 
ployed, there  was  an  earnest  desire  to 
Bupprees   the  nuisance  of  which  they 
had  to  complain.     In  his  opinion,  the 
intervention  of  the  Speaker  was  the  best 
mode  of  putting  an  end  to  this  ;  but  he 
confee3ed    there  was   something   to  be 
said  as  to  the  difference   between  the 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means.     The    danger    in    giving    this 
power  to  the  Chair  was  not  in  the  Chair, 
but  in  what  lay  behind  in  the  power  of 
the  House  to  put  an  end  to  a  debate  by 
a  bare  majority.     He  thanked  the  Go- 
vernment for  putting  this  question  fairly 
before  the  House ;  and  the  only  doubt 
he  had  was  whether  they  had  not  gone 
beyond  the  necessity  of  the  case  in  pro- 
viding that  a  bare  majority  should  be 
able  to  stop  a  debate.     That  question 
would  come  on  for  consideration  after 
this  Amendment  had  been  disposed  of. 
The   question   now,   he   thought,   was, 
whether  it  was  injurious  to  the  position 
of  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  to  have 
to  stand  up   in  their  places  and   give 
power  to  the  House  to  put  the  Eule  in 
force.     He  should  like   to   have   some 
further   check  than   that.     As  it  now 
stood,  the   responsibility  which   rested 
with  the  Chair  was  to  determine  whether 
a  bare  majority  was  in  favour  of  putting 
an  end  to  a  debate  or  not.     He  did  not 
consider  that  sufficient.     The  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  indicated  that  a  debate  would 
only  be  terminated  by  a  preponderating 
majority.     If  that  were  so,    let   them 
come  to  some  understanding  upon  that 
point.     Even  with  the  intervention  of 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  if  the  question  were  only  to  be 
decided  by  a  large  and  preponderating 
majority,  then  that  was  a  power  which 
might  be  put  in  force  by  any  individual 
Member  of  the  House.     He  did  not  see 
why  they  should  not  come  to  a  vote  on 
the  issue  now  before  the  House,  and 
then  decide  the  more  important  ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  remarked 
that  the  speech  which  had  last  been  de- 
livered was  most  valuable  because  it 
appealed  to  the  reason  and  not  to  the 
emotions  of  the  House.  The  question 
before  them  was  one  which  went  to  the 
very  root  of  Parliamentfiuy  Procedure. 
Parliament  as  it  was,  not  in  its  formal 
OoBstitutional  aspect,  but  as  the  work- 
ing, livings  tiling  which  they  knew,  was 
the  growth  of  a  long  tradition.      All 


long  traditions  must  be  anomalous, 
theoretically  inconsistent,  and,  it  might 
be,  grotesque ;  but  wise  men  accepted 
those  anomalies  and  inconsistencies  for 
the  sake  of  the  value  of  a  thing  which 
had  not  been  dictated,  but  had  grown 
into  life  and  vigour.  The  Prime  Minister 
now  proposed,  instead  of  that  tradition, 
a  code ;  and  could  there  be  any  more 
inconvenient  way  of  dealing  with  such 
a  proceeding  than  by  submitting  it  in 
little  bits  and  snips  ?  The  Notice  Paper, 
with  its  figures  down  the  side  of  the 
1st  Resolution,  resembled  a  spelling- 
book  for  infants  of  four  or  five  years 
old.  When  his  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Leicestershire  (Lord  John 
Manners)  asked  a  very  reasonable  ques- 
tion, the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  clothed  in  official  ignorance, 
most  admirably  misunderstood  the  point 
raised  bv  his  noble  Friend.  His  noble 
Friend  had  asked  a  question  about  the 
Standing  Committees,  and  that  subject 
was  pooh-poohed  as  if  it  were  an  attempt 
to  draw  a  red  herring  across  their  track ; 
but  if  they  looked  at  the  Resolutions 
they  would  see  the  relevancy  of  the 
question  to  the  matter  under  considera- 
tion. Let  them  refer  to  the  last  of  the 
Prime  Minister's  Resolutions^  The  post- 
script of  the  series  was  like  a  lady's 
letter  —  it  was  the  be-all  and  end-all 
of  the  thing.  It  was  that  the  discus- 
sion of  a  Bill  in  one  of  the  proposed 
Standing  Committees  should  be  tanta- 
mount to  its  discussion  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House.  And  what  were 
the  Bills  which  were  to  be  submitted 
to  those  Standing  Committees?  Were 
they  the  small  waifs  and  strays  of 
the  Session — the  philanthropic  projects 
which  might  tend  to  effect  some  social 
improvement?  Nothing  of  the  kind. 
No  doubt,  many  of  the  Bills  which 
came  before  the  House  might  be  dealt 
with  in  a  more  expeditious  way  than 
they  were  now ;  but,  according  to  the 
proposals  of  the  Government,  the  Bills 
which  were  most  important,  difficult, 
and  delicate  were  those  which  were 
to  be  referred  to  Standing  Committees. 
They  would  include  measures  for  the 
amendment  of  the  law  and  measures 
relating  to  trade  and  commerce.  They 
would  be  referred  to  Committees  com- 
posed respectively  of  Gentlemen  of  the 
long  robe,  and  of  Gentlemen  of  that 
branch  of  the  Legal  Profession  who  had 
no  robe  at  all,  or  else  to  hard-headed 
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men  from  Manchester;  and  these, by  way 
of  helping  on  Business^  were  still  to  be 
allowed  to  speak  as  often  as  they  pleased 
in  Committee  on  the  questions  which  were 
their  crazes.    Ten  barristers  might  speak 
30  times   each,    and  five   solicitors  97 
times.     The  great  and   important  Bill 
for  the  codification  of  the  Criminal  Law 
would,  he  supposed,  go  to  a  Standing 
Committee,  so  would  the  French  Com- 
mercial Treaty ;  and  if  Business  was  to 
be  expedited   by  leaving  these  to  the 
old  machinery,  the  hypocrisy  of  the  new 
project  stood  confessed.     The  object  of 
these    new-fangled   inventions,  so    the 
House  was  told,  was  to  expedite  Busi- 
ness.    The  idea  of  their  inventors  was, 
he  might  venture  to  guess  that  experi- 
ence showed,  that  the  comparatively  free 
and  easy  procedure  of  the  Committees, 
such  as  they  knew  them,  had  the  effect  of 
helping  Business  on  ;  but  these  sagacious 
Gentlemen  forgot  that  in  old-fashioned 
Committees  Members  spoke  sitting,  as 
they  could  hardly  do  in  Standing  Com- 
mittees— and  that  was  a  main  secret  of 
their  efficiency  and  convenience.     Could 
it  be  supposed  that  the  same  methods 
of   doing  Business  would  be  followed 
by  large  Standing  Committees  of  60  or 
80  Members?     Would  not  they  rather 
look  to  the  etiquettes  of  Committees  of 
the  Whole  House  ?  That  being  the  case, 
as  he  felt  assured  it  was,  the  whole  1st 
Besolution  stood  convicted  in  face  of  the 
Grand  Committees  of  political  unreality, 
and  the  Grand  Committees  themselves 
of  being  instruments  of  Obstruction  ;  and 
unless  the  Prime  Minister,  or  the  Home 
Secretary,  or  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  or  even  the  Junior 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  could  give  satis- 
factory  assurances  as  to  the  intended 
handling   of  an  innovation   so   full  of 
dark,  but  important  consequences,  the 
House  would  be  justified,  if  not  in  re- 
jecting the  Resolution,  at  any  rate  in 
deferring  it  to  a  more  convenient  oppor- 
tunity. One  word  more.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Salford  (Mr.  Arnold)  had  seemed 
pleased  with  himself  when  he  discovered 
that  if  the  Chairman  of  Committees  were 
left  out  of  the  Hesolution  there  would 
be  no  means  of  overcoming  Obstruction ; 
but  the  hon.  Member  had  failed  to  per- 
ceive that  there  were  other  ways  of  put- 
ting down  Obstruction,  embodied  in  a 
later  Besolution,   which   would   injure 
neither  Party.  He  would  do  him  the  jus- 
tice of  Bupposing  he  had  never  read  the 
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Eesolutions ;  and  he  felt  sure  the  Home 
Secretary  would  agree  with  him  that 
voting  without  reading  was  the  duty  of  a 
good  Party  follower.  The  British  Parlia- 
ment was,  he  believed,  the  only  Parlia- 
ment that  had  a  standing  Chairman  of 
Committees  ;  while  in  other  Assemblies 
the  President  continued  to  rule  the  de- 
liberations of  that  which  corresponded  to 
Committees  of  the  W^ole  House.  Let 
them  take  care  that  they  did  not  lead 
people  to  ask  what  was  the  use  of  a 
Chairman  of  Committees.  In  his  opi- 
nion, the  existing  arrangement  worked 
well ;  but  the  institution,  though  prac- 
tically a  good  one,  ought  not  to  be 
strained  beyond  its  strength.  But,  finally, 
it  could  not  bo  contended,  even  if  it  were 
undesirable  to  intrust  the  powers  in 
question  to  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees, that  that  officer,  when  acting  as 
the  Speaker's  Deputy,  ought  not  to  pos- 
sess the  attributes  of  the  Office  of  which 
he  was  the  actual,  though  provisional 
occupant. 

Mr.  WALTER  said,  he  could  not 
pretend  to  rival  the  diffusive  eloquence 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  B.  Hope) ; 
but  he  would  briefly  state  the  difficulties 
which  seemed  to  him  to  surround  the 
Amendment,  and  compelled  him  to  ab- 
stain from  voting  upon  it.  To  be  plain, 
he  held  that  it  was  like  putting  the  cart 
before  the  horse  to  decide  in  whose  hands 
certain  powers  should  be  placed,  and  by 
what  persons  they  should  be  exercised, 
before  the  House  had  clearly  determined 
the  nature  of  those  powers  and  their 
proper  limits.  If  the  Besolution  left 
the  House,  as  he  hoped  it  would, 
amended  in  the  terms  proposed  by  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson),  the  effect  of  which  would  be 
that  both  to  the  Speaker  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  would  be  accorded 
the  powers  they  both  required,  then  both 
those  officials  would  rightly  be  intrusted 
with  the  exercise  of  them.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  Besolution  left  the 
House  in  its  presenf  form,  which  he 
deemed  to  be  one  of  the  most  objection- 
able— because  undoubtedly  it  did  clearly 
and  distinctly  lay  down  the  doctrine  that 
in  a  House  of  more  than  400  Members 
a  debate  might  bo  stopped  at  the  will 
and  pleasure  of  a  bare  majority — he 
had  rather  see  the  odium  of  exercising 
the  power  thrown  upon  the  Minister  of 
the  day  than  upon  two  official  person- 
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ages,  who  were  both  supposed  to  be  the 
Tery  heau  ideal  of  impartiality  and  fair- 
ness. For  this  reason,  until  he  .knew 
what  the  powers  in  question  were  to  be, 
it  was  impossible  for  him  to  say  in  whose 
hands  they  might  most  properly  be 
placed. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  remarked  that 
only  three  speeches  had  been  made  that 
afternoon   by  non-official  Members  of 
the  Liberal  Party,  and  two  of  them  had 
been  decidedly  hostile  to  the  Bale  in  its 
present  shape.     He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther that  gave  them  fair  reason  to  infer 
that  the  Government  stood  on  very  un- 
certain ground  in  this  matter;  but  he 
rather  thought  he  might  take  it  as  an 
indication  that  in  their  hearts  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House  disliked  the  proposal 
quite   as    much    as    they  disliked  the 
whole  substance  of  the  1st  Resolution. 
In  the  characteristic  speech  of  the  Home 
Secretary  he  seemed  to  accuse  those  who 
wished  to  cut  out  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees from  the  operation  of  this  Rule 
of  being  anxious  to  promote  Obstruction 
when  the  House  was  in  Committee  ;  but 
he  assured  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  they  wbo  sat  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  were  quite 
as  anxious  to  put  a  stop  to  Obstruction 
as  any  Party  could  be ;  but  they  desired 
to  stop  it  in  a  different  manner,  and  be- 
lieved it  would  be  better  stopped  by  in- 
dividual rather  than  by  general  cldture, 
and  in  that  way  the  Business  would  be 
better  carried  on.     When  they  were,  at 
the  early  part  of  the  Session,  discussing 
the  general  principle  of  the  cldture,  the 
*  chief  argument  against  it  was  that  it 
would  injure  the  prestige  of  the  Speaker, 
and  that,  in  the  long  run,  it  would  suc- 
cumb to  Party  influences;    but,  if  so, 
how  much  stronger  would  that  apply  to 
the    Chairman  of   Committees?      The 
Speaker's  position  was  one  of  ancient 
and  admitted  weight  and  authority ;  and 
although  the  Prime  Minister  had  pointed 
out  that   some'  Speakers  had    become 
Prime  Ministers,  yet  he  had  to  go  back 
for  an  instance  to  Mr.  Addington,  80 
years  ag^o.     In  modem  times  it  had  been 
agreed  by  all  Parties  in  that  House  to 
take  the  Speaker  out  of  the  political  at- 
mosphere and  raise  him  to  the  position 
of  a  functionary  who  was  quite  above  it 
and  a  person  possessed  of  more  than 
ordinary  qaalifications.    Such,  however, 
had  never  jet  been  the  position  of  the 
Chairman     of    Committees,    who    was 


almost  always  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment before  his  appointment  as  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  and  who,  when  he 
resigned  that  Office,  usually  rejoined  the 
Ministry.  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  Dodson)  had 
said  that  the  appointment  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  rested  with  the 
House  itself.  Technically,  that  was  so ; 
but  he  would  appeal  to  the  House  whe- 
ther the  Chairman  of  Committees  was 
not  a  mere  nominee  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter? When  a  Prime  Minister  came 
into  Office  and  considered  how  he  would 
dispose  of  his  patronage,  did  he  not  put 
down  among  the  places  he  had  to  give 
away  the  Chairmanship  of  Committees  ? 
Was  it  not  clear  that  a  Chairman  of 
Committees  was  dependent  on  the  favour 
of  his  Party,  while  the  Speaker  was  not 
dependent  on  the  favour  of  any  Party  ? 
If,  therefore,  it  ever  should  be  the  for- 
tune of  this  country  that  a  Prime  Minis- 
ter should  use  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees as  a  lever  to  forward  his  own 
objects,  the  results  might  be  disastrous: 
They  were  always  told  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  lose  very  much  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  country  by  an  improper  use 
of  this  power,  and  that  no  Government 
would  make  an  improper  use  of  it.  That 
safeguard  was  of  the  most  flimsy  de- 
scription. If  it  were  at  the  suggestion 
of  the  Government  that  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  misused  his  power  it 
would  be  their  bounden  duty  to  support 
him,  not  only  in  the  House,  but  in  the 
country.  And  the  supporters  of  the 
Government  would  do  the  same.  It 
would  be  a  part  of  their  brief  to  go 
about  the  country  and  say  that  what  was 
called  an  abuse  of  power  was  only  its 
legitimate  exercise.  And  that  would  be 
done,  not  before  a  tribunal  really  ac- 
quainted with  what  had  gone  on  within 
the  walls  of  Parliament,  but  before 
people  who  gathered  all  their  informa- 
tion from  newspaper  reports,  which, 
however  accurate,  could  never  give  the 
spirit  of  what  had  been  done.  How 
was  it  possible  under  a  system  of  that 
kind  that  the  people  of  this  country 
should  act  as  an  impartial  tribunal  by 
which  the  use  of  this  power  was  Anally 
to  be  judged  ?  The  House  ought  not  to 
come  to  a  decision  on  this  subject  until 
they  knew  what  the  Government  were 
about  to  do  respecting  those  Grand  Com- 
mittees. Three  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  spoken  since  the  question  was 
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asked  from  the  Opposition  Benches,  and 
yet  no  answer  was  given  to  it.  [Sir 
William  Harcourt  :  Nine  times.] 
Well,  he  had  listened  with  particular 
attention  to  the  speech  of  the  Home 
Secretary,  and  the  only  conclusion  ho 
could  come  to  was  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  not  taken 
the  trouble  to  understand  even  the  ele- 
ments of  the  question.  And  with  re- 
gard to  the  other  eight  answers,  there 
had  not  been  found  eight  speakers  to 
support  the  Government  Resolution. 
Therefore,  unless  one  of  the  speakers 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  had  repeated 
himself  several  times,  or  unless  his 
arithmetic  was  at  fault,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  greatly  in 
error  as  to  the  number.  He  trusted 
the  House  would  not  consent  to  carry 
out  a  provision  which  must  strike  deep 
at  the  dignity  of  Parliament,  without, 
at  all  events,  knowing  the  full  scope  of 
the  proposal  which  the  Government  laid 
before  them. 

Mb.  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  that 
the  speech  of  the   Prime   Minister  af- 
forded some  of  the  strongest  reasons  for 
supporting  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth.  The  House  had 
been  told  that  they  might  trust  those 
whom  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment  Board   had,    with   his   usual 
felicity  of  expression,  called  ** casual" 
Chairmen.  The  position  of  the  matter  now 
stood  thus.   It  was  said  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Pres- 
ton (Mr.  Raikes)  would  be  accepted ;  that 
the  Resolution  would  include  the  Chair- 
man  of  Ways  and   Means  only;   and 
that,    at    some   future   time,  a   scheme 
would  be  brought  before  the   House, 
and,  if  it  were  accepted,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  ask  that  the  same 
powers  should  be  given  to  those  Chair- 
men as  to  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 
The  Prime  Minister,  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth,  had,  with 
singular  ingenuity,  repeated   the  same 
thing  in  three  different  forms.     First, 
he  said  that  it  would  be  invidious  to 
deprive  a  Chairman  of  Committees  of 
the  power  given  to  the  Speaker ;  next, 
that  to  take  this  power  from  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  while  giving  it  to 
the  Speaker,  would  be  to  depart  from 
the  established  rule  that  he  should  be 
equal  to  the  Speaker  in  authority ;  and, 
thirdly,  he  said  that  the  effect  would  be 
to  diiable  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
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from  exercising  a  particular  power.  Now, 
he  ventured  to  say  that  this  phrase  did 
not  represent  the  state  of  the  question 
before  the  House.     This  was  not  a  dis- 
abling,   but   an   enabling   proposition ; 
because  it  proposed,  for  the  attainment 
of  certain,  objects,  to  give  special  and 
most  remarkable  powers  to  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees.     Surely  the  House 
might  well  pause  before  delegating  those 
powers  to  an  Officer  whose  status  was 
very  inferior  to  that  which  the  Speaker 
enjoyed,  and  with  regard  to  whose  deci- 
sions a  great  many  Members  of  the 
House  would  have  a  well-founded  dis- 
trust.    He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Lanarkshire  (Sir  Edward  Cole- 
brooke),  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Berk- 
shire (Mr.  Walter),  as  to  the  difficulty  of 
dealing  with  the  question  now.     If  the 
House  had  decided  that  there  should  be  a 
two- thirds*  majority,  it  would  not  much 
matter  who  had  the  power  to   put  the 
Rule  in  force.  Although  the  hon.  Member 
for  Berkshire  looked  forward  to  the  Re- 
solution being  modified  before  it  left  the 
House,  they  on  the  Opposition  side  had 
to  deal  with  it  as  it  came  before  them. 
It  was  admitted  that  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  must  be  a  political  partizan, 
and,  though  selected  with  the  approval 
of  the  House,  he  must  necessarily  be  the 
representative  and  instrument   of  the 
Prime  Minister.  [Mr.  Dodson  dissented.] 
He  was  sorry  that  a  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  himself  filled  that  post 
should  have  dissented.     But  experience 
ought  to  have  shown  that  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  could  not  carry  on  the 
Business  of  the  House  unless  he  was  in 
intimate  relations  with  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter.    The  Prime  Minister  admitted  the 
inferior  position  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, and  urged  that  by  reason  of  his 
lesser  authority  he  would  be  careful  not 
to  strain  a  despotic  power.   But  in  prac- 
tice there  would  be  no  such  safeguard,  be- 
cause a  Government  Whip  would  convey 
to  him  the  information  that  a  majority 
of  the  House  was  not  only  ready,  but 
anxious  to  close  a  debate ;  and  the  only 
place  where  the  decision  could  be  chal- 
lenged would  be,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  suggested, 
in  the  constituencies.  And  although  there 
might  be  great  respect  in  the  House  for 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  on  account 
of  his  long  services  and  personal  charac- 
ter, that  would  not  be  felt  outside  the 
House.     The  country  had  great  respect 
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for  the  Office  of  Speaker,  because  for 
80  years  it  had  been  dissociated  from 
Partj.  Bat  the  country  knew  little  or 
nothing  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees; 
and,  consequently,  the  country  did  not 
invest  him  with  any  authority.  If  the 
House  were  forced  to  vote  upon  the 
Amendment,  he  hoped  that  it  would 
refuse  to  give  to  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees the  power  of  closing  a  debate 
with  the  aid  of  a  bare  majority,  and 
would  therefore  strike  out  his  name  from 
the  Resolution. 

Mk.  BAIKES  said,  that  it  was  with 
great  reluctance  he  found  himself  com- 
pelled to  make  a  few  observations  in 
reply  to  speeches  delivered  on  his  own 
side  of  the  House.  Had  not  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Dodson)  already  exhausted  his 
right  of  speech,  he  should  have  left  it  to 
him  to  vindicate  the  honour  of  the  Office 
which  he  had  so  worthily  filled.  He 
thought  it  would  mislead  the  country, 
and  be  injurious  to  the  reputation  of  the 
House,  if  the  hypothesis  of  the  political 
relations  between  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  and  the  Government  of  the 
day,  which  had  been  so  frequently  as- 
serted, went  out  without  a  contradiction 
from  those  who  had  held  the  Office.  It 
would  be  impossible,  he  thought,  for 
any  Member  of  that  House,  with  perfect 
self-respect,  hereafter  to  accept  that 
Office,  if  it  were  to  be  supposed  that  he 
was  merely  the  creature  of  the  Minister 
of  the  day,  and  that  he  occupied  to- 
wards him  a  position  which  he  did  not 
with  regard  to  any  other  Member  of 
the  House.  During  the  period  he  filled 
the  Office  it  was  bis  duty  —  and  he 
hoped  he  succeeded  in  performing  it 
— to  cultivate  with  Gentlemen  who  sat 
on  the  left  side  of  the  House  pre- 
cisely those  confidential  and  friendly 
relations  that  subsisted  between  him 
and  the  occupants  of  the  Treasury 
Bench ;  and  he  thought  no  one  who  had 
seen  how  Business  was  conducted  in  the 
House  could  fail  to  understand  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  any  Chairman 
to  conduct  the  Business  of  the  House  if 
he  were  so  far  to  forget  himself  as  to  be 
merely  in  friendly  and  confidential  re- 
lations with  one  side  of  the  House.  He 
did  not  wiah  to  enter  into  the  larger 
question  of  intrusting  a  power  which 
thejr  might  aee  devolving  on  the  Speaker 
to  the  Qiairman  of  Committees ;  out  he 
viihed  to  point  out  that,  as  far  as  he 


could  understand  this  Eule  in  connection 
with  the  other  Standing  Orders  of  the 
House,  and  the  Act  relating  to  the  De- 
puty Speaker,  supposing  the  Bule  passed 
in  its  present  form,  with  the  omission  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  it  would 
then  be  competent  for  that  Gentleman  in 
the  absence  of  the  Speaker,  filling  the 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  to  exercise  a 
power  which  could  be  denied  to  him  in 
the  performance  of  his  ordinary  duties. 
He  did  not  intend  to  take  any  part  in 
the  division  upon  this  question.  He 
could  fully  understand  the  unwillingness 
of  many  Members  to  extend  in  any  way 
the  exercise  of  a  power  which  they  re- 
garded with  great  distrust,  even  in  the 
most  modified  form;  and  he  hoped 
nothing  he  had  said  would  in  any  way 
prevent  any  Member  giving  effect  to  the 
conviction  he  might  entertain  as  to  the 
propriety  of  conferring  this  power.  At 
the  same  time,  he  hoped  that  those  who 
were  in  future  called  to  the  Office  of 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  might 
continue  to  enjoy  that  confidence  which 
in  former  days  the  House  had,  in  the 
most  unstinted  manner,  bestowed  upon 
them. 

Me.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said,  he 
thought  it  behoved  them  to  be  careful  lest 
future  Chairmen  of  Ways  and  Means 
should  become  entangled  in  all  sorts  of 
political  arrangements.  They  ought  also 
to  remember  that  impartiality  might  not 
always  be  the  chief  characteristic  of  the 
occupant  of  the  Chair.  He  was  dis- 
turbed by  some  words  that  had  fallen 
from  the  Prime  Minister.  Those  words 
caused  him  to  fear  that  the  new  powers 
would  be  placed  by  the  Government,  in 
the  absence  of  successful  opposition, 
even  in  the  hands  of  Chairmen  of  Grand 
Committees.  It  was  said  that  the  House 
was  such  a  bad  one  that  New  Eules  were 
necessary ;  and  it  was  argued  that  the 
House,  when  in  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  was  even  worse  than  at 
other  times.  Surely  such  arguments 
were  a  little  unjust.  He  had  always 
thought  that  the  House  was  the  purest, 
most  honest,  and  most  talented  House 
that  had  ever  been  brought  together. 
The  presence  of  discarded  Cabinet  Minis- 
ters on  nearly  every  Bench  on  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House  showed 
that  the  House  was  one  boasting  ex- 
treme purity.  It  was  very  hard  that  the 
Prime  Minister,  who  usually  sat  between 
two  right  hon.  Gentlemen  (Sir  William 
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Ilarcourt  and  Mr.  Dodson),  whose  mal- 
practices had  led  to  their  temporary  ab- 
sence from  the  House  not  so  very  long 
ago,  should  revile  the  House  as  he  had 
done.  They  should  pause  before  giving 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  greater  dis- 
cretionary powers  than  he  possessed  at 
present.  Whatever  a  Chairman  might 
do,  the  Government,  of  course,  would  be 
bound  to  support  hiin.  The  position  of 
the  Speaker  was  essentially  ditierent 
from  that  of  the  position  of  Chairman 
of  Committees  ;  and  the  willingness  of 
the  House  to  allow  this  great  power  to 
be  in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker  was 
no  reason  why  they  should  allow  it  to 
be  in  the  hands  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committees.  They  all  knew  that  as  long 
as  the  Judges  were  removable  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  Crown  there  was  no  se- 
curity that  the  law  would  be  purely  ad- 
ministered. The  only  security  for  that 
was  obtained  by  giving  independence  to 
the  Judges.  The  same  might  be  said 
of  the  Olhce  of  Chairman  of  Committees. 
The  Speaker  was  the  first  Gentleman  in 
England,  and  he  looked  for  no  promo- 
tion, or  ought  to  look  for  no  promo- 
tion or  honours  from  the  Ministry.  The 
Chairman  of  Committees  stood  on  a 
much  lower  level  than  the  Speaker.  He 
remained  to  fight  political  battles  long 
after  he  had  left  his  Chair. 

Mr.  pell  said,  he  thought  the  posi- 
tion which  the  Government  appeared  to 
have  taken  at  the  commencement  had 
already  been  shaken.  Propositions  had 
been  laid  before  them  by  the  Prime 
Minister  which  required  time  for  con- 
sideration. An  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Wal- 
ter) had  said,  with  great  truth,  that  the 
Government  on  this  occasion  had  put  the 
cart  before  the  horse.  Hon.  Members 
would  have  considerable  difficulty  in 
voting  on  this  subject  until  they  knew 
more  about  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  reference  to  the  Chairmen  of 
Grand  Committees.  The  Speakers  of  that 
House  had  obtained  their  position  almost 
invariably  by  the  service  of  a  long  ap- 
prenticeship. By  a  long  continuance  in 
the  House,  and  by  having  frequently 
accepted  Offices  which  required  great 
skill  and  dexterity,  they  had  acquired  a 
position  in  the  House  which  had  en- 
abled Members,  irrespective  of  their 
politics,  to  perceive  that  they  were  best 
fitted  for  the  Chair.  But  the  apprentice- 
ship of  Chairmen  of  Committees  had 
been  very  short  indeed,  and  naturally 
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Members  would  not  attach  to  their  deci- 
sions the  importance  which  they  attached 
to  the  decisions  of  the  Speaker.  The 
Government  had  not  explained  what 
their  proposals  were  with  reference  to 
the  Chairmen  of  Grand  Committees.  If 
Grand  Committees  were  appointed  to 
save  the  time,  the  valuable  time,  of  the 
House,  it  was  necessary  that  the  powers 
of  that  functionary  should  be  like  those 
conferred  on  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
of  the  Whole  House.  He  remembered 
that  the  hat  of  a  gentleman  who  visited 
the  Zoological  Gardens  fell  into  the  pit ; 
the  gentleman  incautiously  descended 
into  the  pit,  where  he  was  embraced 
with  great  fervour  by  a  bear.  He  was 
saved  with  great  difficulty,  and  when  he 
came  out  of  the  pit  he  said — **  I  did  not 
know  the  nature  of  the  animal  I  should 
have  to  encounter.''  Neither  did  he 
(Mr.  Pell)  know  the  powers  or  dangers 
that  would  attend  the  Chairmen  of  Grand 
Committees.  He  should  support  the 
Amendment. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Raikes)  has  received  the  very  rare  com- 
pliment of  being  cheered  twice  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  Benches ;  but 
I  am  sorry  that,  alter  having  had  the 
courage  to  speak  upon  this  occasion 
upon  the  duties  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committees,  he  has  had  the  modesty  to 
run  away  the  moment  he  made  his 
speech.  Had  he  remained,  I  should 
have  liked  to  have  asked  him  one  or  two 
questions  with  respect  to  the  nature  of 
the  communications  he  made.  He  stated 
that  during  the  whole  of  the  time  he 
filled  the  Office  of  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees he  was  on  the  most  intimate 
relations  with  the  opposite  Parties.  Now, 
I  should  have  thought  that  that  was  not 
at  all  a  part  of  the  functions  of  a  Chair- 
man of  Committees  ;  and  I  am  sorry  he 
is  not  present,  because  if  he  had  been 
I  should  have  told  him  that  I  had  long 
suspected  him.  What  we  want  to  know 
is  where  we  are.  I  have  listened  with 
a  great  deal  of  attention  to  the  dififerent 
speeches  that  have  been  made,  but  I 
have  received  no  information.  It  is 
extraordinary ;  but  it  seems  absolutely 
impossible  for  any  Member  of  the  House 
to  say  where  the  Government  are  lead- 
ing us:  and  after  listening  for  some 
hours  I  am  constrained  to  say  that  the 
Government  do  not  know  their  own 
minds,  and,  what  is  more,  thev  do  not 


117  PmrUmneni—Su9%nm  of  the  {Octobeb25,  1882)     Eouse-^The  New  RuUi.  118 


care  a  pin  about  it.     Positively,  for  a 
long  time  the  Goyemxnent  Bench  was 
left  in  the  hands  of  the  President  of  the 
Locsd  Government  Board  ;  and  although 
the  state  of  the  House  is  such  that  it 
was  necessary  to  violate  the  Constitution 
to  consider  this  question,  yet  the  first 
day  it  comes  on  for  discussion  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  is  left  for  a  considerable 
time  in  the  sole  possession  of  one  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government,  and  that  Mem- 
ber the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.      It  is  quite  inexcusable 
that  the  Ch>vernment  should  propose  to 
deal  with  questions  by  means  of  Grand 
Committees.     The  Prime  Minister  has 
stated  that  if  there  was  one  question 
more   important  than  another    it  was 
that    of   Grand  Committees.     Now,    I 
want  to  know  if  the  Chairmen  of  those 
Grand  Committees  are  to  go  up  to  the 
Table  and  be  placed  in  the  same  position 
as  the  Chairman  of  Committees  ?    I  do 
not  know  why  it  was  thought  necessary 
to  bring  us  up  from  all  parts   of  the 
country,  at  great  inconvenience,  when 
it  is  quite  impossible  to  get  anything 
more  than  a  vague  statement  from  the 
Government.     I  have  been   for   some 
years  a  Member  of  this  HoiTse,  and  I 
cannot  think  why  we  should  have  been 
caUed  together  to  discuss  anything,  ex- 
cept, perhaps,   the    hon.   Member    for 
Cu'low  (Mr.  Gray's)  imprisonment,  which 
everybody,  one  would  think,  might  have 
discussed.     We  have  heard  that  there 
are    several    supporters  of  the  cldture 
dying  to  speak  upon  the  question  ;   but 
no  one  can  explain  the  extraordinary 
phenomenon  why  it  is  that  when  we 
liave  been  summoned  here  to  discuss  a 
great  Constitutional  question  the  com- 
mand has  evidently  been  passed  round 
to  the  other  side  to  hold  their  tongues, 
and  they  have  obeyed  with  an  obedience 
which  does  them  credit.     It  is  very  hard 
upon  the   Opposition,  and,  more  than 
that,  it  throws  a  doubt  upon  the  sincerity 
of  the  proposals  of  the  Government. 
Another  difficulty  seems  to  be  this — 
that  it  is  quite  impossible  for  Members 
on  the  other  side  to  say  anything  new 
on  this  question.     Perhaps  so;  but  if 
they  would  only  make  an  effort,  some 
good  might  arise  out  of  it.    They  are 
always  charging  those  who  sit  below  the 
Gangway  vnth  Obstruction ;  but  if  the 
light  hon.    Gentleman  opposite  would 
^j  get  up  and  tell  ns  how  he  shapes 
lui  proposal,  and  what  are  its  objects, 


we  should  know  how  to  deal  with  it, 
and,  perhaps,  he  would  find  the  Opposi- 
tion a  good  deal  more  contented  with  it 
than  he  might  think.  Surely  it  is  time 
to  inform  the  House  what  is  their  solu- 
tion of  the  extraordinary  problem  which 
has  been  put  before  it.  We  ought  to 
be  told  whether  or  not  the  Chairmen  of 
the  Grand  Committees  are  to  have  these 
powers ;  and  surely  it  is  high  time  for 
the  Government  to  get  up  and  make 
a  statesmanlike  explanation.  In  its 
absence,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  that  the 
Opposition  can  pursue  any  other  course 
than  to  express  its  discontent,  and  sup- 
port the  Amendment. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  he  was  very  san- 
guine that  before  long  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  be  relieved  from  attendance 
in  that  House ;  and,  therefore,  he  did  not 
take  the  deep  interest  in  this  question 
which  was  evinced  by  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  just  sat  down.  He  wished  to 
make  two  remarks  at  this  stage  of  the 
discussion,  one  of  which  applied  to  the 
House  and  to  its  Procedure,  and  the 
other  to^  the  Party  to  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  belong.  The  Government  had 
afforded  the  House  an  opportunity  of  in- 
specting the  Eules  of  Procedure  in  force 
in  foreign  countries  and  in  the  Colonies  ; 
but  during  the  whole  of  this  debate  he 
heard  no  reference  whatever  made  to 
these  documents.  He  was  certainly  pre- 
pared for  that,  because  there  appeared  to 
him  to  be  no  analogy  whatever  between 
the  Foreign  and  Colonial  Assemblies 
whose  Procedure  they  had  examined  and 
that  for  which  the  present  Rules  were 
sought  to  be  introduced.  He  challenged 
the  Government  to  point  to  any  one  of 
these  Foreign  Assemblies  where  there 
was  transacted  the  legislation  of  two 
nations  separated  so  much  in  feelings,  in 
instincts — separated  so  much  physically 
and  politically — as  the  two  nations  whose 
Kepresentatives  formed  the  principal 
portion  of  that  House.  Could  they  show 
him  any  Colonial  or  Foreign  Assembly 
where  the  Hepresentatives  of  one  nation 
stood  in  the  same  relation  to  the  Hepre- 
sentatives of  another  as  did  the  Irish 
Members  to  the  Hepresentatives  of  the 
British  nation  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ?  But  there  was  a  still  more  extra- 
ordinary want  of  analogy  if  they  looked 
at  the  representation  of  Ireland  in  that 
House.  That  was  a  representation  of 
the  people  of  one  country  by  a  minority 
the   most    unconstitutional  and    unpa- 
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ralleled  that  he  had  e^er  become 
acquainted  with.  Therefore,  the  Eules 
of  the  Foreign  Assemblies  which  the 
Government  had  issued  for  the  purpose 
of  substantiating  the  demand  they  were 
now  making  on  the  House  were  entirely 
inapplicable  to  the  case  before  them, 
and  referred  to  a  very  opposite  and  con- 
trary state  of  things.  There  was  one 
matter  which  affected  the  Party  to  which 
he  belonged  to  whom  the  Prime  Minister 
had  overtly  and  covertly  alluded  in  the 
course  of  the  debate.  It  was  said  that 
the  raison  tPStre  of  this  measure  was  the 
action  which  the  Irish  Party  had  felt  it 
their  duty  to  pursue  in  the  House. 
If  there  were  prolonged  debates,  and 
if  the  Irish  Members,  as  had  been 
alleged,  were  guilty  of  Obstruction,  they 
should  ask  what  were  the  nature  of  the 
debates,  and  the  questions  they  interfered 
in,  and  what  were  the  nature  of  the 
debates  and  questions  in  which  they  had 
no  participation.  He  came  into  that 
House  in  1880,  and  in  a  very  short  time 
from  that  there  were  carried  for  the 
English  people  eight  of  the  most  im- 
portant Acts  of  Parliament  that  the 
House  of  Commons  ever  passed.  The 
Budget  was  carried,  which  revolutionised 
the  taxing  system  of  the  country  ;  the 
Employers'  Liability  Act  was  passed, 
which  involved  financial  questions  and 
changes  affecting  the  incidence  of  profit, 
greater  even  than  those  touched  upon  by 
the  Land  Act.  The  Burials  Bill,  which 
would  be  looked  upon  in  Ireland  as  a  sen- 
timental grievance,  was  introduced  and 
passed ;  the  Ground  Game  Bill,  which 
was  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge  in  English 
Land  Keform,  was  also  passed  ;  and  what 
was  the  action  during  the  discussion  of 
these  great  and  extensive  measures  of 
the  Irish  Kepresentatives  ?  Did  they 
stand  up  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House  ? 
Did  they  stand  up  to  oppose  those  great 
and  wonderful  reforms?  No;  during 
their  discussion  they  did  not  enter  a 
protest 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  not  ad- 
dressing himself  to  the  particular  Amend- 
ment now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said  he  was  under  the 
impression  that  when  an  Amendment 
was  before  the  House  he  could  speak  to 
the  Besolution  to  which  that  Amend- 
ment gave  rise.  If  he  was  wrong,  of 
course  he  should  bow  at  once  to  the  cor- 
rection of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Lawicn 


Mb.  SPEAKER  :  When  the  House 
has  disposed  of  the  Amendments,  the 
Resolution  will  be  put  as  a  whole  to  the 
House,  and  then  any  observations  on 
the  Resolution  at  large  would  be  in 
Order.  The  House  is  now  considering 
the  Amendment  to  the  Resolution. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  that  with  respect 
to  the  Amendment  there  appeared  to  be 
very  little  indeed  in  it.  If  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  was  to  decide  all 
matters,  and  to  be  the  arbiter  of  the 
House,  it  would  seem  that  his  Deputy 
ought  to  have  the  same  jurisdiction 
vested  in  him. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  Sir, 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  House 
has  some  cause  to  complain  of  the  con- 
duct of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
circumstances  under  which  we  meet  are 
very  peculiar  circumstances.  An  excep- 
tional and  special  Session  has  been  de- 
cided upon,  at  the  cost  of  very  great 
inconvenience  to  Members  of  this  House, 
for  the  purpose  of  considering  what  we 
are  told  is  an  extremely  important  Code 
of  New  Regulations  for  the  conduct  of 
Business.  We  have  come  up,  though 
we  strongly  object  to  some  of  the  leading 
principles  in  this  Code  of  Procedure, 
and  though  we  find  that  very  seriouB 
questions  are  involved  in  its  discussion. 
Yet  we  have  endeavoured,  as  far  as  we 
could,  and  as  consistently  as  we  oould 
with  our  duty,  to  expose  the  objections 
we  feel.  We  have  endeavoured  to  con- 
duct the  Business  for  the  transaction  of 
which  we  have  been  summoned  in  a 
manner  that  shall  be  reasonable,  and 
not  involve  waste  of  time.  The  least 
we  had  to  expect  from  the  Government 
was  that  they  would  pay  us  the  compli- 
ment, if  nothing  more,  of  taking  part  in 
the  discussion  of  a  vital  and  important 
proposal — that  they  should  not  absent 
themselves  during  a  great  part  of  the 
time,  more  especially  when  we  find  that 
the  word  of  command  to  keep  silence 
was  passed  through  their  ranks.  [J*  No, 
no!"]  Well,  if  that  is  not  so,  i  con- 
gratulate hon.  Gentlemen  upon  the 
silence  they  have  observed.  But  whe- 
ther there  be  grounds  for  it  or  not, 
we  have  felt  the  difficulty  of  our  position 
in  exactly  the  same  way  as  if  a  word  of 
command  for  silence  had  been  passed, 
because  we  have  been  shut  out  from  full 
and  fair  discussion  of  questions  which 
demand  settlement.  You  are  now  about 
to  introduce  a  wholly  new  principle  into 
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the  way  in  which  the  debates  of  the 
ancient  House  of  Commons  are  to  be 
conducted.  This  is  the  most  serious 
change  that  any  of  us  can  recollect,  and 
is  one  not  to  be  taken  lightly  without 
reasonable  discussion.  The  Government 
have  special  interest  in  matters  of  this 
Bort.  They  desire,  of  course,  to  shorten 
the  Business,  and  get  on  as  rapidly 
as  possible  with  the  measures  they  have 
in  hand ;  but  we  have  a  right  to  know 
what  independent  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment on  both  sides  of  the  House  feel 
with  regard  to  proposals  so  made  by  the 
Government,  and  the  only  single  word 
that  has  yet  been  spoken  by  an  inde- 
pendent Member  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  has  been  the  few  words 
spoken  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
(Mr.  Arthur  Arnold). 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  You  cannot  have 
been  here. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE: 
Mention  any  other  Gentleman  who  has 
spoken. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Lanarkshire  (Sir  Edward 
Oolebrooke)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter). 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE: 
Those  were  the  two  Members  I  was 
about  to  cite  as  having  spoken  against 
the  Government ;  but  for  the  moment  I 
thought  it  was  more  correct  to  mention 
first  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford,  be- 
cause he  did  speak  in  favour  of  the  Go- 
vernment proposal,  and  all  he  said  was 
that,  unless  we  accepted  the  clause  as  it 
stood,  we  should  shut  ourselves  out  from 
the  power  of  preventing  Obstruction  in 
Committee.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Lanarkshire  said  that,  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  he  thought  we  were  putting 
the  cart  before  the  horse,  because  the 
real  question  to  be  settled  was  by  whom 
the  ultimate  decision  to  close  should  be 
nven;  and  he  intimated  that  if  the 
Qovemment  proposal  of  the  decision 
heing  taken  by  a  bare  majority  were 
enforced,  he  should  be  opposed  to  it, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  said 
something  to  the  same  effect.  These  are 
the  kind  of  supporters  of  whom  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  so  proud.    But,  inde- 

Cdendy  of  the  fact  that  the  discussion 
been  left  almost  entirely  to  certain 
Members  of  the  Treasury  Bench — not 
indading  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  who  had  apparently 
•Ivays  taken  such  an  interest  in  this 


question — who  have  made  their  speeches 
and  then  gone  out  of  the  House  to  do 
other  business,  we  find,  to  our  great  sur- 
prise, that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
themselves  had  not  even  taken  the 
trouble  to  come  to  an  understanding 
of  their  own  plan.  Now,  considering 
that  this  plan  has  been  in  their  minds 
during  the  whole  of  the  present  year, 
and  has  been  brought  constantly  forward 
since  the  beginning  of  February,  and 
has  been  from  time  to  time  the  subject 
of  communication  between  both  sides  of 
the  House,  and  considering  that  there 
have  been  two  months'  rest  in  which  to 
arrive  at  some  decision,  I  did  think  they 
would  have  come  forward  with  some 
clear  plan  to  lay  before  the  House.  I 
said  just  now  that  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site had  kept  silence  since  this  question 
had  been  brought  forward,  and  I  would 
suggest  as  a  reason  for  this  that 
they  really  did  not  know  what  it 
was  they  were  to  support.  Even  now, 
in  the  present  Sitting,  we  have  had 
a  modification  of  the  Resolution  of 
the  greatest  importance.  Let  me  remind 
the  House  that  last  night,  when  the 
Government  came  forward  and  asked 
us  to  give  precedence  to  the  discussion 
on  the  Rules  of  Procedure,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  introduced  his  Motion 
by  making  a  statement  which  was  ex- 
tremely fair  as  far  as  it  went,  and  seemed 
to  be  of  a  satisfactory  character — making 
a  statement  of  the  course  they  intended 
to  take  and  the  alterations  they  were 
prepared  to  make  in  the  Resolutions ; 
and  we  had  every  reason  to  believe,  when 
we  came  together  this  morning,  that  we 
were  in  possession  of  the  latest  mind  of 
the  Government.  Well,  let  us  consider 
what  is  the  question  we  have  been  de- 
bating to-day.  It  is  a  question  of  the 
very  highest  importance.  A  great  deal 
has  been  said  about  the  comparative 
position  and  independence  of  the  Speaker 
who  rules  over  our  deliberations  and  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  of  Ways  and 
Means,  or  other  Gentlemen  who  may  act 
as  Chairmen  in  Committee,  and  many 
observations  have  been  made  upon  them, 
not  in  an  offensive  spirit,  but  more  or 
less  of  a  personal  nature ;  but  I  wish  to 
put  the  matter  to  the  House  indepen- 
dently of  considerations  of  that  kind  ;  I 
wish  to  remind  the  House  that  the  ques- 
tion is  not  as  between  the  comparative 
independence  of  yourself,  Sir,  or  any 
distinguished  Predecessors  and  Succes- 
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Bors  and  the  position  of  the  Chairman 
who  may  from  time  to  time  be  selected. 
The  question  we  have  to  consider  divides 
itself  into  this — What  Rules  ought  to  be 
enforced  when  the  House  is  acting  as  a 
Whole  House ;  and  what  Eules  ought 
to  be  enforced  when  the  House  is  in 
Committee  ?  There  lies  the  ditferenco. 
The  difference,  it  appears  to  me,  does 
not  lie  as  between  the  Speaker  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  Chairman 
of  Committees,  but  as  between  the  House 
constituted  in  one  way  and  the  House 
constituted  in  another  way.  Unless  that 
distinction  is  kept  in  mind  you  will  get 
into  inextricable  confusion — indeed,  you 
are  getting  into  such  confusion  already. 
I  am  not  putting  a  frivolous  or  captious 
contention  before  the  House ;  I  have  a 
high  authority,  and  I  wish  the  House 
will  be  good  enough  to  consider  tliat 
authority.  I  refer.  Sir,  to  yourself.  Last 
year — 1881 — the  House,  for  sufficient 
reasons,  voted  that  tlie  conduct  and  con- 
trol of  Business,  that  the  powers  of  the 
House,  should,  for  a  certain  limited 
time,  be  transferred  and  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Chairman.  Inconsequence 
of  those  powers  having  been  so  placed 
in  your  hands,  you  were  good  enough  to 
frame  certain  Kules  for  the  conduct  of 
the  House,  under  which  Rules  the  House 
proceeded  so  long  as  Urgency  continued. 
Those  Rules*  were  received  with  very 
great  respect,  aud  also  great  admiration, 
from  all  parts  of  the  House,  and  also  from 
the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. I  hold  a  copy  of  those  Rules  in  my 
hand.  The  first  thing  I  see  is  that  those 
Rules  divided  themselves  into  two  wholly 
different  sections  —  first,  Rules  to  be 
observed  by  the  Speaker  ;  and,  secondly, 
Rules  relating  to  the  procedure  of  Busi- 
ness in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 
In  framing  those  Rules,  you,  Sir,  dis- 
tinctly laid  down  what  appeared  to  you 
to  be  the  proper  regulations  for  the  con- 
duct of  Business  while  the  House  was 
acting  as  a  whole  body,  and  these  were 
followed  by  regulations  adapted  to  very 
different  circumstances — to  the  case  of 
the  House  sitting  in  Committee.  If, 
then,  in  the  present  instance,  this  dis- 
tinction is  kept  in  view,  the  House, 
without  much  confusion,  might  come  to 
a  decision  with  regard  to  them ;  but  in- 
stead of  that  we  have  here  a  Rule  which 
mixes  up  the  powers  to  be  given  to  Mr. 
Speaker  and  those  to  be  given  to  the 
Ohairman  of  Oommittees,  and  we  are 

Sir  Staffo-d  Norihcote 


called  upon  to  apply  them  equally  to  both 
those  functionaries.  The  great  diffi- 
culty that  is  suggested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Lanarkshire  (Sir  Edward 
Colebrooke)  and  others  is  that  we  do  not 
really  know  what  is  to  be  the  actual 
power  which  you  are  going  to  give  to 
somebody  ;  but  when  we  have  to  give  it 
to  somebody,  wo  must  consider  to  whom 
that  power  ought  in  reason  to  be  given. 
W^ith  regard  to  Mr.  Speaker,  we  under- 
stand what  it  is  we  are  asked  to  do.  Tou 
propose  that  when  N[r.  Speaker  is  of 
opinion  that  the  question  has  been  ade- 
quately discussed,  and  there  is  a  dispo- 
sition in  the  House  to  close  the  debate, 
Mr.  Speaker  shall  put  the  Question,  and 
in  that  way  it  is  assumed  that  the  Busi* 
ness  of  the  House,  as  a  whole,  will  be 
forwarded  and  advanced ;  but  what  are 
you  going  to  do  when  the  House  is  not 
sitting  as  a  Whole  House  ?  You  do  not 
know  yourselves,  or,  if  you  do,  you  did 
not  at  the  beginning  of  this  Sitting,  and 
have  kept  us  in  the  dark  up  to  the  pre- 
sent moment.  I  say  you  did  not  know 
at  the  beginning  of  the  Sitting,  and  that 
is  a  remarkable  statement  to  make  ;  but 
it  is  literally  true.  The  important  ques- 
tion was  raised  months  ago  whether  this 
important  power  should  bo  confined  to 
the  recognized  and  duly  appointed  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  or  whether  it 
should  also  be  exercised  by  those  who 
have  been  spoken  of  as  casual  Chair- 
men. The  Prime  Minister  told  us,  some 
time  before  the  Adjournment  of  Parlia- 
ment, that  he  was  prepared  to  accept 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Preston  (Mr.  Raikes) ;  but  now  the 
Prime  Minister  has  quite  forgotten  that ; 
he  discussed  the  question  on  the  assump- 
tion that  that  was  not  the  case;  and  when 
he  was  reminded  of  it,  he  said,  with  a  light 
heart — **  If  I  said  so,  of  course  I  stand  by 
it,"  as  if  it  did  not  make  the  slightest 
difference ;  but  it  does  make  a  very 
serious  difference.  The  whole  question 
is  whether  we  are  to  provide  exhaus- 
tively for  the  two  conditions  of  the 
House — the  first  being  when  it  is  fully 
constituted  with  the  Speaker  in  the 
Chair,  and  the  other  when  the  Chair 
is  occupied  by  somebody  else.  In  pro- 
viding for  the  one  the  Resolution  does  not 
provide  for  the  other,  except  in  the  case 
of  the  Chair  being  occupied  by  the  recog- 
nized Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means. 
Unless  something  else  were  to  be  pro- 
posed, this  does  not  exhaust  the  ooa** 
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ditions  with  which  we  have  to  deal. 
And,  let  me  remark,  this  is  not  a  matter 
of  little  importance.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  talks  of  the  distinction  be- 
tween the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
when  called  npon  to  act  as  Deputy 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  in  his  capa- 
city of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means. 
That  is  a  case  which  does  not  often  arise, 
and  is  not  likely  to  arise  when  there  is  a 
probability  of  these  powers  being  exer- 
cised. But  these  casual  Chairmen — 
when  are  they  to  be  called  in  ?  Gene- 
rally at  the  time  of  these  prolonged  Sit- 
tings, which  are  difficult  times ;  and 
here  you  are  going  to  deal  with  ccises  of 
Obstruction,  but  are  leaving  out  alto- 
gether the  case  of  these  casual  Chair- 
men. While  Mr.  Playfair  is  in  the 
Chair  he  will  have  power  to  end  a  de- 
bate ;  but  if  he  is  exhausted  by  the 
length  of  a  Sitting,  and  some  other 
Member — perhaps  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
Temment — takes  the  Chair,  he  will  not 
be  able  to  exercise  such  power.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  Arthur 
Arnold)  said  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  preyent  Obstruction  in  Committee, 
which  may  occur  when  the  Chair  is  occu- 
pied by  one  of  these  casual  Chairmen, 
who  will  not  be  able  to  exercise  these 
powers.  That  being  so,  I  say  the  scheme 
of  the  GK>Temment  will  not  hold  water ; 
it  does  not  cover  the  whole  ground,  and 
it  18  an  unworkmanlike  proposal.  Am 
I  alone  in  raising  this  difficulty  ?  The 
Government  have  themselves  recognized 
it,  and  say  they  will  meet  it ;  if  only  the 
House  will  give  them  a  cheque  in  blank 
in  favour  of  somebody  not  decided  upon 
they  will  make  a  proposal  by-and-bye 
as  to  the  person  in  whose  favour  it  is  to 
be  drawn.  We  were  distinctly  told  that 
if  we  will  pass  this  measure,  so  far  as  to 
carry  the  words  giving  power  to  the 
Churman,  the  Government  will  make  a 
proposal  to  the  House,  and  then  let  us 
see  to  whom  it  is  we  give  the  powers.  I 
can  understand  that  there  may  be  sup- 
porters of  the  Government  who,  with 
such  blind  faith  in  their  Leaders,  are 
perfectly  ready  to  say — **We  will  give 
you  this  cheque  and  leave  you  to  fill 
it  in  at  your  own  pleasure ; "  but  we, 
vho  are  naturally  a  little  more  scep- 
tical, would  like  to  know  in  whose 
favour  this  is  to  be  drawn,  and  I 
think  it  would  be  but  reasonable  that 
we  should  be  allowed  to  discuss  that 
question  fullyi  and  with  greater  know- 


ledge of  what  we  are  about  to  do.  With 
the  Resolution  in  its  present  shape  the 
Speaker  is  called  upon  to  carry  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  on  his  back. 
Nobody  supposes  that  if  you  had  this 
Eesolution  in  the  shape  in  which  it 
would  stand  without  having  the  Speaker's 
name  mentioned  in  it,  it  would  be  sup- 
ported as  it  has  been.  A  large  number 
of  Members  support  the  Resolution,  and 
others,  though  they  object  to  it,  see  less 
objection  than  they  otherwise  would 
to  its  being  accepted,  because  they 
have  confidence  in  the  character  of  the 
Speaker;  but  it  is  not  fair  that  we 
should  be  called  upon,  on  account  of 
our  confidence  in  the  Speaker,  to  let 
him  carry  on  his  back  some  unknown 
Chairman  of  Committees.  We  are  told 
with  regard  to  the  Grand  Committees 
that  we  are  very  much  in  the  wrong, 
and  are  altogether  unreasonable,  be- 
cause we  raise  a  question  as  to  what 
is  to  be  the  position  of  the  Chairman  of 
these  Committees.  We  are  told  that  we 
are  impertinent  to  inquire — [Mr.  Glad- 
stone: I  answered  the  question.] — but 
the  House  must  remember  that  these 
Grand  Committees,  if  the  Eesolution 
is  adopted  as  it  stands — on  which  I 
say  nothing,  but  reserve  my  opinion — 
involve  a  most  important  and  vital 
change  in  the  constitution  of  the  House, 
as  the  House  will  be,  when  it  is  not 
fully  constituted  with  the  Speaker  in 
the  Chair,  and  your  proposals  ought 
to  have  reference  to  that  character 
which  the  House  will  then  boar,  and 
not  to  that  which  it  will  bear  if  your 
scheme  comes  into  operation.  It  can- 
not be  said  that  we  are  to  put  out  of 
sight  a  matter  which  is  an  essential  part 
of  the  whole  scheme.  We  were  told  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr. 
Arthur  Arnold)  that  Committee  is  just 
the  stage  at  which  Obstruction  is  most 
rife,  and  when  it  is  most  important  it 
should  be  dealt  with.  But  then  you 
are  going  to  alter  entirely  the  constitu- 
tion of  your  Committees  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  these  Grand  Committees ;  and 
we  want  to  know,  have  you  a  scheme,  or 
have  you  not,  which  shall  deal  with  the 
conditions  of  the  House  under  all  cir- 
cumstances, when  it  is  acting  otherwise 
than  as  a  Whole  House?  We  are 
bound  to  insist  on  some  clear  and  expli- 
cit answer  upon  the  subject.  I  will  not 
go  into  the  question  as  to  whether  this 
form  of  cldture  is  the  right  way  of  deal- 
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ing  with  Obstruction.  We  were  told 
distinctly  by  the  Prime  Minister  that  he 
did  not  intend  this  for  dealing  with  Ob- 
struction, and  that  was  a  statement 
which  took  exceedingly  well  in  Febru- 
ary; but  now  it  has  become  obsolete, 
and  it  now  appears  that  it  is  intended 
to  check  Obstruction.  I  believe  the 
statement  in  February  was  the  true  one, 
and  that  the  Bule  will  not  have  any 
effect  in  reducing  Obstruction.  ^  am  as 
anxious  as  anyone  else  to  deal  with  Ob- 
struction ;  but  it  must  be  dealt  with  in  a 
very  different  way  than  by  these  mea- 
sures. "With  regard  to  Committees,  I 
venture  to  say  you  have  not  half  thought 
out  your  plan,  and  it  is  an  insult  to  the 
House  to  propose  a  plan  which  has  not 
been  thought  out  and  digested.  We 
have  heard  that  we  may  trust  to  the 
Chairman  because,  having  this  autho- 
rity, ho  will  be  more  careful ;  but  if  we 
are  to  have  arguments  of  that  kind  put 
to  us,  and  are  expected  to  swallow  them, 
we  shall  be  putting  ourselves  in  a  curi- 
ous position  in  the  eyes  of  the  public.  I 
have  made  these  remarks  because  I 
think  they  are  called  for  and  are  just, 
and  what  I  wish  to  press  upon  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  House  is,  that  we 
should  insist  upon  seeing  the  whole  plan 
of  the  Government  put  before  us.  I 
will  go  further,  and  say  this  by  way  of 
my  own  suggestion.  I  do  not  believe 
there  would  be  any  better  method,  and, 
perhaps,  there  could  be  not  so  good  a 
method,  of  proceeding  as  by  following 
the  lead  set  by  the  Speaker  when  he 
drew  up  the  Besolutions  on  Urgency — 
that  is  to  say,  of  defining  your  Besolu- 
tion,  and  applying  what  you  think  fit — 
that  is  to  say,  following  the  Speaker's 
whole  system  upon  the  position  which 
ought  to  be  taken  up  when  the  House 
is  constituted  as  a  full  House,  and  then  by 
separate  Kesolutions  endeavouring  to 
apply  the  Kules,  with  more  or  less  mo- 
dification, to  the  case  when  the  House 
is  in  Committee.  I  believe  you  would 
save  time  by  doing  so,  and  you  would 
not  only  avoid  confusion,  but  you  would 
place  the  House  in  a  condition  more  in- 
telligible, and  more  satisfactory  in  rela- 
tion to  the  proper  discharge  of  its  im- 
portant functions. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henst  James)  said,  he  had  had  no  in- 
tention of  rising  to  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet;  but  as  he  had  been  ap- 
pealed to  bj  name  by  the  right  hon. 

Sir  ate^ri  NorthcoU 


Gentleman,  he  would  answer  as  far  as 
he  could  the  questions  that  had  been 
put  to  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  assumed  that 
some  order  had  been  given  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  hon.  Members  who  sup- 
ported the  Government  not  to  take  part 
in  this  discussion.  He  would  remind 
the  House  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man gave  no  grounds  whatever  for  that 
statement.  Possibly  it  might  not  have 
occurred  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  those  Members  who  thought  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  too  much  discus- 
sion in  the  House  would  consider  they 
would  best  remedy  the  evil  which  they 
had  assembled  there  to  encounter  by  not 
speaking  so  much  as  hon.  Members 
opposite,  but  rather  by  letting  a  few 
speakers  deal  broadly  with  the  subject. 
He  must,  however,  say  that  he  should 
not  have  thought  so  small  a  matter 
worthy  of  the  attention  of  the  House 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  him- 
self made  allusion  to  it.  If  the  present 
Amendment  were  carried,  there  would 
be  no  power  of  control  vested  in  the 
House  at  all  when  it  was  in  Committee. 
In  fact,  the  House  would,  when  in 
Committee,  be  left  without  any  check 
on  its  debates.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  he  did  not  take  part  with 
those  who  had  drawn  a  personal  dis- 
tinction between  the  Speaker  and  the 
Chairman  of  Committees. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  did  not  rest  his  argument  upon 
that. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  it  was  true  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  rest  his 
argument  on  that ;  but  he  drew  a  dis- 
tinction betweei^  ordinary  Sittings  of  the 
House  and  Committees  ^of  the  Whole 
House.  He  was  disposed,  to  some  ex- 
tent, to  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  but  what  was  the  difference 
between  the  two  conditions  of  the 
House  ?  In  ordinary  Sittings  every 
Member  could  only  speak  once ;  whereas, 
in  Committee,  every  Member  could 
speak  as  often  as  he  thought  proper. 
In  which  condition  of  the  House,  there- 
fore, was  an  abuse  of  the  liberty  of  dis- 
cussion most  likely  to  occur  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  agreed  that  when  it 
was  in  the  power  of  an  hon.  Member 
to  speak  once  some  check  should  be 
placed  on  the  exercise  of  that  power; 
but,  strange  to  say,  he  did  not  think 
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any  such  check  was  necessary  when 
hon.  Gentlemen  could  speak  as  often  as 
they  pleased  without  restriction.  That 
was  the  distinction  that  had  been  drawn 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  did 
not  such  a  difiPerence  show  the  necessity 
rather  of  imposing  restrictions  in  Com- 
mittee than  in  the  Whole  House  ?  Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  so  far  as  he 
(the  Attorney  General)  could  gather 
from  his  remarks,  passed  from  that 
point  to  another  argument.  He  said — 
"  Look  at  the  condition  of  things  that 
you  will  arrive  at  when  you  have  agreed 
to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Pres- 
ton." Well,  he  must  confess  it  was  not 
Tery  encouraging  for  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter and  those  in  immediate  charge  of 
these  Besolutions  to  accept  any  Amend- 
ment, if  the  concessions  made  by  such 
acceptance  were  dealt  with  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  dealt  with  them. 
But  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Baikes)  moved,  not  as  a  substitu- 
tion, but  as  an  Amendment  to  the  pro- 
position before  the  House,  that  the 
power,  the  application  of  which  they 
were  now  discussing,  should  be  con- 
ferred on  the  regular  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, and  should  not  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  individual  who  had  been 
described  by  some  speakers  that  after- 
noon as  the  casual  Chairman .  The  right 
hon.  Baronet,  following,  as  he  some- 
times did,  the  lead  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Kan- 
dolph  Churchill),  turned  on  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Preston,  and  attacked  it, 
it  should  be  observed,  when  it  had  been 
accepted  by  the  Prime  Minister.  He 
questioned  if,  in  the  event  of  the 
Amendment  not  having  been  accepted 
by  the  Leader  of  the  House,  it  would 
not  then  have  received  the  support  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  What  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  led  the  Opposition 
flaid  really  amounted  to  this — ''  xou  are 
going  to  give  this  power  to  the  ordinary 
Uhairman  of  Committees;  but  it  is  to 
the  casual  Chairman  that  you  should 
really  give  it.  He  is  the  man  whom 
jou  should  always  invest  with  this 
power,  because  he  generally  sits  in 
troubled  times,  when  a  great  deal  of 
unnecessary  discussion  is  going  on.'' 

8iB  8TAFF0ED  NOKTHCOTE:  I 
did  not  say  that ;  I  said  that  if  you  de- 
cline to  give  it  to  him,  you  leave  out 
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exactly  the  kind  of  Chairman  who  most 
needs  this  power. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James  J  said,  he  was  quite  ready 
to  accept  the  explanation;  but,  as  he 
understQod  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  he 
advanced  that  as  an  argument  why  these 
powers  should  be  conferred  on  the  casual 
Chairman,  and  why  he  should  not  be  left 
out.  The  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Raikes)  proposed  to  strike  out  the  casual 
Chairman  from  enjoying  such  powers, 
and  he  certainly  thought  at  the  time  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
intended  to  sliow  that  he  should  be  kept 
in.  He  (the  Attorney  General)  admitted 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  right  in 
saying  that,  at  the  present  time,  and 
under  the  existing  Rules,  they  had  to 
seek  the  aid  of  casual  Chairmen  in 
troubled  times,  because  the  physical 
powers  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
did  not  enable  him  to  continue  his 
labours ;  but  it  was  precisely  in  order  to 
get  rid  of  that  state  of  things  that  the 
Government  brought  forward  their  pro- 
posals. The  proposed  Rules  ought,  there- 
fore, to  be  looked  at  as  they  would 
apply  to  the  new  state  of  things.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  said  he  was  going  to 
vote  for  the  Amendment  now  before  the 
House,  because,  at  the  present  moment, 
he  did  not  know  how  the  Government 
were  going  to  deal  with  the  powers  of 
Chairmen  of  Grand  Committees.  Was 
there  much  connection  between  the  two 
questions?  When  they  were  asked  to 
take  away  from  the  House  when  in 
Committee  all  power  of  terminating 
undue  debate,  was  it  worthy  of  this  dis- 
cussion to  say — '*  I  will  vote  for  the 
absence  of  that  power,  because  I  do  not 
know  what  will  be  done  with  regard  to 
Grand  Committees  ?  "  It  was  in  order  to 
get  rid  of  the  present  unsatisfactory 
state  of  things  that  the  Rule  was  pro- 
posed to  the  House.  It  would  give  to 
the  regular  Chairman  of  Committees 
power  to  check  unnecessary  Obstruction. 
There  would  be  a  termination  of  unne- 
cessary debate,  and  consequently  a  ter- 
mination of  that  great  drag  on  the 
Chairman's  physical  powers  which  was 
the  only  reason  why  he  could  not  per- 
form his  duties  at  present. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBARD  said,  he  would 
vote  with  all  his  heart  against  the  Re- 
solution proposed  by  "the  Government, 
unless  the  Prime  Minister  would  accept 
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back  again  to  tbeir  ships.  Sir  Beauchamp 
Seymour  spoke  with  great  admiration 
of  the  manner  in  which  the  officers  and 
men  carried  out  their  various  duties. 
Until  the  arrival  of  Sir  Archibald 
Alison,  on  the  17th  of  July,  with  two 
battalions  from  Cyprus,  and  1,000 
marines,  the  defence  of  Alexandria  was 
undertaken  by  a  small  body  of  the  sea- 
men and  the  ^marines  of  the  Fleet — a 
duty  requiring  skill,  energy,  and  vigi- 
lance on  so  long  an  extent  of  lines.  The 
police  protection  of  Alexandria  was  also 
provided  for  with  singular  energy,  tem- 
per, and  good  sense.  After  the  arrival 
of  more  troops,  the  officers  and  men  of 
the  Fleet  continued  to  assist  the  Army 
in  many  ways — in  mounting  heavy  guns, 
in  fitting  up  and  working  guns  on  a 
railway  truck,  which  were  used  in  re- 
connoissances,  and  in  providing  for  the 
water  supply  of  Alexandria,  which  was 
threatened  by  the  damming  of  the  Mah- 
moudieh  Canal.  This  important,  in- 
deed necessary,  work  was  carried  out  so 
completely  that  water  was  in  sufficient 
supply  not  only  for  the  soldiers  and 
sailors,  but  for  the  whole  population,  at 
that  time,  of  Alexandria.  In  alluding  to 
such  works  as  these,  I  feel  great  regret 
that  the  scope  of  the  subj  ect  hardly  permits 
me  to  refer  to  the  courageous,  enduring, 
skilful  work  done  by  civilians  in  connec- 
tion with  waterworks  and  railways,  and 
performed  under  circumstances  of  the 
greatest  personal  risk.  It  was  decided 
from  the  first  that  the  line  of  opera- 
tions upon  Cairo  should  be  by  the  Suez 
Canal,  with  the  base  at  Ismailia,  and 
preparations  were  made  to  hold  the 
line  of  the  Canal  from  Port  Said  to 
Port  Suez  by  the  Navy  and  Marines 
until  the  arrival  of  the  troops.  Bear 
Admiral  Hoskins  was  in  charge  of  this 
delicate  operation,  and  admirably  well 
he  did  it.  Sir  William  Hewett  showed 
his  well-known  energy  in  occupying 
Suez,  and  preparing  to  take  possession 
of  the  southern  portion  of  the  Canal. 
Circumstances,  of  which  your  Lordships 
are  aware,  caused  great  anxiety,  and 
obliged  Admiral  Hoskins  to  act  with  for- 
bearance and  caution.  And  now,  my 
Lords,  as  a  friend  and  neighbour  of  one 
of  the  principal  depots  of  the  Marines, 
it  is  with  peculiar  pleasure  that  I  allude 
to  that  distinguished  Corps,  *  who,  al- 
though sometimes  inclined  to  dread  being 
BQueezed  out  by  the  superior  numbers 
of  blue-jackets  and  of  soldiers,  always 
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manage  to  retain  a  great  and  well- 
deserved  hold  on  the  appreciative  re- 
spect and  sympathy  of  the  public.  They 
were  in  every  action  from  first  to  last. 
They  were  the  first  troops  to  land  with 
the  sailors  at  Alexandria.  They  dis- 
tinguished themselves  at  the  reconnois- 
sance  in  force  on  the  5th  of  August, 
under  Sir  Archibald  Alison.  The  Bi)yal 
Marine  Artillery  behaved  with  great 
gallantry  at  Kassassin.  The  Light  In- 
fantry were  in  the  first  line  at  Tel-el- 
Kebir.  Both  lost  heavily  during  the 
campaign.  As  to  the  Transport,  over 
28,000  officers  and  men  and  nearly 
6,000  animals  were  conveyed  to  Egypt 
and  the  Mediterranean  in  connection 
with  the  operations.  Forty  thousand 
tons  of  stores  were  sent  out;  124  ships 
in  all  were  engaged  by  the  Admiralty. 
Not  a  single  casualty  occurred.  When 
the  movement  of  the  troops  from  Alex- 
andria was  settled,  the  plans  carefully 
prepared  beforehand  were  carried  out  in 
the  early  morning  of  the  20th  of  August. 
On  the  arrival  of  the  transports  the 
whole  line  of  the  Canal  was  safe  in  the 
hands  of  the  Navy,  the  enemy  shelled 
out  of  Nefiche,  three  and  a-half  miles 
from  Ismailia — one  of  the  cleverest 
operations  of  the  campaign — and  tele- 
graphic communication  established.  The 
pilotage  of  the  transports  was  exclu- 
sively undertaken  by  the  Naval  officers ; 
and  the  arrangements  were  so  perfect 
that,  while  one  or  two  merchant  vessels 
were  never  stopped  at  all,  the  normal 
traffic  of  the  Canal  was  resumed  in  less 
than  48  hours.  The  discipline  was  so 
good  that,  out  of  300  sailors  who  occu- 
pied Port  Said  for  a  month,  only  four 
cases  of  want  of  discipline  were  serious 
enough  to  be  brought  before  the  officer 
in  command.  The  action  at  Chalouf, 
between  Ismailia  and  Suez,  secured  the 
line  of  railway  to  Suez.  A  40-pounder 
gun  on  a  truck  was  worked  by  seamen. 
A  Naval  Brigade,  at  Sir  Garnet's  special 
request,  took  part  in  the  action  of  Tel- 
el- Kebir.  But  the  greatest  service 
rendered  to  the  Army  was  the  conveyance 
of  stores  and  provisions  along  the  Fresh 
Water  Canal,  and  the  greatest  energy 
was  displayed  in  bringing  back  the 
wounded  from  Tel-el-Kebir  to  Ismailia, 
which  has  been  gratefully  recognized  by 
Sir  Garnet.  It  sounds  as  if  a  canal  and 
a  railway  were  extraordinary  aids  for 
transport ;  but  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  Canal  was  a  narrow,  Bhallow 
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ditch,  meant  to  convey  water,  not  to 
carry  traffic,  and  that  the  single  line  of 
railway  was  broken  up  for  miles.  I  now 
come  to  the  2nd  and  Srd  Hesolutions. 
I^iiring  the  Naval  operations,  measures 
of  precaution  had  been  taken ;  the 
Mediterranean  garrisons  had  been 
strengthened  by  two  battalions,  and  a 
force  was  sent  from  Malta  to  Cyprus  on 
the  8th  of  July,  which  subsequently 
arrived  at  Alexandria  on  the  Idth  of 
July.  It  was  on  the  20th  of  July  that 
the  Cabinet  decided  on  the  Expedition. 
The  Vote  of  Credit  passed  on  the  27th 
of  July.  Preparations  commenced  on  the 
2l8t  of  July,  and  on  the  SOth  the  first 
troops  left  for  the  field,  followed  from 
day  to  day  till,  on  the  1 1  th  of  August, 
there  was  a  complete  Army  Corps,  with 
proper  proportions  of  Cavalry,  Artillery, 
and  Eugineers,  of  about  36,000  men,  54 
field  guns,  and  5,600  horses.  I  have 
refrained,  though  reluctantly,  from  al- 
luding to  the  merits  of  the  Departments 
in  which  the  two  noble  Earls  near  me 
have  worked  so  hard  ;  but  I  do  not  feel 
the  same  scruple  with  regard  to  the 
Indian  Government.  Orders  had  been 
sent  to  India  on  the  8th  of  July,  as  a 
preliminary  measure,  to  send  the  Sea- 
forth  Highlanders  to  Suez.  Imme- 
diately on  the  receipt  of  the  orders  of 
the  25th  of  July,  for  the  despatch  of  the 
Indian  Contingent,  the  Government  of 
Bombay  were  called  upon  to  take  up  and 
equip  sufficient  transport  for  the  whole 
Force.  So  well  was  the  call  responded 
to,  that  the  first  instalment  of  the  de- 
tachment sailed  on  the  dth  of  August ; 
and  by  the  9th  September  47  transports, 
aggregating  1 14,500  tons,  had  left  India, 
conveying  322  commissioned  and  war- 
rant officers,  1,690  British  troops,  with 
12  guns,  3,970  Native  troops,  7,209 
followers,  1,765  horses,  4,375  mules, 
and  775  ponies.  The  first  detachment 
arrived  27  days  from  the  date  of  the 
first  instructions  for  their  despatch,  and 
the  Force  continued  to  arrive  until  the 
15th  of  September  ;  and  though  the 
season  of  the  Monsoon  was  the  least 
favourable  time  of  the  year  for  sending 
troops  by  sea,  man  and  animals  arrived 
in  excellent  health,  there  being  no 
casualties  among  the  men,  and  only  27 
imoDg  the  horses.  The  Indian  Govern- 
i&ent  provided  tents  for  16,000  troops 
Mming     trota    England,    and    raised, 
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muleteers  for  employment  with  the 
Transport  animals.  The  result  was  a 
perfect  success  ;  the  troops  were  able  to 
take  the  field  immediately  on  arriving, 
and  to  keep  it  in  perfect  health,  thorough 
efficiency,  and  comparative  comfort,  until 
the  close  of  the  operations,  during  which, 
under  the  command  of  General  Mac- 
pherson,  they  did  such  admirable  ser- 
vice, and  nowhere  more  than  in  the 
attack  on  Tel-el-Kebir,  and  by  the  part 
they  took  in  the  brilliant  march  to  Cairo. 
The  Indian  Contingent  has  already  left 
Egypt,  excepting  the  commissioned  and 
non-commissioned  officers  selected  to 
visit  England  before  their  return  to 
India,  when  I  hope  they  will  receive  the 
honour  due  to  them.  To  return  to  the 
history  of  the  campaign,  Sir  Archibald 
Alison  had,  by  bold  and  skilful  action, 
made  safe  our  position  at  Alexandria, 
and  the  value  of  recent  tactical  training 
was  shown  on  this  occasion.  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley,  aided  by  Sir  John  Adye,  in- 
stantly on  arrival  carried  out  the  plan 
of  campaign  which  had  been  carefully 
preconcerted  in  England.  The  bulk  of 
the  Army  was  removed  bodily  to  the 
new  base  with  speed,  secrecy,  and  suc- 
cess of  details.  Oo  arriving  at  Ismailia, 
the  force  under  General  Graham  pushed 
forward  to  secure  water  and  seize  the 
obstructing  dams  made  across  the  Canal. 
It  rapidly  seized  Kassassin  Lock,  and 
made  the  supply  of  water  safe.  There 
were  two  successful  skirmishes  under 
General  Graham,  and  on  the  night  of 
the  2dth  of  August  there  was  a  Ca- 
valry charge,  executed  with  courage  and 
steadiness.  Here  the  Household  Cavalry 
had  the  first  opportunity  of  vindicating 
their  military  efficiency.  The  Force, 
strengthened  by  Sir  Edward  Hamley 
and  one  brigade,  pushed  forward  for  a 
great  result.  My  Lords,  at  this  moment 
of  offering  our  thanks  to  the  Army  of 
Egypt,  I  cannot  help  feeling  that  we 
have  been  anticipated  by  the  popular 
and  warm  receptions  which  have  been 
given  in  difierent  parts  of  the  country 
to  detachments  of  the  returning  Force. 
Most  of  your  Lordships  have,  like  my- 
self, probably,  only  had  the  opportunity 
of  seeing  some  of  the  Household  Cavalry 
passing  through  the  cheering  multitudes 
of  this  great  city.  It  was  remarked  to 
me  that,  on  the  Continent,  a  victorious 
army  would  have  been  re-clothed  before 
entering  the  capital.  I  do  not  know 
whether  that  is  the  case ;  but  it  seemed 
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to  me  that  theso  sunburnt  men,  loolting 
older,  thinner,  but  in  first-rate  condition, 
in  weather-stained,  worn-out  jackets, 
told  their  own  story  of  endurance  and  of 
courageous  discharge  of  duty  in  a  more 
telling  manner  than  by  any  attempt  of 
smartening  them  for  the  occasion.  It 
was  after  this  affair  at  Kassassin  that 
alarming  prognostications  were  made  at 
home  and  abroad — that  the  delays  and 
dawdling  of  Sir  Garnet  had  destroyed 
the  chances  of  success  which  at  one  time 
were  within  our  g^asp.  We  are  all  wise 
after  the  event,  and  we  all  now  acknow- 
ledge that  delays  and  dawdling  are 
not  Sir  Garnet's  especial  defects.  A 
great  military  historian  has  remarked 
tliat  the  great  difference  of  wars  of  this 
century,  compared  with  those  of  previous 
times,  is  that,  owing  to  the  greater 
powers  of  locomotion  in  an  army,  an 
extension  and  a  rapidity  have  been  given 
to  war  which  were  previously  unknown ; 
that,  in  consequence  of  this,  every  sol- 
dier thinks  of  going  straight  to  his  end 
— namely,  the  capital  of  the  country  he 
is  attacking ;  and  that  this  system,  when 
successfully  carried  out,  is  more  econo- 
mical in  blood  and  gold  than  the  former 
system.  But  ho  adds  that,  in  that  sys- 
tem, there  may  be  great  disappointments. 
They  are  movements  that  require  a 
first-rate  General  with  genius  to  execute 
them — one  who  has  the  power  of  appre- 
ciating the  powers  of  his  own  forces  and 
those  of  his  enemies ;  one  who  is  able 
exactly  to  calculate  questions  of  time 
and  distance  with  extraordinary  accu- 
racy. When  second-rate  or  third-rate 
Generals  attempt  it,  their  rashness  is 
easily  punished.  Colonel  Wolseley's 
reputation  stood  high  when  it  was  de- 
cided to  send  him  in  command  of  the 
Red  River  Expedition.  The  work  was 
done  by  him  not  only  completely,  but 
with  singular  celerity.  In  the  Ashantee 
War,  Coomassio,  despite  its  almost  in- 
accessible position,  was  taken  in  seven 
weeks ;  while  Cairo  was  taken  in  three 
weeks  after  the  arrival  of  the  troops  at 
the  base  of  Ismailia.  It  has  already 
been  said  that  before  leaving  England 
Sir  Garnet  had  named  the  place  and  the 
date  of  the  great  battle.  with  regard 
to  the  date,  I  am  bound  to  say  he  was 
not  quite  mathematically  correct.  To 
my  noble  Friend  behind  me,  he  said  the 
15th  would  be  the  date  of  his  great 
battle ;  to  another,  the  13th  ;  while  to  a 
third,  he  said  that  Cairo  would  be  taken 
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on  the  15th,  the  result  being  that  the 
great  battle  was  fought  on  the  13th  and 
Cairo  taken  on  the  14th.     If  the  quota- 
tion I  have  made  as  to  the  qualifications 
of  a  General  is  correct,  your  Lordships 
will  admit  that  Sir  Garnet  has  some 
claims  to  the  character  of  a  first-class 
General.     I  beg  pardon  for  this  dig^s- 
sion.      It  appears  to  me  superfluous  to 
give  your  Lordships  any  account  of  the 
attack  upon  the  works  of  Tel-el-Kebir. 
The  military  despatches,  the  letters  of 
correspondents,  the  descriptions  in  the 
Press,  have  given  you  the  most  vivid 
knowledge  of    that    well-planned    and 
well- executed  attack — the  short  time  of 
sleep,  the  night  march,  guided  by  the 
stars  alone,  the  perfect  silence,  the  dis- 
cipline which  prevented  a  single  g^n 
being  fired,  and  the  final  rush  with  such 
fatal  effect  to  the  enemy  ;  a  struggle  in 
which  English,  Scotch,  and  Irish  regi- 
ments, swelled  by  the  Reserves,   who 
had   patriotically  come  forward  almost 
without    exception,   were    engaged    in 
generous  rivalry  to  do  their  duty,  under 
the    command    of    Generals    Hamley, 
Willis,  Alison,   Graham,   the  Duke  of 
Connaught,  Drury-Lowe,  and  Macpher- 
son.      In  the  moment  of  exultation,  we 
all  remember  the  anxieties  of  families  at 
home;  we  all  deeply  sympathize  with 
those  whose  relations  have  been  killed 
or  seriously  wounded,  and  rejoice  with 
those  who  have  seen  them  return  with 
glory  to   their  homes.     There  is  one 
illustrious  Widow  who  did  not  hesitate 
for  one   moment  in  her  wish  that  her 
Son  should  share  the  perils  of  his  com- 
panions in  arms,  but  whose  anxiety  for 
his  safety  was  intense.     Her  Majesty 
must  be  rewarded,  not  so  much  by  his 
safety,  as  by  the  manner  in  which  the 
Duke  of  Connaught  has  been  spoken  of 
in  the  public  despatches,  while  from  all 
quarters  confirmation  has  flowed  in  of 
his    soldier-like    ability  and   qualities, 
.coolness  under  fire,  and  espeoial  care  of 
his  men.      My  Lords,  I  cannot  conclude 
without  speaking  in  the  highest  terms 
of  the  conduct  of  Generals  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood   and  William   Earle.     The  less 
attractive,  but  most  important,  duty  of 
watching  the   enemy  at  Ramleh  was 
performed   by   the   first  of    those  dis- 
tinguished officers,  while  the  latter  most 
efficiently  guarded  the  communications. 
The   Cavalry  and  Artillery    march   to 
Cairo,   which  crowned  the  operations, 
has,  I  understand,  especially  excited  the 
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admiration  and  the  curiosity  of  the  most 
eminent  of  the  German  military  autho- 
rities. The  safety  of  that  famous  town 
is  a  subject  the  importance  of  which 
cannot  be  oyer- estimated.  My  Lords,  I 
have  spoken  highly  of  the  qualities  of 
the  men  who  have  achieved  this  success- 
ful Expedition.  I  am  perfectly  aware 
that  there  were  circumstances  in  our 
fayour.  In  the  first  place,  Egypt  is  the 
one  foreign  country  in  the  world  where 
it  is  the  easiest  for  us  to  apply  our 
military  and  great  maritime  resources. 
In  the  second,  our  Armies  were  not  con- 
fronted by  the  trained  soldiers  of  Ger- 
many, France,  Austria,  Russia,  or  Italy. 
All  I  claim  is,  that  in  these  short  opera- 
tions, although,  in  some  details,  useful 
information  has  been  obtained  for  fur- 
ther improvements,  those  which  for 
some  years  have  been  carried  on  in 
both  the  Navy  and  Army  have  not  been 
without  their  fruit ;  and  that,  as  to  the 
officers  and  men,  they  have  shown  a 
skill,  a  courage,  and  powers  of  en- 
durance and  of  discipline  in  doing 
everything  they  have  been  asked  io  do, 
which  must  give  the  nation  perfect  con- 
fidence that  if,  which  God  forbid,  they 
should  be  exposed  to  a  still  more  crucial 
test,  they  would  come  out  with  equal 
credit  to  themselves  and  to  the  country 
at  large.  I  beg  to  move  the  Besolu- 
tions  of  which  I  have  given  Notice. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY :  My 
Lords,  in  a  Motion  of  this  kind  we  are 
happily  not  divided  by  any  distinctions 
as  to  Party,  and  it  is  with  the  most  cor- 
dial and  earnest  pleasure  that  I  rise  to 
second  the  proposition  which  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Granville)  has  made 
to  the  House.  In  doing  so,  I  have  no- 
thing to  add  to  the  concise  and  perspi- 
cuous narrative  which  the  noble  Earl 
has  given  us  of  the  glorious  events  of 
this  short  campaign  ;  but  I  must  permit 
myself,  before  joining  in  heartily  voting 
the  substance  of  the  Motion,  to  make 
two  criticisms,  without  laying  any  undue 
stress  upon  them,  as  to  the  wording  in 
which  the  Motion  is  couched.  In  the 
first  place,  the  Motion  of  the  Govern- 
ment speaks  of  this  as  a  ''  military 
rebellion."  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  it  is  not;  but  that  this  is  the 
introduction  of  a  controversial  state- 
ment, regarding  which  diverse  opinions 
are  held ;  and,  that  being  so,  I  think  it 
ihotild  haye  been  carefully  banished 
from  the  proceedings  in  a  ceremony  of 


this  kind.  My  other  observation  refers 
to  the  last  words  of  the  Motion — namely, 
"the  cordial  good  feeling  which  ani- 
mated the  United  Force."  I  have  no 
doubt  that  a  cordial  good  feeling  did 
animate  the  United  Force  ;  but  is  it  pre- 
cisely necessary  to  state  that  in  a  public 
document  ?  I  should  have  thought  that 
was  a  matter  we  might  assume,  without 
further  insisting  on  it — that  among  the 
Forces  serving  Her  Majesty  united  feel- 
ings would  prevail.  But,  after  all,  these 
are  mere  criticisms  of  words,  not  of  sub- 
stance. In-  the  essence  of  this  Motion 
we  shall,  I  think,  all  of  us  join,  and  join 
in  a  feeling  of  thankfulness  and  relief, 
because  in  recent  years,  owing  to  a 
vast  variety  of  causes,  on  which  it  is  not 
proper  now  to  insist,  doubts  have  been 
propagated  as  to  the  efficiency  of  our 
Forces,  and  as  to  whether  England  would 
maintain  her  old  supremacy,  both  by 
land  and  sea.  It  was  thought  that  the 
vast  changes  which  mechanical  science 
had  introduced  in  the  methods  of  naval 
warfare  had  diminished  the  peculiar  pre- 
eminence our  sailors  had  attained,  and 
that  England  could  no  longer  rely  as  of 
old  upon  being,  by  right  of  her  position 
and  the  traditions  of  her  race,  the  fore- 
most maritime  nation  in  the  world.  But 
I  think  that  the  experience  of  Alexan- 
dria has  shown  that  our  sailors  can 
handle  the  new  mechanisms  of  warfare 
as  intelligently  and  brilliantly  as  they 
did  the  old,  and  that  the  intelligence  and 
spirit  which  have  always  animated  the 
British  sailor  are  shown  with  equal  lustre 
and  with  the  same  results,  whether  he 
works  with  iron  or  with  oak.  Although 
we  were,  I  think,  not  opposed  to  an 
enemy  altogether  worthy  of  our  steel, 
and  though  the  dangers  run  were,  owing 
to  the  foresight  of  fciir  Beauchamp  Sey- 
mour, not  so  great  as  they  might  have 
been,  still  I  think  that  the  effect  of  the 
bombardment  of  Alexandria  must  be  to 
show  the  native  fitness  of  the  British 
sailor  for  waging  naval  warfare  under 
new,  as  well  as  old,  conditions,  and 
that,  displaying  as  it  did  the  intelligence 
and  practical  skill  of  the  British  sailor, 
it  will  powerfully  increase  the  reputa- 
tion of  England  over  all  seas,  and  will 
greatly  assist  the  diplomacy  of  Eng- 
land, whenever  it  may  be  called  upon 
to  act  in  the  future.  Of  Sir  Beau- 
champ  Seymour  the  noble  Earl  has 
spoken  in  terms  of  fitting  praise.  The 
present    Government    have,    I    think. 
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good  reason  to  be  proud  and  to  speak 
with  gratitude  of  that  Officer,  who  has 
conducted  delicate  and  difficult  matters 
with  singular  tact  and  skill ;  and  though, 
as  a  Party,  we  have,  hitherto,  had  no 
experience  of  his  services  or  qualities, 
we  shall  certainly  join  heartily  in  cele- 
brating his  praise,  and  according  to  him 
the  tribute  paid  by  this  Resolution.  We 
shall  certainly  most  cordially  welcome 
him  when  he  makes  his  appearance  here. 
With  respect  to  the  next  Resolution,  I 
cannot  say  so  much — I  mean  with  regard 
to  our  inability  to  join   from  personal 
and  official  knowledge,  in  tribute  to  the 
distinguished  Commander  whose  merits 
are  set  forth  therein .  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley 
has  served  under  the  present  and  the 
late  Administration  of  which  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  was  and  is  a  Member,  in 
a  military  capacity,  and  with  what  suc- 
cess we  all  know.     Under  us  he  served 
in  a  civil  capacity  ;  but  in  that  capacity, 
as  in  his  previous  military  capacity,  he 
displayed  that  which  is  the  peculiar  cha- 
racteristic of  genius — namely,  a  vast  and 
most  accurate  knowledge  of  detail,  over 
which  he  had  the  most  entire  and  com- 
plete command,  and  which  did  not  in- 
terfere with  in  the  least  degree,  or  nar- 
row,  as  it  sometimes  does,  the  largeness 
and  the   scope   of   his   general   mental 
grasp.     In  civil  affairs,  as  in  military, 
he   showed    that   peculiarity.     He  has 
been  criticized,  as  the  noble  Earl  told 
us,    adversely .  during    the   progress  of 
these    operations.      I   think  the  noble 
Earl  dwelt   too   much   upon  that  cir- 
cumstance.     Every  Commander,  while 
the   crisis   of  action  is  going  on,   and 
while    the    effect  of   his    measures    is 
more    or    less    doubtful,    will    neces- 
sarily be    subjected    to   adverse    criti- 
cism.    It  has  been   said  that  this  was 
an   audacious   stroke,    and   that    if  Sir 
Garnet   had  been  opposed  by  a  more 
vigorous   and   better    trained    army    it 
might  have   ended    badly.     I    am  not 
soldier  enough  to  know  if  there  is  any 
justice   in   that  criticism;    but  if  it  be 
just,  it  seems  to  me  only  to  add  to  the 
distinction  of  Sir  Garnet  and  the  merit 
of  his  tactics.     It  shows  that  the  pecu- 
liar brilliancy  of  the  operation  was  this 
— that  he  knew  precisely  how  to  measure 
his  stroke  to  the  capacity  and  power  of 
resistance  of  his  enemy,  neither  despising 
his   enemy  nor  wasting   time  in  unne- 
oesaary  precaution.     But  he  could  draw 
truthfully  and  exactly  the  precise  line 
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where  caution  should  end  and  where 
audacity  should  begin.  The  noble  Earl  has 
referred  to  the  services  rendered  by  the 
other  gallant  officers  and  men  mentioned 
in   the  Srd  Resolution;    and,   amongst 
other  things,    he  has    very    natunuly 
alluded  to  that  patriotic  and  courageous 
decision  at  which   the  Queen   arrived, 
when  she   decided   that  the  Duke    of 
Connaught  should  share  the  labours  and 
dangers  of  his  fellow-soldiers.     It  was 
not  only  a  courageous  but  a  wise  deci- 
sion.    Those  dangers  were  by  no  means 
unreal.    It  is  true  that  General  Officers 
do   not  face  the   dangers  of   war,  so- 
called,  to  the  same  extent,  perhaps,  as 
those  who  stand  in  an  inferior  position. 
But  this  was  a  very  peculiar  war,  at- 
tended with  dangers  of  a  special  kind. 
The  greatest  dangers  did  not  come  from 
the  enemy  to  whom  we  were  opposed. 
I  was  very  much  struck,  in  the  Papers 
which  the  noble  Earl  has  laid  on  the 
Table  this  morning,  by  the   statement 
that  was  made  by  M.  de  Freycinet,  when 
he  said  that  the  French   Ministers  of 
War  and  Marine  were  of  opinion  that 
if  this  war  was  to  be  conducted  at  this 
period  of  the  year,  one-half  of  the  troops 
would  perish  by  sickness.     That  was  a 
danger  which  affected  alike  the  highest 
and  the  lowest.  Generals  and  common 
soldiers.     Happily,  it  has  not  praved  so 
great  a  danger  as  M.  de  Freycinet  an- 
ticipated ;    but  that  was  the    estimate 
formed   by  those  who,  from  their  Al- 
gerian and  Tunisian  experience,    were 
eminently  qualified  to  form  an  estimate 
of  the  kind  of  danger  to  be  encountered 
by  those  who  went  to  the  war ;  and  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  Duke  of  Con- 
naught,  in  joining  the  Expeditionary 
Force,  has  acted  in  accordance  with  the 
principles   which    animate  his   family, 
which  make  the  duties  they  undertake 
real  by  personal  labour  and  work,  and 
the  performance  of  duties,  so  as  to  win, 
as  it   were,    over  again   the  authority 
which  naturally  belongs  to  their  position. 
By  so  doing,  he  has  not  only  proved,  as 
we   know,  on  high  authority,  a  most 
gallant  and  efficient  officer,  but  I  think 
he    has    set    an    example    which  will 
work  advantageously  in  every  rank  of 
the  British  Army.    My  Lords,  no  greater 
praise  can  be  given  to  those  who  have 
taken  part  in  this  brief  but  glorious 
campaign  than  to  say  that   they  have 
acted  in  the  highest  sense  of  the  word 
as  Englishmen.     The  greatest  reward 
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that  Englishmen  can  receive  is  the  ap- 
proTal  of  their  countrjrmen  whom  they 
hare  served  ;  and  it  is  the  proud  duty  of 
the  Houses  of  Parliament,  who  repre- 
sent their  countrymen,  to  confer  upon 
them,  hy  their  Thanks,  those  honours 
and  rewards  which  they  have  so  well 
deserved,  and  with  which  no  other 
honours  can  compare. 

Moved  to  resolve, 

"1.  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  bo 
giren  to  Admiral  Sir  Frederick  Beauchamp 
raget  Seymour,  G.C.6.,  for  the  distinguished 
skm  and  ability  with  which  he  planned  and 
oondncted  the  attack  on  the  Fortifications  of 
Alexandria  and  the  Naval  operations  in  the 
Suez  Canal  which  aided  materially  in  the  sup- 
pranion  of  the  military  rebellion  against  the 
authority  of  His  Highness  the  Khedive  : 

"  2.  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given 
to  General  Sir  Garnet  Joseph  Wolseley,  G.C.B., 
G.C.M.G.,  for  the  distinguished  skill  and  abi- 
lity with  which  he  planned  and  conducted  the 
mflitary  operations  in  Egypt,  which  resulted 
in  the  victory  of  Tel-el-Kebir,  the  occupation 
of  Cairo,  and  the  complete  suprpession  of  the 
military  rebellion  against  the  authority  of  His 
Highness  the  Khedive : 

<'3.  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be 
given  to 

General  Sir  John  Miller  Adye,  K.C.B. ; 

Vice-Admiral  William  Montagu  DoweU, 
C.B.; 

Laeutenant-General  George  Harry  Smith 
Willis,  C.B. ; 

Lieutenant- General  Sir  Edward  Bruce 
Hamley,  K.C.M.G.,  C.B. ; 

Major- General  Sir  Archibald  Alison,  Ba- 
ronet, K.C.B. ; 

Rear  -  Admiral  Sir  William  Nathan 
Wrighte  Howett.  V.C,  K.C.B. ; 

Rear- Admiral  Sir  Francis  William  Sulli- 
van,  K.C.B.,  C.M.G. ; 

Rear-Admiral  Anthony  Hiley  Hoskins, 
C.B.; 

Major  -  General  His  Hoyal  Highness 
Arthur,  Duke  of  Connaught,  K.G., 
K.T^  K.P.,  G.C.S.I.,  G.C.M.G. ; 

Major-General  William  Earle,  C.S.I. ; 

Major-General  Sir  Henry  Evelyn  Wood, 
V.C,  G.C.M.G.,  K.C.B. ; 

Major-General    Gerald    Graham,    V.C, 

C.B.; 
Major-General  George  Byng  Harman, 

C.B. : 
Major-General    Drury    Curzon    Drury- 

Lowe,  C.B. ; 

Major-General  Sir  Herbert  Taylor  Mac- 
pherBon,  V.C,  K.C.B. ; 

and  to  the  other  Officers  and  Warrant  Offi- 
cers of  the  Navy,  Army,  and  Royal  Ma- 
rines, inclading  Her  Majesty's  Indian 
Forceo,  both  Eoropean  and  Native,  for 
the  energy  an<l  gallantry  with  which  they 
executed  the  services  they  have  been  called 
Qpon  to  perform : 


*'  4.  That  this  House  doth  acknowledge  and 
highly  approve  the  gallantry,  discipline,  and 
good  conduct  displayed  by  the  Petty  Officers, 
Non-commissioned  Officers,  and  Men  of  the 
Navy,  Army,  and  Royal  Marines,  and  of  Her 
Majesty's  Indian  Forces,  European  and  Native ; 
and,  also,  the  cordial  good  feeling  which  ani- 
mated the  United  Force."--(rA«  Earl  Gran- 
ville,) 

The  Duke  of  CAMBRIDGE  :  My 
Lords,  I  have  no  doubt  that  your 
Lordships  will  permit  me  to  express, 
in  a  few  words,  on  this  very  interesting 
and  important  occasion,  my  views  as  to 
the  services  which  have  been  rendered 
to  the  country  by  Her  Majesty's  Forces 
in  Egypt.  I  am  the  more  glad  to  have 
this  opportunity  of  doing  so,  because, 
from  what  has  fallen  from  the  noble 
Earl  who  brought  forward  this  Motion, 
it  is  beyond  doubt  that  gpreat  services 
have  been  rendered  to  the  country  by 
the  hearty  co-operation  of  the  Naval  and 
Military  Forces.  Our  position  is  most 
peculiar.  As  an  Island,  we  are  in  a 
very  different  position  from  a  Continen- 
tal Power,  and,  without  the  assistance  of 
our  Navy,  the  Army  would  be  able  to 
do  but  little  or  nothing  beyond  our  own 
shores — in  fact,  it  is  the  Navy  which 
enables  the  Army  to  carry  out  the  duty 
required  from  us  in  our  foreign  wars. 
Consequently,  your  Lordships  will  feel 
that  unless  the  greatest  cordiality  and 
good  feeling  existed  between  the  two 
Forces,  the  services  expected  from  the 
Army  could  not  be  carried  out  in  the 
manner  they  ought  to  be.  But  on  this 
occasion  especially  the  Navy  has  rendered 
the  most  useful  and  valuable  services  to 
the  Army ;  and  I  am  sure  that  there  is 
nobody  who  feels  more  strongly  the  value 
of  those  services,  and  who  is  more  pre- 
pared to  give  hearty  concurrence  to  this 
Address  as  far  as  regards  the  Navy  than 
myself,  not  aloue  on  personal  grounds, 
because  that  would  be  of  comparatively 
little  importance,  but  on  the  part  of  the 
Army.  On  the  part  of  the  Army,  I  can 
with  all  my  heart  thank  the  Navy  for 
the  admirable  manner  in  which  they 
carried  out  their  duty,  and  for  the 
valuable  and  useful  assistance  which 
they  rendered  to  the  Army  during  the 
whole  of  the  campaign.  And  when  I 
say  that,  I  do  not  confine  myself  to  the 
admirable  assistance  afforded  to  the 
Army  by  Sir  Beauchamp  Seymour,  Ad- 
miral Hoskins,  Yice  Admiral  Dowell, 
and  Sir  William  Hewett ;  but  I  contend 
that  there  was  not  a  sailor  nor  a  sailor 
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boy  who  did  not  work  as  hard  as  he 
oould  in  order  to  enable  the  Army  to 
carry  out  the  objects  of  the  campaign. 
My  Lords,  when  I  speak  of  the  Navy 
I  must  not  be  supposed  for  a  moment 
to  furget  the  services  which  were  ren- 
dered by  the  Royal  Marines.  The  Royal 
Marines  find  themselves  in  rather  a 
difficult  position,  and  are  apt  to  think 
themselves  rather  left  out  in  the  cold 
as  compared  with  the  other  Naval  and 
Military  Services.  But  I  may  say  that, 
as  far  as  the  Army  is  concerned,  we  are 
only  too  glad  to  avail  ourselves  of  the 
valuable  services  of  the  Royal  Marines. 
Upon  every  occasion  on  which  they 
have  been  called  upon  to  serve  their 
country  they  have  done  their  duty  most 
admirably,  and  have  shown  that  they 
are  suited  for  all  sorts  of  work,  and  are 
an  extremely  fine  body  of  men.  On  this 
occasion  they  have  had  an  opportunity 
of  showing  of  what  value  they  are  to 
their  country,  and  what  useful  work 
they  can  perform,  whether  on  board 
ship  or  on  land.  But  I  speak  now  more 
especially  of  their  service  upon  shore. 
As  to  the  action  of  the  other  portions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Service,  there  can,  I 
think,  be  only  one  opinion.  Their  con- 
duct has  been  such,  and  the  result  of 
their  action  has  been  so  successful,  that 
nothing  but  praise  can  be  given  to  them. 
Whether  we  look  to  the  mode  in  which 
the  Navy  and  the  Transport  Service  con- 
veyed the  militarv  contingent  to  Egypt 
without  any  accident,  or  whether  wo 
look  to  the  military  operations  which 
followed  and  led  to  the  success  which, 
singularly  enough,  as  the  noble  Earl  has 
pointed  out,  was  almost  predicted  to  a 
day  by  the  gallant  General  who  car- 
ried out  the  operations,  we  certainly 
have  a  right  to  be  proud  of  our  Navy 
and  our  Army.  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley 
has  been  somewhat  severely  criticized 
for  the  delay  which  occurred  after 
Ismailia ;  but  a  most  extraordinary 
criticism  it  was  when  we  came  to  analyze 
it.  The  fact  was  that  we  landed  in 
Egypt  without  anything;  we  had  to 
take  everything  with  us.  The  conse- 
quence was  that  everything,  even  to  a 
sack  of  coal,  had  to  be  landed  before 
anything  could  be  done  in  the  way  of 
preparations  for  an  advance.  Then,  as 
to  the  transport  after  the  troops  had  been 
landed.  Generally,  in  an  ordinary  coun- 
try we  expect  to  find  means  of  transport 
ready  to  hand.    But  in  this  case  it  was 
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not  so ;  and  the  distcmce  from  this  coun- 
try was  so  great  that  without  the  enor- 
mous transport  which  we  had  collected 
there,  and  which  would  have  taken  a 
great  amount  of  time,  and  would  have 
involved  great  additional  trouble  and 
expense  to  have  sent  from  this  country, 
it  would  have  been  impossible  to  obtain 
means  of  transport  at  the  very  moment 
when  the  troops  landed  in  Egyyt.  The 
whole  operation  turned  upon  the  sudden 
seizure  of  the  Sweet  Water  Canal,  because 
unless  we  had  at  once  seized  that  Canal, 
and  so  secured  a  supply  of  water  for  our 
troops,  we  could  have  done  nothing. 
The  seizure  of  the  Canal  was  an  essential 
necessity  and  a  speciality,  and  it  could 
only  be  effected  suddenly.  If  that  had 
not  been  done,  we  could  not  have  carried 
on  the  operations  which  followed.  We 
therefore  say  that  we  went  faster  than 
our  transport  could  possibly  have  fol- 
lowed, and  that  was  the  cause  of  the 
delay  and  no  other.  As  it  was,  the 
advance  to  Kassassin  wad  made  in  order 
to  save  the  Sweet  Water  Canal,  and,  that 
object  having  been  accomplished  by  a 
small  body  of  troops,  every  endeavour 
was  made  to  send  a  larger  body  to  the 
front,  with  the  success  which  your  Lord- 
ships are  fully  aware  of.  I  have  thought 
it  necessary  to  point  this  out,  because, 
although  it  is  patent  to  a  military  mind, 
sometimes  that  view  of  this  question 
may  be  overlooked.  I  know  that  my 
gallant  friend  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  felt 
himself  ably  seconded  by  Sir  John  Adye 
and  General  Willis,  and  by  other  Gene- 
rals of  Division.  I  think  it  right  on 
this  occasion  especially  to  name  Gene- 
ral Drury-Lowe,  who  commanded  the 
Cavalry.  We  are  often  told  that  the 
day  for  Cavalry  has  gone  by,  and  that 
it  is  very  absurd  to  maintain  a  force 
which  is  so  expensive,  and  which  is  of 
no  good.  I  think,  however,  that  this 
short  campaign  has  fully  answered  that 
criticism.  I  may  also  add  that  there 
has  been  a  good  deal  of  criticism  on 
what  has  been  termed  the  extraordinary 
idea  of  sending  Her  Majesty's  House- 
hold troops  to  Egypt.  The  Household 
troops  would,  I  think,  stand  in  a  veiy 
false  position  if  they  were  only  to  be 
seen  in  the  streets  of  London  and  in  St. 
James's  Park.  They  are  splendid  and 
gallant  troops.  What  was  the  result 
when  they  went  into  the  field?  Sir 
Garnet  Wolseley  has  said  that  he  never 
saw  troops  behave  so  splendidly,  and 
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that  he  only  wished  he  had  had  a  great 
deal  more  of  them.  These  troops,  al- 
though they  had  snch  g^eat  hardships 
to  ffo  through,  have  come  hack  looking, 
perhaps,  not  quite  so  smart  as  one  would 
wish  to  see  them  on  parade — rather  thin, 
perhaps,  both  men  and  horses — hut  I 
can  assure  your  Lordships  that  I  was 
astonished  to  see  the  wonderfully  good 
condition  of  those  splendid  squadrons, 
which  I  had  the  pleasure  of  inspecting 
personally  and  very  critically  on  their 
return.  Their  conduct  you  all  know. 
Th^r  night  charge  was  most  gallant.  A 
charge  at  any  time  is  not  an  easy  ope- 
ration, and  requires  great  determina- 
tion, tact,  and  judgment ;  but  by  night 
its  difficulty  is  enormously  increased. 
The  charge]  ordered  by  General  Drury- 
Lowe  was  admirably  conducted  by  Sir 
Baker  Kussell  and  Colonel  Ewart,  com- 
manding the  regiment.  As  regards  the 
other  operations,  nothing  could  be  bet- 
ter than  the  way  in  which  General  Gra- 
ham managed  to  hold  his  own  at  Kas- 
sassin.  It  was  a  delicate  position,  and 
he  was  most  ably  seconded  by  General 
Drury-Lowe.  As  regards  the  great 
operation  of  Tel  -  el  -  Kebir,  we  may 
ascribe  our  success  entirely  to  the  mind 
of  one  man — Sir  Garnet  Wolseley.  I 
do  not  know  that  anyone  was  taken  into 
his  counsel  in  regard  to  any  order  or 
direction  that  he  gave.  It  may  he  said 
that  his  action  on  that  occasion  was  very 
rash.  No  doubt,  night  marches  are 
rash ;  but  that  showed  genius.  If  men, 
after  all,  are  to  have  success,  they  must 
sometimes  be  rash.  If  they  were  not 
rash  they  would  do  nothing  at  all.  The 
question  is  whether  a  man  is  justified 
in  being  rash  in  regard  to  the  mode  in 
which  he  resolves  to  conduct  his  opera- 
tions. I  consider  that  the  result  has 
proved  that  he  was  perfectly  justified, 
and,  what  is  more,  that  if  he  had  not 
carried  out  the  operation  as  he  did,  be- 
fore daylight,  our  loss  would  have  been 
infinitoiy  greater  than  it  was.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  the  works  would  not 
haye  been  taken,  because  I  should  rely 
greatly  on  the  courage  of  the  English 
Boldier ;  but  I  fear  that  we  should  have 
had  a  great  amount  of  casualties,  and 
we  all  know  that  in  war  casualties  ought 
to  be  avoided.  My  Lords,  I  have  seen 
it  stated  that  much  cruelty  was  shown 
ky  our  troops  to  the  wounded  Egyptians 
•ft»  the  battle  of  Tel-el-Kebir.  Now, 
toy  Lords,  I  do  not  believe  a  word  of  it. 


This  was  a  sharp  and  hard  operation, 
and  your  Lordships  know  you  cannot 
make  war  in  a  milk-and-water  sort  of 
way.  What  occurred,  I  believe,  was 
this.  Wounded  men,  or  men  who  pre- 
tend to  be  wounded,  are  lying  on  the 
ground  after  the  charge  has  passed,  and 
not  being  wise  in  their  generation,  they 
seize  the  opportunity  of  taking  a  quiet 
shot  at  those  who  have  gone  beyond 
them.  They,  no  doubt,  think  by  doing 
so  they  will  do  themselves  a  good  turn. 
Instead  of  that  they  do  themselves  a 
bad  turn.  They  produce  retaliation, 
because  if  a  man  sees  a  wounded  enemy 
fire  at  his  comrade  he  naturally  fires  at 
him  in  return,  and  makes  short  work  of 
him.  I  believe  that  is  what  actually 
happened.  I  heard  of  a  man  who  was 
shot  from  behind  by  a  wounded  Egyp- 
tian, while  giving  another  wounded 
Egyptian  some  water  from  his  flask,  so, 
of  course,  someone  finished  the  ofiPender. 
These  are  very  sad  and  painful  things, 
but  there  is  always  something  in  them. 
It  is  no  good  to  simply  say  they  were 
not  true.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  very 
wrong  to  exaggerate  them.  Now,  in 
what  has  been  said,  I  believe  there  is  the 
grossest  exaggeration.  It  will  be  found 
that  the  kindness  and  attention  paid  by 
our  men  and  by  the  authorities  to  the 
Egyptian  wounded  after  the  fighting 
was  really  remarkable.  I  believe  the 
great  bulk  of  the  Egyptians  were  well 
treated  by  our  men  until  they  were 
helped  over  to  their  own  side.  Of  the 
conduct  of  the  Duke  of  Connaught  I 
hope  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  a  word. 
As  he  is  a  relation  of  mine,  it  would 
ill  become  me  to  say  much.  The 
noble  Earl  and  the  noble  Marquess 
have  already  done  him  full  justice ;  but 
I  am  bound  to  say  this — that  I  have 
letters  from  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  re- 
questing me  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that 
there  was  not  an  officer  under  his  com- 
mand who  attended  more  constantly, 
more  unweariedly,  or  with  more  advan- 
tage to  his  duty  than  the  Duke  of  Con- 
naught.  I  believe  that,  from  the  first, 
no  brigade  was  taken  more  care  of  by 
its  commanding  officer  than  the  Duke's. 
In  war  there  is,  of  course,  an  element 
of  danger  which  all  must  share,  and  we 
must  admire  the  courage  and  fortitude 
of  Her  Majesty  for  having  allowed  her 
Son  to  go.  The  Duke  himself  we  may 
now  congratulate  upon  his  safe  return. 
Some  complaint  has  been  made  that  the 
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Brigade  of  Guards  was  not  put  in  the 
first  line.  Well,  if  I  had  been  there,  I 
should  have  placed  them  in  the  second 
line.  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  always 
best  to  put  the  most  solid  troops  in  the 
position  where  the  greatest  danger  may 
arise.  The  second  line  is  sometimes  a 
good  deal  knocked  about ;  and  so  it 
might  have  been  on  this  occasion,  had 
not  the  rapid  advance  of  General  Gra- 
ham's Brigade  and  of  the  Highlanders 
made  the  Egyptians  flee  before  them. 
As  it  was,  I  believe  the  Brigade  of 
Guards  was  exposed  to  great  danger 
from  the  rapidity  of  the  Egyptian  fire, 
and  in  their  hurry  to  fire  they  fired  high 
and  the  bullets  went  over  the  heads  of 
the  first  line  and  into  the  second  line. 
I  think  it  right  to  say  this,  because  it 
has  been  said  the  Brigade  of  Guards 
was  put  in  an  inferior  position.  It  was 
nothing  of  the  sort.  As  regards  the  In- 
dian troops,  I  am  much  pleased  with  the 
reports  which  have  reached  me.  They 
have  done  their  full  share  of  the  work ; 
and  the  splendid  conduct  of  the  Cavalry 
under  General  Drury-Lowe  will  be  mat- 
ter of  history.  We  must  all  feel  that 
the  Indian  Contingent  has  performed 
valuable  service  in  conjunction  with  Her 
Majesty's  other  troops.  No  one  could 
have  discharged  his  duty  better  than 
Sir  Herbert  Macpherson ;  and  General 
Drury-Lowe  tells  me  that  the  way  in 
which  the  troops  marched  to  Cairo 
without  intermission  was  as  splendid  an 
operation  as  has  ever  been  seen.  Whore 
all  have  done  so  well  it  would  be  invi- 
dious of  me  to  speak  of  particular  regi- 
ments. I  believe  every  officer  and  every 
man  of  the  Army,  from  the  General 
downwards,  did  their  duty  in  a  most 
creditable  manner,  and  loyally  served 
their  Sovereign  and  their  country.  I 
know  how  strongly  the  Army  and  Navy 
feel  the  compliments  paid  them  by  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  on  such  occasions 
as  the  present ;  and  although  the  return- 
ing troops  were  greatly  pleased  at  the 
noisy  cheers  with  which  they  were  re- 
ceived the  other  day  in  the  streets  of 
London,  they  will,  I  am  sure,  consider 
the  voting  of  this  Address  an  even 
greater  compliment.  I  cordially  support 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Earl,  and  I  can 
assure  your  Lordships  that  I  rejoice  to 
think  that  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  and  Sir 
Beauohamp  Seymour  are  about  to  receive 
those  honours  which  they  so  much  de- 
serve,  and  which  will  enable  them  to 

The  Duke  of  Cambridge 


take    their    seats    among    us    in    this 
House. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  said,  that  be- 
fore the  Motion  was  put  he  wished  to 
express  regret  that  there  had  not  been 
coupled  with  the  names  in  the  Vote 
the  name  of  any  officer  of  the  Boyal 
Marines  or  of  the  Hoyal  Marine  Artil- 
lery. He  hoped  that  the  noble  Earl  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  would  be 
able  to  find  some  reason  for  the  omission 
of  names  of  officers  of  those  corps  from 
the  Vote. 

The  Eakl  of  NOKTHBEOOK  :•  My 
Lords,  my  answer  to  the  question  of  the 
noble  Viscount  is  this — that  the  name  of 
no  officer  has  been  included  in  the  list 
on  the  Paper  lower  in  rank  than  that  of 
Major  General.  Colonel  Herbert  Jones, 
who  bore  the  rank  in  Egypt  of  colonel 
on  the  Staff,  commanded  the  Hoyal 
Marine  Light  Infantry,  and  Lieutenant- 
Colonel  Tuson  commanded  the  Royal 
Marine  Artillery,  and  no  noble  Lord 
can  doubt  the  great  merits  of  those  offi- 
cers, though  they  have  not  been  named 
in  the  Vote  of  Thanks. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  that  the  value  of  the  Vote  which 
their  Lordships  were  about  to  pass  would 
be  enhanced  by  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl  who  introduced  it ;  for  though  brief 
it  was  comprehensive,  so  that  where  all 
had  done  well,  none  could  be  aggrieved 
by  the  omission  of  mention  of  their 
services.  If  the  military  operations  in 
Egypt  had  been  in  a  lawful  and  just  war 
ho  should  have  given  a  most  cordial  sup- 
port to  the  Vote  of  Thanks.  As  it  was, 
he  wished  to  be  allowed  to  praise  the 
uncomplaining  patience  and  endurance 
of  the  men  and  officers  during  their 
march  through  the  sands  at  the  hottest 
time  of  the  year,  and  under  a  sun  that 
was  more  trying  than  any  that  they  had 
experienced  before.  The  return  of  the 
Household  Cavalry,  with  the  loss  of  so 
few  of  their  horses,  was  a  special  matter 
of  congratulation,  when  there  was  every 
reason  to  expect  that  the  greater  part 
of  those  horses  would  have  perished, 
and  after  the  rumours  that  had  pre- 
vailed of  the  intentions  with  which  the 
Household  Cavalry  had  been  sent  out, 
and  which  intentions,  if  they  really  ex- 
isted, had  now  been  happily  frustrated. 
This  Vote  would  receive,  both  in  this 
House  and  in  the  country,  more  universal 
concurrence  than  had  been  given  to  the 
general  thanksgiving  which  the  Govem- 
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ment  Iiad  imposed  upon  the  Church, 
thereby  making  it  to  Judaise,  since  for 
Rabbinical  preachers  and  their  congre- 
gations alone  the  command  to  ''  spoil 
the  Egyptians  "  had  not  been  abrogated ; 
whilst  lor  Christians  it  had  been  abro- 
gated by  the  hospitable  reception  given 
by  Egypt  and  the  Egyptians  to  the  Holy 


Family  in  their  flight  from  Herod.  Up 
to  the  present  time  the  Government  haa 
not  yet  stated  the  grounds  of  their  attack 
upon  Egypt.  It  was  clear  from  the 
event  that  it  was  not  on  account  of  the 
Suez  Canal,  for  that  had  never  been 
threatened ;  and  it  had  been  proved  that 
the  ships  could  have  kept  it  open  with- 
out landing  men  or  ruining  cities.  The 
QoTemment  had  already  affirmed  that 
the  war  was  not  undertaken  for  the  bond- 
holders. Now,  the  Vote  said  that  these 
military  operations  had  been  undertaken 
to  suppress  a  tmilitary  rebellion  ;  but 
that  could  not  be,  since  after  the  bom- 
bardment of  Alexandria  the  Khedive 
had  blamed  Arabi  Pasha  for  not  having 
taken  better  measures  to  repel  Her 
Majesty's  ships  and  to  defend  Alex- 
andria. Two  explanations  remained. 
One  was  that  **  evil  communications  cor- 
rupted good  manners,"  and  that  the 
recent  frequent  communications  be- 
tween the  Government  and  Zululand  had 
affected  the  Government  with  the  desire 
to  "wash  their  young  men's  spears,"  and 
to  perfect  the  efficiency  of  the  Army  as 
a  man-slaying  machine.  The  other  was 
that  the  Prime  Minister,  like  all  great 
actors,  was  envious  and  jealous  of  per- 
forming all  the  parts  of  a  drama.  His 
Homeric  studies  naturally  made  him 
commence  with  that  of  Agamemnon. 
After  that,  in  Mid  Lothian,  he  rendered 
with  great  success  the  minor  part  of 
Thersites.  Lastly,  he  had  played  the 
part  of  Ajax  contending  with  tjlysses  for 
the  shield  of  Achilles  ;  he  strove  with 
Lord  Beaconsfield  for  the  mantle  of  Pitt 
and  Palmerston,  and  with  the  result 
that,  like  Ajax,  he  went  mad  and  turned 
Ms  powerful  arms  against  the  sheep  ;  so 
that  from  1,500  to  2,000  Egyptians  were 
slaughtered  like  sheep  in  from  15  to  20 
minutes.  This  was  the  Minister  who  so 
lately  feared  blood-guiltiness. 

The  said  Besolutions  severally  agreed 
U,  nemins  dUsentiente, 

Ordered,  That  the  Lord  Chancellor  do  com- 
Bumicate  the  aaid  Boaolutions  to  Admiral  Sir 
Fredoick    Beauchamp    Paget    Seymour   and 


General  Sir  Garnet  Joseph  Wolseley  respec* 
tively,  and  that  they  be  requested  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  communicate  the  same  to  the 
several  Officers  referred  to  therein. 


ARMY— REINSTATEMENT  OP  COLONEL 
VALENTINE  BAKER  IN  "  THE  ARMY 
LIST." 

QUESTION.        OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY,  in 
asking,  If  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  now  reinstate  the  name  of  Colonel 
Valentine  Baker  in  The  Army  List  f 
said,  that  he  did  not  know  Colonel 
Baker ;  but,  from  all  that  he  had  heard, 
he  thought — and  he  had  been  \old  that 
most  of  the  men  and  all  the  women  in 
the  country  thought — that  he  had  been 
too  hardly  used  by  the  removal  of  his 
name  from  The  Army  List,  and  by  the 
loss  of  his  commission.  He  was,  how- 
ever, more  concerned  for  the  consistency 
of  the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters ;  and  he  did  not  see  how  they  could 
abstain  from  replacing  his  name  on  The 
Army  LUtf  or  otherwise  removing  the 
slur  put  upon  him  by  its  removal  from 
that  List,  when  they  had  placed  him,  or 
allowed  him  to  be  placed,  at  the  head  of 
the  new  Egyptian  Army,  when  it  ap- 
peared that  they  corresponded  with  him, 
and  that  English  officers  were  to  be 
placed  in  the  Egyptian  Army  under  his 
orders.  K  the  Government  were  to  re- 
fuse to  reinstate  Colonel  Baker's  name 
in  The  Army  List,  or  otherwise  do 
away  with  the  effect  of  its  removal,  it 
would  be  equivalent  to  proclaiming  that 
they  had  one  standard  for  officers  in 
England  and  another  for  Egypt,  and 
that  men  were  fit  for  Egypt  who  were 
not  fit  for  England.  This  would  not 
agree  with  the  Government  pretensions 
of  re-organizing  Egypt,  and  this  example 
set  in  the  Military  Department  might 
be  followed  in  the  Civil  Service.  But 
the  Government  must  have  thought  of 
these  considerations  before  they  selected 
Colonel  Baker  for  the  service  in  which 
he  was  now  engaged,  and  which  he 
could  not  have  obtained  except  by  their 
recommendation. 

The  Earl  of  MOELEY  :  My  Lords, 
my  answer  to  the  Question  of  the  noble 
Lord  is  that  it  is  not  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  reinstate 
the  name  of  Colonel  Valentine  Baker  in 
the  list  of  officers  in  Her  Majesty's  Ser- 
vice. 
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EGYPT  (POLITICAL  AFFAIRS)— POLICY 
OF  HER  MAJESTY'S  GOVERNMENT. 

QUESTION.      OBSSEYATIONS. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  :  My 
Lords,  I  rise  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  op- 
posite, Whether  he  has  any  information 
to  give  with  respect  to  the  intention  and 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
Egypt?  I  do  not  rise  with  any  sanguine 
anticipation  that  I  shall  get  a  satisfac- 
tory answer,  because  of  the  language 
which  has  already  been  used  by  the  Head 
of  the  Government  **  elsewhere."  But  I 
feel  bound,  at  all  events,  to  justify  my- 
self for  putting  the  Question  by  calling 
your  attention  to  the  peculiar  position  in 
which  Parliament  stands  with  respect  to 
the  decision  of  the  Government  on  this 
momentous  question.  When  first  these 
troubles  began  in  the  summer,  almost 
simultaneously  it  was  announced  that  a 
Conference  was  going  to  be  held ;  and 
while  a  Conference  is  being  held  it  is  not 
considered  seemly  or  consistent  with  the 
interest  of  the  Public  Service  that  any 
discussion  should  take  place  about  the 
matters  which  are  submitted  to  the  Con- 
ference. For  that  reason  the  matter  was 
not  the  subject  of  great  discussion.  I  do 
not  know  that  the  Conference  achieved 
very  much ;  but  I  think  its  principal 
achievement  was  to  silence  the  British 
Parliament.  Before  the  Conference  came 
to  a  close — if,  indeed,  it  has  come  to  a 
close — a  war  arose — I  beg  pardon,  I 
should  say  the  suppression  of  a  military 
rebellion  took  place— which  did  not  in 
any  way  belong  to  the  proceedings  of 
that  Conference,  or  issue  out  of  them ; 
but  which  was,  in  fact,  rather  contrary, 
in  the  view  of  many  Members  of  the 
Conference,  to  the  spirit  in  which  that 
Conference  was  assembled.  But  the 
military  operations  in  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  been  engaged, 
effected,  with  regard  to  Parliament,  pre- 
cisely the  same  result  which  had  been 
effected  by  the  peaceful  discussions  in 
which  they  had  been  engaged  before, 
and  it  was  still  impossible  for  Parlia- 
ment to  discuss  the  matter.  Now  the 
war  is  closed,  and  no  sooner  is  it  closed 
than  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
commenced  negotiations;  and  now,  on 
the  strength  of  those  negotiations,  they 
will  tell  us  that  it  is  impossible  to 
make  any  statement  to  Parliament.  It 
is  possible  this  process  may  go  fur- 
tJier.    4  fresh  war  may  come  out  of 


the  negotiations,  and  then  it  will  be  im- 
possible for  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  make  any  statement  whatever  as  to 
the  political  measures  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  desire  to  adopt,  and 
then  there  may  be  another  Conference, 
and  so  on.  We  have  had  no  statement 
whatever  upon  authority  with  respect 
to  the  main  end  to  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  tending.  Now,  I  say, 
if  total  ignorance  is  hard  to  bear,  it  is 
not,  perhaps,  quite  so  hard  as  ignorance 
relieved  by  the  occasional  fitful  gleam 
of  incorrect  information.  Though  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment  have  not  spoken, 
we  have  received  information  which  I 
cannot  but  believe  is  incorrect — no  doubt 
unintentionally  so — from  a  distinguished 
statesman  who  stands  on  the  threshold 
of  the  Cabinet,  who  represents  the  im- 
portant Department  of  the  Colonial 
Office. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  He  is 
in  the  Treasury. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
Then  I  am  afraid  he  is  more  interested 
still.  His  statement  is  that  Egypt  is  to 
be  left  to  **  stew  in  her  own  juice.''  That 
dark  saying  has  given  me  much  per- 
plexity to  solve,  and  it  is  because  of  the 
impossibility  of  attaching  any  satisfac- 
tory meaning  to  those  proverbial  and 
mysterious  words  that  I  have  come 
as  a  suppliant  to  the  noble  Earl  for 
some  information.  The  difficulty  of 
leaving  Egypt  to  stew  in  her  own  juice 
is,  in  the  first  place,  to  understand  pre- 
cisely what  the  process  was  to  which 
this  distinguished  statesman  referred. 
I  cannot  believe  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  for  one  moment  de- 
sired to  leave  Egypt  to  absolute  an- 
archy. To  do  so  would  be  utterly  to 
condemn  the  whole  of  the  policy  of 
the  war.  It  would  be  to  say  that  all 
tliis  valuable  blood  has  been  spilt,  that 
these  terrible  risks  have  been  run,  that 
this  mighty  force  has  been  dispersed, 
and  that  heavy  burdens  have  been  cast 
upon  the  English  taxpayer,  in  vain.  I 
cannot  believe  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  deliberately  leave  the 
whole  of  Egypt  to  anarchy.  Then  it  is 
said,  stewing  in  her  own  juice  means 
that  Egypt  is  to  be  left  to  flourish  in  an 
orderly,  and  contented,  and  progressive 
condition,  without  any  aid  or  support 
from  any  external  source.  I  think  that 
those,  whoever  they  may.  be,  who  look 
with  much  hopefulness  upon  this  prooesa 
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forget  the  enormous  change  which  has 
taken  place  in  the  position  of  the  Khe- 
dive in  consequence  of  the  events  of 
this  year.     I  do  not  say  it  for  the  pur- 

Sose  of  expressing  blame.  I  merely 
esire  to  record  it  as  an  historical  fact 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  pre- 
ferred to  postpone  the  period  of  their 
intervention  till  the  Khedive  was  abso- 
lutely overthrown  by  his  rebellious  sol- 
diers; that  they  deliberately  prefen*ed 
to  do  that  rather  than  interfere  at  a  time 
when  his  soldiery  were  submissive  and 
his  authority  intact.  The  result  of  this 
fact  is  that  the  position  of  the  Khedive 
when  he  comes  back  is  as  far  removed 
as  possible  from  his  position  when  he 
went  away.  He  comes  back  on  foreign 
bayonets.  I  think,  in  one  of  the  noble 
Earl's  speeches,  he  said  it  was  our  duty 
to  nphold  the  Khedive,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  was  the  intention ;  but  it  is 
not  what  has  been  done.  The  noble 
Earl  has  not  held  up  the  Khedive ;  he 
has  picked  up  the  Khedive.  Nothing 
could  be  more  widely  opposed  than  these 
two  processes  in  their  results.  What  is 
the  Khedive  to  depend  upon  if  he  is  to 
have  no  external  assistance?  Do  not 
let  it  be  supposed  that  I  am  speaking 
with  any  want  of  sympathy  for  him,  or 
any  want  of  admiration  for  his  cha- 
racter. I  highly  honour  the  steadfast 
good  faith  he  has  shown  to  the  English 
Government — that  manliness  and  regard 
for  his  pledged  word  which  we  do  not 
always  meet  with  in  Asiatics  with  whom 
we  have  to  deal.  But  there  is  no  doubt 
that  the  ordinary  sources  of  strength 
which  supports  an  Oriental  Sovereign 
will  be  found  wanting  to  him.  An 
Oriental  Sovereign  may  rest  on  the  un- 
broken tradition  and  the  power  of  his 
family  coming  down  from  some  anterior 
date.  When  the  Khedive  left  Cairo  he 
had  the  traditions  of  Mehemet  All's  great 
performances  and  the  unbroken  power 
of  his  House  since  that  time.  These 
traditions  are  shattered  now,  and  can 
give  him  no  possible  support.  Up  to 
that  time  he  was,  at  least,  supposed  to 
rest  on  the  adhesion  and  affection  of  his 
Mahometan  subjects;  but  we  know  in 
this  case,  00  far  as  it  has  acted  at  all, 
Mahometan  feeling  has  been  adverse  to 
him,  and  that  what  has  been  done  has 
been  done  avowedly  in  the  teeth  of  the 
Caliph  of  Islam.  Oriental  Potentates 
<Kften  rest,  as  Mehemet  Ali  himself  did, 
on  the  affectioii  and  adhesion  of  the 


Army ;  but  that  Army  has  become  muti- 
nous, has  been  dispersed,  and  the  Khe- 
dive can  no  longer  rest  upon  it.  There 
are  none  of  the  ordinary  elements  of  Ma- 
hometan society  on  which  we  can  safely 
base  the  restoration  of  the  Khedive's 
power.  I  do  not  say  that  they  may  not 
grow  up ;  I  do  not  say  that  after  a 
sufficient  lapse  of  time,  if  his  Govern- 
ment is  strong,  and  firm,  and  equitable, 
he  may  not  acquire  sources  of  power  and 
support  which  are  independent  of  any 
foreign  aid ;  but  one  effect  of  our  having 
allowed  him  to  be  overthrown,  instead 
of  keeping  him  upright  while  he  yet 
stood,  is  this — that  there  is  no  power 
and  no  force  on  which  he  can  rely  in 
Mahometan  society ;  and  unless  we  are 
prepared  to  do  the  business  over  again, 
and  to  leave  Egypt  to  an  anarchy  which 
is  inconsistent  with  all  our  professions, 
and  fatal  to  our  interests,  he  must  be 
sustained  by  that  which  is  the  only 
thing  upright  in  that  land  —  namely, 
the  power  of  Great  Britain.  I  am 
aware  there  are  many  ways  in  which 
that  power  can  be  applied.  I  do  not 
now  inquire  into  what  way  it  can  be 
most  profitably  applied ;  but  whatever 
that  way  may  be,  it  will  be  inconsistent 
with  the  cynical  recommendation  that 
Egypt  should  be  allowed  to  stew  in  her 
own  juice.  It  is  not  so  much  in  the 
hope  of  receiving  a  satisfactory  answer, 
as  with  the  belief  that  the  noble  Earl 
will  find  himself  able  to  give  some  in- 
formation to  many  people  in  this  country 
who  are  anxious  on  this  question,  that 
I  ask  him  to  tell  us  that  British  power 
will  continue  to  uphold  the  Khedive, 
even  though  he  may  prefer  to  defer  to  a 
future  period  information  as  to  the  pre- 
cise means  by  which  that  power  will  be 
applied.  At  all  events,  if  he  gives  me 
no  answer,  at  least  I  can  say  this — that 
though  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
a  strict  Constitutional  right  to  refuse 
information  while  negotiations  are  going 
on,  yet  by  the  peculiar  sequence  of 
events  during  the  present  year  they  have 
severely  strained  that  right ;  and  they 
must  not  be  surprised,  if  they  continue 
to  maintain  reserve  on  this  point,  that 
the  greatest  anxiety  will  be  felt,  because 
men  must  know  that  it  is  to  the  power 
of  England  that  Egypt  will  ultimately 
look,  and  they  will  feel  a  deep  solicitude 
lest  by  any  imprudent  pledges  now,  or, 
still  more,  any  imprudent  concessions, 
the  power  of  England  to  perform  that 
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duty  ID   the   future  ma;    be    compro-  give  a  cmde  and  premattm  deocriptioa 
miaed.  of  the  steps  which  we  are  about  to  take. 
Earl  GRANVILLE :    My   Lorda,  I  I  am  relieved,  however,  of  the  necesut; 
tnnet  say  I   was   considerably  alarmed  of  doing  so ;  and  I  am  able  to  answer 
at  the  prospect  of  having  to  answer  the  the  only  Question  which  the  noble  Uar- 
Question    of    which    the    noble    Mar-  quesa  has  really  put  by  saying  thatitcer- 
quesB  gave  Notice,  and  I  am  relieved  tainlyis  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
to  find  that  it  appears  even  to  him  that  I  Government  to  maintain  the  Ehedive  as 
could  not  be  expected  at  present  to  give  the  Head  of  the  State  in  Egypt, 
an  answer  that  would  be  perfectly  satis- 
factory.    At  the  same  time,  I  could  not  PARLIAMENT— AD  JO  PENMENT 
but  be  struck  by  the  genial  and  light-  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
hearted  manner  in  which   he   has  ap-  auESTioir. 
proached  this  important   subject      His  In  reply  to  the  Marquess  of  Sausbubt, 
references  to  Mr   Courtney  remind  n.e  ^arl  GRANVILLE  said  it  wa*  pro- 

''^l^'lffi''*  i!     *  ^'  -^^T^  T '"''  I«««d  that  the   House,    at   ita    rijng, 

w.th  difficulty  restrained  from  leaving  ^    ^^  ^.           ^   ^        ^    ^  ^^^ 

the  House  of  Commona  and  coming  into  ,          '' 

the  House  of  Lords  in  order  to  answer  '^""'«'^;       „,        ,     „           ,       ,. 

one  of  the  speeches  of  Earl  Grey.     I  do  ^'^*^-      That  the  House  do  adjonra 

not  know  whether   Mr.   Courtney  will  '»  Friday  the  10th  day  of   Novamber 

leave  the  House  of  CommonB,    or  that  "Ost.  —{The  Sari  Granvtlle.) 

f^e?rL\rru\"iiVThrTelS^ 

here  to  Inswer  the  speech  that  his  been  "^^  OP  THE  REV.  8.  F.  QEEEN 
made  to-night;  but,^ailing  some  such  *^0«  CONTEMPT. 
arrangement,  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  under-  qdestios.  ODaEKTATiona. 
take  to  answer  for  him.  I  cannot  answer,  The  Marouess  of  SALISBXJET  :  I 
in  the  first  place,  why  Mr.  Courtney  wish  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  a  Question  of 
should  not  be  allowed  to  follow  the  ex-  which  I  have  only  been  able  to  give  him 
ample  of  the  noble  Lord  the  late  Go-  private  Notice.  I  received  a  letter  on 
vernor  General  of  India  with  regard  to  Tuesday  from  the  Archbishop  of  Oanter- 
the  quotation  about  one  stewing  in  hie  bury  requesting  me,  on  hie  behalf,  to 
own  juice.  Next,  I  cannot  answer  for  ask  the  Government  their  intentions 
the  particular  lino  of  policy  he  haa  da-  with  reapect  to  the  impriaonment  of  Mr, 
scribed.  Indeed,  I  have  a  good  prece-  Green,  and  particularly  what  measureg 
dent  for  not  doing  so ;  for  while  the  they  propose  to  take  to  procure  hia  re- 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  is  a  man  of  lease?  I  feel  the  importance  of  a  requoat 
singular  ability  and  knowledge,  I  feel  coming  from  such  a  high  authority; 
about  him  very  much  as  Lord  Beacons-  otherwise  I  should  not  have  thought  it 
field  felt  about  Lord  Sandon,  referring  a  matter  in  which  I  should  have  stood 
to  one  of  whose  speeches  the  late  Earl  in  the  way  of  any  Member  of  the  Epie- 
said  that  when  the  Head  of  a  Depart-  copal  Bench  who  wished  to  take  it  up. 
ment  who  was  not  in  the  Cabinet  ad-  I  need  hardly  say  I  have  no  ayropathj 
dressed  his  constituents  no  official  an-  with  the  contra-legal  attitude  aaaumsd 
thority  ought  to  be  attached  to  any  by  Mr.  Green,  nor  haa  the  Archbishop. 
statement  he  might  make  on  a  matter  That  the  existing  laws  must  be  obeyed 
that  was  still  before  the  Cabinet ;  and,  when  pronounced  upon  by  a  constituted 
if  I  am  not  greatly  mistaken — and  I  authority  seams  to  me  so  elementary  a 
read  the  report  of  the  speech  of  Mr.  principle  that  I  am  surprised  anyone  can 
Courtney — he  most  distinctly  stated  that  doubt  it.  It  may  be  there  are  ocoasions 
is  what  he  said  he  spoke  only  for  him-  on  which  conscientious  disapproval  may 
self.  Ae  to  the  points  touched  upon  by  prevent  a  man  from  obeying  the  law ; 
the  nobis  Marquess,  for  reasons  which  but  I  cannot  understand  that  conscien- 
will  be  perfectly  obvious  to  him  and  to  tioua  disapproval  of  the  law  should  eom- 
your  Lordships,  it  would  he  entirely  out  pel  him  to  remain  in  an  office  to  which 
of  keeping  with  a  sense  of  deep  responsi-  he  haa  been  appointed  on  the  diatinot 
bilit^,  wluch  haa  been  increased  by  the  understanding  that  he  should  obey  the 

Slonoue  Buoceases  of  the  men  whom  you  law.     Though  I  wish  to  guard  myself 

ave  thankeid  to-day,  if  I  vere  now  to  against  being  supposed  to  aympathiiw 
JTi»  JtM-^HM*  of  Sa'itbafy 
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with  Mr.  Green,  so  far  as  his  contra- 
legal  position  is  concerned,  and  though 
I  do  not  wish  to  express  any  opinion 
whatever — and,  indeed,  know  very  little 
as  to  the  nature  of  the  controversy  which 
has  heen  going  on  upon  the  subject — I 
imag^ine  there  cannot  be  two  opinions  in 
the  House  that  the  proper  remedy  for 
such  an  evil  as  Mr.  Green's  declaration 
that  he  will  not  obey  the  law  is  not  his 
imprisonment ;  the  proper  remedy,  if  he 
will  not  fulfil  the  legal  conditions  of  the 
office  he  holds,  is  that  he  should  cease  to 
hold  that  office ;  and  that  he  should  be 
imprisoned  for  more  than  a  year  is  not 
only  wrong,  but  monstrous.  I  cannot 
understand  why  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  allowed  the  matter  to  proceed 
so  far;  I  do  not  think  they  are  suffi- 
ciently alive  to  the  danger  they  are 
running — not  by  virtue  of  the  accuracy 
of  Mr.  Green's  contention,  but  by  the 
sufferings  he  is  undergoing— of  serious 
schism  in  the  Church  of  England.  I 
cannot  acquit  the  Government  of  respon- 
sibility in  this  matter.  Whether  it  is  in 
the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown  to  inter- 
fere I  do  not  know ;  different  opinions 
are  held  ;  but  this,  at  least,  is  matter  of 
fact.  In  1881  and  1882  Bills  were  sent 
down  from  this  House  which  would  have 
the  effect  of  releasing  Mr.  Green ;  the 
Gk)vemment  would  only  have  had  to 
raise  a  finger  and  the  Bill  would  have 
been  passed  ;  but  in  each  case  the  Bills 
were  allowed  by  the  Government  to  be 
counted  out  in  a  House  of  Commons  in 
which  the  Government  has  such  a  com- 
manding majority,  and  when  the  attend- 
ance at  the  end  of  the  Session  depends 
mainly  upon  the  Government.  It  cannot 
be  contended  for  a  moment  that  the  Go- 
vernment are  free  from  responsibility  for 
the  fact  that  the  repeated  efforts  of  this 
House  to  apply  a  remedy  to  this  great 
Bcaodal  have  entirely  failed.  The  Arch- 
bishop reminds  me  that  he  applied  to  Mr. 
Gladstone  early  in  the  Hecess,  and  he  was 
assored  that  the  matter  would  receive 
consideration ;  but  at  the  present  time, 
and  in  the  present  condition  of  the  legal 
drcamstanoes  of  the  case,  there  seems  to 
be  no  more  prospect  of  the  release  of 
Mr.  Ghreen  than  there  was  many  months 
sgo.  I  say  the  Government  are  incur- 
ring serious  responsibility  and  are  run- 
ning considerable  danger  by  allowing 
this  matter  to  drag  on.  It  entirely  de- 
pends on  them  to  say  what  should  be 
done.    Even  now  they  may  allow  the 
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last  Bill,  which  is  not  killed  yet,  to  pass 
through  the  House  of  Commons;  but 
if  they  allow  the  continuance  of  what, 
apart  from  all  theological  opinions,  is 
an  admitted  scandal,  on  them  the  re- 
sponsibility must  rest. 

The  Earl  of  LIMEEICK  said,  that 
very  many  of  the  clergy  and  laity  con- 
sidered that  Mr.  Green  had  supported 
the  law  of  the  Church  against  infringe- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  State.  The 
learned  Judge  who  sentenced  Mr.  Green 
was  appointed  solely  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  was  called  Dean  of  the 
Arches,  but  he  had  never  been  canoni- 
cally  appointed  to  that  office.  As  one 
who  approved  the  course  Mr.  Green  had 
taken,  he  desired  to  say  that  he  and 
those  who  agreed  with  him  repudiated 
the  idea  that  the  course  which  had  been 
taken  was  intentionally  in  opposition  to 
the  law 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  In  reply  to  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Marquess,  I  have 
to  state  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  advised  that  the  only  proper  course 
of  dealing  with  this  matter  under  the 
present  law,  and  under  the  present  cir- 
cumstances, is  that  some  person  whose 
application  can  properly  be  received 
should  make  an  application  to  the 
Judge  with  regard  to  Mr.  Green's  re- 
lease. We  are  further  informed  that 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  has  already  taken 
the  proper  steps  to  make  application  to 
the  Court  of  Arches  with  a  view  of  see- 
ing whether  the  Court  can,  under  the 
circumstances,  order  his  release.  I  may 
remind  the  noble  Marquess  that,  though 
there  is  to  be  no  legislation  during  the 
remainder  of  this  Session,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  given  a  pledge 
to  introduce  a  Bill  which  will  deal  with 
these  questions  of  contempt  of  Court  in 
all  cases  both  ecclesiastical  and  civil. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY  : 
And  is  Mr.  Green  to  remain  in  prison 
till  that  Bill  passes  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  I  have  already 
stated  that  measures  are  being  taken  at 
this  moment  with  the  object  of  obtain- 
ing Mr.  Green's  release. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House  of  Lords  on 
the  Bill  of  Pains  and  Penalties  was 
from  9th  September  till  3rd  October; 
while  the  House  of  Commons  sat  on  till 
13th  September,  and  then  adjourned 
to  17th  October,  and  on  that  day  was 
prorogued.      Bills   which    bad    passed 
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one  House  of  Parliament,  like  Mr. 
Green's  Imprisonment  Bill,  as  pointed 
out  by  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury),  were  not  extinct; 
and  if  they  passed  with  any  amendment 
by  the  House  of-  Commons,  time  should 
be  given  for  their  consideration  by  this 
House  before  the  Prorogation. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjounied  accordingly  at  a  quarter 

past  Six  o'clock,  to  Friday  the 

10th  day  of  November  next. 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  26th  October,   1882. 


Q  U  E  8TI0  N8. 

EGYPT  (Mn^ITARY  OPERATIONS)— 
THE    INDIAN    CONTINGENT- 
INCIDENCE  OF  EXPENSES. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  What  is  now  the  esti- 
mated cost  of  the  Indian  contingent  to 
Egypt ;  whether  the  amount  incurred  by 
the  Indian  Government  is  to  be  repaid 
wholly  or  in  part  from  the  revenues  of 
this  Country;  and.  whether  Papers  would 
be  presented  to  Parliament  containing 
the  correspondence  between  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  and  the  Government 
of  India  (regarding  the  troops  sent  from 
India  to  Egypt)  dating  back  from  the 
first  intimation  that  in  case  of  necessity 
Her  Majesty's  Government  proposed  to 
employ  Indian  troops  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Sir,  up  to  the  present  time  the  Indian 
Government  has  not  been  able  to  fur- 
nish me  with  any  further  estimate  of 
the  cost  of  the  Indian  Contingent  than 
that  which  I  gave  to  the  House  last 
August.  Now,  however,  that  the  whole 
of  the  Contingent  has  been  re-embarked 
and  the  duration  of  the  operations  is 
known,  I  expect  very  shortly  to  receive 
a  revised  and  more  accurate  estimate 
from  the  Government  of  India.  Till  that 
is  received  it  is  impossible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  make  a  final  proposal  for 
the  adoption  of  the  House  as  to  the  divi- 
■ion  of  the  oharge ;  but  there  are  certain 
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expenses  which  have  been  incurred  by 
the  Indian  Government  which  it  was 
always  intended  to  repay,  and  which,  in 
any  event,  we  shall  propose  to  repay 
from  the  Hevenues  of  this  country. 
Papers  will  certainly  be  presented ;  but 
the  Correspondence  with  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment in  regard  to  the  employment 
of  the  Indian  Contingent  is  as  yet  neces- 
sarily incomplete,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  desirable  to  print  it  in  its  present 
state. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked,  if  the  noble 
Marquess  could  state  whether  the  ex- 
pense would  be  more  or  less  than  what 
he  had  estimated — namely,  £1,800,000 ; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment proposed,  at  the  present  time,  to 
charge  any  portion  of  that  amount  on 
the  Indian  Kevenue  ?  If  that  were  so, 
he  would,  on  the  first  opportunity,  move 
a  Resolution  deprecating  such  a  course. 
He  also  wished  to  know,  whether  the 
Papers  would  include  all  the  financial 
arrangements  which  the  Indian  Oovem- 
ment  had  concluded  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  I  have  not  received  any  statement 
or  reply  up  to  the  present  time  as  to  any 
change  in  the  financial  Estimates  of  the 
Indian  Government.  I  cannot  state  what 
Papers  will  be  presented  until  I  receive 
them.  I  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that 
the  original  Estimate  I  gave  will,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Government  of  India,  be 
exceeded,  or  even  that  it  will  be  reached. 
As  to  the  proposal  whether  India  shall 
pay  anything  or  not,  I  have  nothing  at 
the  present  time  to  add  to  the  statement 
I  have  already  made. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  subsequently  gave 
Notice  that  in  consequence  of  the  un- 
satisfactory reply  of  the  noble  Marquess 
he  would  repeat  the  Question  that  day 
week. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION- 
OFFICIAL  VALUATORS. 

Mr.  lewis  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true 
that,  at  a  meeting  of  some  of  his  con- 
stituents in  Coleraine,  on  Saturday,  the 
14th  October,  a  resolution  was  passed 
demanding  of  Her  Majesty's  €k>veni- 
ment  the  dismissal  or  removal  of  the 
Court  Valuers  recently  appointed  by  or 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Government, 
under  *'Tlie  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act, 
1881  ;''  whether  such  resolution  was  for- 
warded to  him,  requesting  him  to  8a|H 
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S)rt  and  enforce  its  prayer  on  the 
oyemment;  and,  whether  he  has  un- 
dertaken that  he  would  make  it  his 
business  to  place  the  views  of  the  meet- 
ing as  strongly  as  he  could  before  the 
Lord  Lieutenant;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the 
result  of  his  representations  to  the  Go- 
yemment  as  regarded  the  Valuers  being 
retained  or  dismissed  ? 

Thb  solicitor  GENEEAL  toe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porteb)  :  Sir,  a  large 
and  important  meeting  of  Ulster  ten- 
ant farmers,  most  of  whom  were  my 
constituents,  was  held  at  Coleraine,  in 
the  county  of  Londonderry,  on  the  14th 
of  this  month,  at  which  a  resolution  was 
adopted  expressing  great  apprehension 
at  the  appointment  of  Court  Valuers, 
and  calling  for  their  removal,  on  the 
ground  that  their  appointment  was  op- 
posed to  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  Land 
Act,  and  to  the  previous  practice  of  the 
administration  of  the  law.  This  resolu- 
tion was  forwarded  to  me,  with  the  view 
of  having  it  brought  before  the  Govern- 
ment, and  I  undertook  to  place  the  views 
of  the  meeting  as  strongly  as  I  could 
before  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  expressing 
my  belief  that  they  would  receive  careful 
attention.  I  accordingly  did  so,  but  am 
unable  to  state  whether  my  representa- 
tions have  had  any  result. 

Mb.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Court  Valuers  recently 
appointed  were  chosen  by  the  Land 
Commission  on  their  own  responsibility, 
in  accordance  with  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Act ;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  interfered  in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  Court 
Valuers  recently  appointed  were  chosen 
by  the  Land  Commission  on  their  own 
responsibility,  and  the  Government  did 
not  interfere. 

EGYFT-THE  army  of  OCCUPATION. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  any  arrangement  or 
convention  has  been  concluded  providing 
that  the  cost  of  the  British  Army  of 
occupation  shall  be  charged  upon  the 
revenues  of  Egypt  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir,  no 
Convention  has  been  concluded  ;  but  the 
question  of  the  cost  of  the  Army  in 
Egypt  is,  of  course,  under  consideration. 
I  fear  that  it  will  not  be  in  my  power, 
looking  to  the  oiroumstanees  stated  on 


Tuesday  by  the  Prime  Minister,  to  give 
the  House  information  with  regard  to  it. 

INDIA— LOCAL  SELF-GOVERNMENT. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  India,  Whether  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  the  Corre- 
spondence between  the  Government  of 
India  and  the  various  Local  Govern- 
ments on  Lord  Ripon's  Scheme  for  the 
extension  of  Local  Self- Government  in 
India  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  the  Correspondence  has  not  been 
received  ofi&cially ;  but  I  have  already 
asked  that  I  may  be  furnished  with  that 
which  is  referred  to  in  the  Resolution, 
and  with  all  subsequent  Correspondence 
and  orders  on  the  subject.  As  soon  as 
I  receive  it,  I  will  say  whether  it  can  be 
laid  upon  the  Table. 

EGYPT— THE  TRANSPORT  AND  COM- 
MISSARIAT. 

Captain  AYLMER  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  If  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  any  Reports  received 
from  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  or  others  on 
the  efficiency,  or  otherwise,  of  the  Trans- 
port and  Commissariat  arrangements 
during  the  Egyptian  campaign  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite 
(Captain  Aylmer),  I  have  to  state  that 
Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  has  not  made  any 
general  Report  on  the  Commissariat 
and  Transport  arrangements  of  the 
Egyptian  campaign.  The  only  mention 
of  the  Department  is  in  a  despatch  not 
yet  printed,  in  which  certain  of  its 
officers  are  named  as  having  his  entire 
approval  as  to  the  way  in  which  they 
discharged  their  duties. 

CRIMINAL   LAW— ARMED    BURGLARS. 

Mb.  DIXON-HARTLAND  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether,  in  consequence  of 
the  increasing  risks  from  armed  burglars, 
as  recently  shown  in  several  attempted 
burglaries,  he  is  prepared  to  make  such 
alteration  in  the  Law  as  will  invariably 
add  the  punishment  of  flogging  to  all 
burglars  convicted  of  making  use  of 
deadly  weapons,  or  even  at  the  time  being 
in  possession  of  them  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Sir, 
I  have  ordered  Returns  to  be  prepared 
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to  show  how  far  the  offences  referred  to 
are  or  are  not  on  the  increase  through- 
out the  country.  I  have  not  received 
the  full  Returns  yet,  but  only  those  for 
the  Metropolitan  district.  In  the  course 
of  the  last  year  there  were  two  cases  in 
which  firearms  were  actually  used  by 
burglars,  and  three  cases  in  which  they 
were  found  in  the  possession  of  the 
burglars,  but  not  used.  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  that  this  is  a  matter 
deserving  very  serious  consideration.  I 
cannot  say,  however,  that  at  present  I 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  to  adopt  the 
measure  suggested.  I  cannot  say  how 
soon  I  may  receive  the  Ee turns. 

ARREARS  OF  RENT  (IRELAND)  ACT- 
APPLICATIONS. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  What  is  the  total  number  of 
applications,  under  the  Arrears  of  Rent 
(Ireland)  Bill,  which  have  been  lodged 
with  the  Land  Commissioners ;  how 
many  of  such  applications  have  been 
heard  and  disposed  of ;  and,  how  many 
dismissed,  as  not  coming  within  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  up  to  and 
including  yesterday,  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners had  received  13.628  applications, 
comprising  6,393  holdings.  Out  of  this 
number  of  holdings  3,213  were  the  sub- 
ject of  joint  applications  and  2,180  of 
separate  applications.  In  the  case  of 
the  joint  applications,  1,141  conditional 
orders  have  been  made,  out  of  which 
number  561  have  been  made  absolute. 
Orders  have  not  yet  been  made  in  the 
case  of  the  separate  applications.  Up 
to  the  2l8t  of  October  six  investiga- 
tors had  been  appointed.  Investigators 
have  reported  in  about  100  cases,  and 
conditional  orders  will  be  made  in  a  day 
or  two.  Twenty-four  cases  have  been 
struck  out  without  prejudice  to  either 
party,  as  to  being  adjudicated  on  subse- 
quently. These  were  cases  in  which 
several  tenancies  were  comprised,  and 
where  a  primd  facie  doubt  existed,  such 
as  would  render  a  local  inquiry  neces- 
sary. So  far  as  I  can  learn,  no  cases 
have  as  yet  been  absolutely  dismissed  on 

xheii*  iTiAi'if'fl 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  Whether  it  was  not  the 
case  that  100,000  tenants  in  Ireland 
would  be  found  to  be  in  arrears ;  and, 
if  he  would  inquire  what  was  the  reason 
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that  only  5,000  had  applied  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  Act  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  should  require  Notice  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  which  case  he  would  try  and  get 
the  information. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
SPEECH  OF  THE   CHIEF  SECRETARY. 

Mr.  LEWIS  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Copy  of 
the  Address  or  Speech  he  made  recently 
to  the  Liberal  Tenant  Right  Deputation 
as  to  the  conduct  of  the  Valuers  ap- 
pointed under  the  Irish  Land  Act  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  Sir,  I  have  no 
notes  of  the  speech  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers.  My  remarks  ran  to  a 
considerable  length,  and  were  entirely 
framed  in  reference  to  what  had  been 
said  by  the  gentlemen  who  composed 
the  deputation.  On  inquiry  of  the 
authorities  at  the  Table,  I  am  told  that 
it  is,  perhaps,  unprecedented  to  lay  a 
speech  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  or 
rather  tu  lay  speeches,  for  I  certainly 
should  have  the  strongest  objection  to 
present  my  own  speech  without  the 
other  speeches  that  called  it  forth,  and 
to  which  it  was  a  reply.  Moreover, 
there  is  not  the  slightest  occasion  for 
what  would  be  a  most  serious  innova- 
tion upon  the  Parliamentary  practice, 
because  the  proceedings  of  the  deputa- 
tion are  very  fully  reported  in  the 
Dublin  papers.  I  read  the  reports  next 
morning  while  the  matter  was  still  fresh 
in  my  mind,  and  am  quite  ready  to  take 
the  responsibility  of  anything  in  the  re- 
port either  of  The  Irish  Times,  The  FreS' 
man^s  Journal,  or  The  Daily  Express. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION- 
OFFICIAL    VALUATORS  —  APPOINT- 
I^reNT  OF  MR.  BUTLER. 

Mr.  HE  alt  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  pledge  he  gave  before  the 
adjournment  that  Mr.  Butler,  Secretary 
of  the  Carlo w  Grand  Jury,  should  either 
resign  that  appointment  or  his  position 
as  Valuer  under  the  Land  Act>  has  been 
carried  out  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  the  hon. 
Member  will  find,  if  he  refers  to  my 
answer,  that  he  is  under  a  slight  mis- 
apprehension with  regard  to  this  matter. 
What  I  pledged  myself  to  do  was  to 
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conunanicste  to  the  Lasd  CommisBionere 
my  view  that  Mr.  Butler  should  be 
called  on  to  resign  one  or  other  of  the 
two  appointments.  I  have  accordingly 
done  BO  oo  the  part  of  the  Ooverument, 
and  I  can  only  express  my  regret  that 
the  Commissioners  should  have  arrived 
at  a  determination  to  allow  him  to 
retain  both  offices. 

Me.  HEALY  :  Might  I  ast  whether 
this  cstabliahes  a  difference  of  opinion 
between  the  Irish  Government  and  the 
Land  Commissioners  respecting  theCourt 
Valuers  ;  whether  the  Land  Commis- 
■ionera  think  this  gentleman  ought  t^ 
hold  the  two  appointments,  and  the 
Irish  Government  think  he  should  not? 

Mb.  TKEVELTAN:  There  is  a 
difference  of  opinion  upon  this  point. 

FEANCE  AND  TUNIS— RUMOURED 
TREATY. 

Mb.  PUr-ESTON  (for  Mr.  Asdue-U)- 
Babtlbtt)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he 
can  state  the  main  conditions  of  a  Treaty 
atl^^  to  haT«  been  secretly  concluded 
between  the  Bey  of  Tunis  and  the  French 
Bepublic,  by  which  Tunis  has  been  vir- 
tually made  a  French  Province ;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  in- 
tend to  recognise  such  a  Treaty  F 

Bib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  Her 
Uajes^'s  Government  have  no  official 
information  of  the  conclusion  of  such  a 
Treaty,  and  until  the  terms  of  such  a 
Treaty  are  known  to  them  they  are  un- 
able to  state  the  view  they  take  of  its 
Btipnlatione. 

EGYPT— MINISTERIAL  KESPONSI- 
BILITY— THE  CHAMBER  OF  NOTABLES. 

Hb.  LABOUCHEIiE  asked  theUnder 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether,  in  any  plan  for  the  internal 
eovemment  of  !E%ypt,  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment  contemplate  recognising 
Ministerial  responsibility  and  the  control 
by  the  Egyptians,  through  their  Itepre- 
aentatives,  over  taxation  and  expendi- 
ture;  and,  whether,  in  regard  to  any 
atrangement  for  the  future  Administra- 
tion of  the  Country,  it  is  intended  to 
consult  the  Chamber  of  Notables  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  this 
Question  will  be  answered  by  the  Prime 
Minister  in  reply  to  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  tor  Portsmouth  (Sir  H. 
DnunmoDd  Wolff),  which  is  substan- 
tisll;  the  some. 


EGYPT— APPOINTMENT  OF  BA££It 
PASHA. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
tVhether  Baker  Pacha,  lately  a  General 
n  the  service  of  the  Sultan,  has  been 
ippointed  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
irmed  force  of  the  Khedive,  at  the  sug- 
gestion, or  with  the  assent  of,  the  Bri- 
ish  officials  now  in  Egypt ;  and,  whether 
he  scheme,  published  in  the  English 
lewspapers,  and  purporting  to  emanate 
'torn  the  aforesaid  Pacha,  by  which  it 
a  proposed  to  bring  into  existence  an 
irmy  of  mercenaries,  recruited  from  va- 
■ious  parts  of  the  Globe,  and  officered 
}y  Englishmen,  meets  with  the  approval 
)f  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  Sir 
Bdward  Molet  informed  Her  Majesty's 
iovemment  that  the  Khedive  wished  to 
ippoint  General  Baker  to  command  his 
^rmy.  Sir  Edward  Malet  was  told  by 
;elegraph  that  if  the  appointment  was 
;he  personal  wish  of  the  Khedive,  Her 
Majesty's  Governmeat  would  make  no 
objection.     The  Khedive  replied  that— 

"  Not  only  was  it  hia  personal  wiah  that 
ioneral  Baker  should  come,  butnlao  his  prayer; 
hut  be  tuitl  his  Ministera  noro  entirely  of  one 
niiid  on  the  subject,  and  that  he  eBmestly 
legged  that  the  General  would  come  as  soon  as 
tossible." 

Her  Majesty's  Government  were  not  con- 
tulted  by  the  Egyptian  Government  on 
;be  steps  taken  to  recruit  an  army. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  gave  Notice  that  to- 
norrow  he  should  ask,  whether  the  Sul- 
:an  was  consulted  before  the  appointment 
jf  Baker  Pasha ;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
rernment  were  aware  that  Baker  Pasha 
[lad  left  Constantinople  without  the  per- 
nission  of  the  Sultan,  and  was  now  in 
:ho  position  of  a  deserter  from  the  Sul- 
;an's  Army  ? 

THE  CHANNEL  TUNNEL  SCHEME. 

Sib  HARRY  VERNEY  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true,  as  has  been  reported,  that 

■'  Headings  of  the  tunnel  or  tunnels  under  the 
Straitsof  Dover  are  being  driven  with  increased 
rajiidit;  from  the  French  side  towards  tha  BrU 
[jsh  Cifflst ; " 

ind,  whether  our  Government  will  re- 
monstrate with  that  of  France  with  a 
view  to  obtain  the  stoppage  of  such 
works  ? 
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Mb.  CHAMBEELAIN:  Sir,  I  have  hon.   Friend  refers,   and  Sir  Edward 

no   official  information  with  regard  to  Malet  has  been  instructed  by  telegraph 

facts  alleged  to  have  taken  place  in  con-  to  report  immediately  on  the  subject, 
nection  with  the  works  of  the  Channel 

Tunnel  on  the  French  Coast.     In  fact,  ECCLESIASTICAfi  COURTS— IMPRISON- 
I  have  no  other  information  than  what  MENT   OF  THE  REV.  S.  F.  GREEN 

I  have  gathered  from  the  newspapers.  yoK  CONTEMPT. 

But  my  hon.  and  gaUa^nt  ^riend^  need       ^^  j  ^  TALBOT  asked  the  Secre- 

TLn^^irbrbVuf  wi^^       the  consent  ^Yelf  f  i^trt  ^T  ITXT^ 

and   against  the  will  of  this  country,  wnetner  it  is  true  tnat,    tnree  years 

TT  J     xu         •  *  :4.  -.^,  1,1  «  4.  having  elapsed  since  the  inhibition  of 

Under  these  circumstances,  it  would  not  . ,     -r>®     a\?n  xvv       c        ui. 

V  ri  A'     'k^A    fi^^   TT^  the  Eev.  8.  F.  Green,  the  benefice  which 

be   useful  or   even   dignified    for    Her  i     i    1 1  .  \         j    -^  l 

njr  .    .  ,     ri  X   i. «*,.«*^  he  held  IS  now  vacant ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 

Maiesty  s  Government   to   remonstrate  ..  V       '.         J      x,' 

•*u  4.il^  T?        X.  n.  4,  ,.«««  4.\.r.  ther  any  reason  can  be  given  for  his 

with  the  French  Government  upon  the  /..v-Sx..       .         -^         ax, 

.^  ^  further  detention  m  prison ;  and,  whe- 

^'  ther  he  would  now  advise  the  Crown  to 

ARMY— THE  FIRST  CLASS  ARMY  exercise  the  prerogative  of  mercy,  and 

RESERVE.  to  secure  his  immediate  release  ? 

Colonel   ALEXANDER  asked   the  ^  Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :   Sir, 

Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  I  think  I  have   already  stated  to   the 

can  state  why  it  is  not  intended  to  de-  House  that  I  have  been  advised  by  the 

mobilise  the  soldiers  transferred  to  the  ^^^  Officers  of  the  Crown  that  this  is 

First  Class   Army  Reserve  since  June  J    case   in   which   the   Prerogative    of 

30th  1881,  although  the  emergency  for  ^^''^J  oould  hardly  be  properly  or  Con- 

which  these  men  were  recalled  to  Ser-  stitution ally  exercised.     The  hon.  Mem- 

vice  with  the  Colours  has  now  passed  P^r  ^}^  see  that  the  matter  is  one  which 

^^gyp  IS  withm  the  cognizance  of  the  judicial 

Ma.  CHILDER8:    Sir,    in  reply  to  bodies  for  contempt  of  whose  jimsdic. 

the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite  tion  Mr.  Green  is  now  imprisoned ;  but 

(Colonel  Alexander),  I  have  to  state  that  J/™  ^^PPJ  ^  ^^^^^  **^ft  the  Bishop  of 

if  he  refers  to  the  Queen's  Proclamation  Manchester  has  recently   brought   the 

calling  out   the  Reserves,    he  will  see  case  under  the  notice  of  the  Judge  of 

that  the  emergency  therein  defined  has  *?®  ^^^^  ^f  Arches,  and  I  hope  that 

by  no  means   ceased.     I   am  anxious,  the  result  of  that  representataon  may  be 

however,  to    discharge    the   Reservists  *?**  "^^^^^  I  ^^}^^  everybody  wiU  de- 

from  the  Colours  as  soon  as  practicable;  »^'®  ^^^^^  *^®  circumstances. 

dflltT.f  A  ^Zu^A  EGYPT-DISTURBANCES  IN  THE 

discharge  of  all  those  who  had  joined      ^^x.x..vr    rpr^p  ..yxj^v  proprpt** 
theReservebefore  July,  1881.  SOUDAN-THE     FALSE  PROPHET. 

Mr.  BUXTON  asked  the  Under  Secre- 

EGYPT— ALLEGED  ILL-TREATMENT  tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 

OF  PRISONERS.  ther  he  has  received  any  information, 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  the  which  he  can  lay  before  the  House,  or 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  whether  he  has  any  reason  to  doubt  the 

Affairs,  Whether  there  is  any  truth  in  truth    of    the    announcements    in    the 

the  statement  contained  in  the  **  Daily  papers  of  very  serious  disturbances  in 

News  *'  of  October  25th,  that  the  Soudan  and  Upper  Egypt,  and  of 

"  Two  Membors  of   the  National  Chamber,  ^^^^  losSes  incurred  by  the  troops  of 

accused  of  having  furnished  Arabi  with  volun-  the  Khedive  ? 

tary  contributions  arc  now  chained  together  in         SlR    CHARLES    W.    DILKE  :    Sir, 

an  underground  dungeon   which  has  only  been  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  Soudan  is  in 

r3u1on'rtho%ttn:™  rnfof  ^fden^ ':  ^  ^-turbed  condition ;  but  there  is  some 

foul  beyond  description.     There  are  scores  of  reason    to     suppose    that    the^  accounts 

such  instances  illustrative  of  the  cowardly  and  which  have  appeared  in  certain  papers 

ferocious  character  of  the  attempts  to  crush  the  are  exaggerated.  The  matter  is  receivinir 

national  movement  ?  "  attention  at  Cairo. 

SiB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the       Sik  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  sub- 

attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  sequently  gave  Notice  that  he  intended 

was  called  to  the  statement  to  which  my  to  ask,  Whether  the  Government  propose 
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to  Ubfl  any  steps,  and,  if  bo,  what  atepB,  hs  was  not  on  good  terms  with  his  land- 
in  regard  to  the  reported  defeat  of  the  lord  ;  and,  whether  lie  will  represent  to 
Egyptian  troops  in  the  Soudan  bj  the  the  County  Court  Judge  the  extreme 
troops  of  the '•False  Prophet?"  impropriety  of  appointing  a  person  of 

Mk.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  the  Question  this  class,  with  a  direct  ptirmmal  interest 

has  already  been  ansvered  by  my  hon,  in  tlie  reduction  of  rents,  to  value  and 

Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  up  adrise  on  interests  opposed  to  his  own 

to  the  limit  of  such  knowledc^e  as  we  in    his  own  immediate  neighbourhood 

possess.    Of  course,  it  is  dilficuTt  for  me,  and  county? 

as   I   cannot    say  absolutely   when   we        Mr,  HEALY  :    Before  the  Question 

shall    have    full    information,    to  state  is  answered,  I  wish  to  ask  you  a  Quea- 

when  WB  shall  be  in  a  condition  to  say  tion.  Sir,  upon  a  point  of  Order.     The 

more.     If  the  hon,  and  gallant  Qen  tie-  hun.    Member   refers  to  the  "extreme 

man   will  put    his   Question  down  for  impropriety  of  appointing  a  person  of 

Monday,  I  will  give  him  what  informs-  this  class,  with  a  direct  personal  interest 

tion  1  then  possess.  in  the  reduction  of  rents  ;  "  and  I  would 
ask,  whether,  bs  that  inrolves  debatable 

CRIMINAL  LAW  {IRELAND) -MURDER  matter,  it  can  be  put? 

OF  CONSTABLE  KAVANAGH.  ^K-  SPEAKEU,  in  reply,  said,  that, 

Colonel    NOLAN    asked  the  Chief  ^^'t^^^f .  ^^^,  Q^^^ti^^i    did     in    some 

Secretary   to   the   Lord    Lieutenant    of  ^n«e.  fc"°g  doubtful  matter  before  the 

T    I      ]    Tf  .L  1.  '  .-       L  Ilouse,aspreiudKinethe  question, under 

Ireland,  If,  now  that  a  conviction  has  ..        ■        '  .■'     ^    ?     j-j       .  .i-  ■.  ■. 

.  Li  '     J   r      ^L  J         r      L  the  circumstances,  he  did  not  thmk  it 

been  obtained  for  the  murder  of  sub-  -   li  .     ■  .  l  ..  ^i,    »<-   ■  i 

<»«.labl,  K.™».Bli,  h.  will  r.comm,Da  nsftloinlnpo.e  between  the  M.mster 

lh.1  the  fine  of  £l,SOO,  l„i.bla  o.  the  ■»''  ""  '■«?:  "'"''"'•  'I""  P"*,  Uue- 

XI  r  Ti  11       L'    V     1,  'i..  J  tion  upon  his  own  responsibihty. 

B.n,nj  of  B.llj.n,h,noh,  be   ,eni,t  rf         Mb'tEEVELTAN  :  8ir,  Mr  Water. 

..Iber  b,  .p.ci.l  .ctjoo  on  lb.  part  of  ^       ^  j  .        '  j 

tL.  Qore^metil  or  bj  tbe  Oo.ernment  »  J  ^ 

payine  the  £1,500  to  the  Barony  con-  .■  t.      •   r  ..    i  u 

.  ui         J  .u  -J-       p     ^L    /      1  tion.     Me   informs    me    that,   on  each 

stable,  and  thus  providing  for  tbe  family  „„„„■„„    „     „u-  v    ii,     t      j  n«™~.!. 

otthenurde,ed„anf  "  »?""'°°  »»  wh.ch  the  Land  Commi.- 

Ma.   TEETELTAN:    Sir,   the  <um  »■»"'•"■'•»"'  able    o  g.™  bim  the 

.        J  .     .     .u    /^        ■         e  .L     1.  assistance  of  an   official  valuer   in  the 

referred  to  in  the  Question  of  tbe  hon.  r<       >nr.fji.  '.jk 

J       11     tw      u  ^        .  County  Waterford,    he   appointed    Mr, 

and  eallant  Member  was  a  presentment  w,-.  ij  ^        ,       ■    3         j     ,      1 

,*        ,      .,  .  .  K  .,      n         I  citzeerald  to  act  as  inoepondent  valuer 

made  under  the  provisions  of  the  Urand  ,      u-    n      »      tr      .  .      .1    4.  ■«<■      T?'t 

X  •  ..        J   fi.     n  i.  .L  for  his  Court.     He  states  that  Mr.  ritz- 

Jury  Act,  and  the  Gorernmont,  there-        „y  ;,  ^       j„,,^  „,  jrinit.  College, 

for.,  cuinot  interfere  with  ,t.  «  m.Bi.trate  of  the  County  Waterfofd, 
where  be  rents    the   demesne   lands  of 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION-  gea  View,  near  Dungarvan-a  very  large 

OFFICIAL    VALUATORS  -  APPOINT-  „perty  of  several  huodred  acres,  which 

MENTOFMR.riTZQEEALD.  he  snb-lets  to  tenants-and  a  landlord 

Me.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief  in  the  County  Limerick,  and  tliat  he  has 

Secretary   to    the    Lord    Lieutenant   of  thorough  confidence  in  his  abihty  and 

Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  case  that  tbe  impartiality.  In  a  postscript,  Mr. Waters 

County  Court  Judge  of  Waterford,  Mr.  further  informs  me  that  he  knew  nothing 

Waters,  Q.C.  baa  appointed  a  Mr.  Fitz-  of  what  occurred  before  the  Sub-Com- 

E raid  as  Court  Yaluur  in  cases  coming  missiouers,  eicept  that  Mr.  Fitzgerald 

fore  him  under  the  Iiand  Act  of  lyiJl ;  bad  informed  him  be  was  a  witness  on 

whether  this  is  the  same  Mr.  Fitzgerald  behalf  of  tenants  ia  two  cases.     Since 

who  was  produced  as  valuer  on  behalf  then  Mr.  Waters  says  he  has  been  asked 

of  the  tenants  in  nearly  all  tbe  cases  on  behalf  of  three  landlords  who  have 

heard  before   tbe    Sub  -  Commissioners  cases  pending  in  bis  Court— one  case 

Bt  their  recent  sittings  at  Dungarvan,  being   on   tbe   estate   of    the   Duke  of 

county  Waterford,  and   was  introduced  Devonshire — to  send  Mr.  Fitzgerald  to 

to  the  Court  by  the  solicitor  for  the  ten-  value  tbe  lands.     I  have  no  intention  of 

ints,  as'tbe  "County  Court  valuer;"  making  any  representation  on  tbe  eub- 

whether  he  is  himself   an  occupier  of  ject  to  tbe  County  Court  Judge. 
lindintheneighbourboodof Dungarvan,        Ma.  TOTTENHAM:    I  beg  to  give 

tnd  admitted,  on  crosa- examination,  that  Notice  that,    on  Mondoy  neat,  I  shall 
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adk  a  BiLnilar  Question,  whether  a  like 
objection  was  made  in  the  County 
Antrim  ? 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  gave  Notice  that, 
on  Monday,  he  would  ask,  Whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  that  the  de- 
cisions of  the  Sub-Commissioner  in  Dun- 
garvan  had  been  received  with  general 
disapproval  in  the  neighbourhood  ? 

SCOTLAND— CROFTERS  IN  THE 
ISLAND  OF  SKYE. 

Mr.  FRASEE-MACKINTOSH  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether,  in  connec- 
tion with  certain  civil  proceedings,  sol- 
diers have  been  ordered  to  the  Isle  of 
Skyo ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  explain  the 
circumstances  which  have  called  forth  a 
step  so  exceptional  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  Sir,  we  have,  as  yet,  only 
received  brief  telegraphic  messages  re- 
garding this  matter.  Until  the  full  olli- 
cial  Report,  which  has  been  ordered,  has 
been  received,  the  Government  will  not 
be  in  a  position  to  decide  upon  the  steps 
most  proper  to  be  taken  for  the  vindica- 
tion of  the  law  in  the  Island  referred  to. 

EGYPT— RELIGIOUS    CEREMONIES   AT 
CAIRO— THE  "HOLY  CARPET." 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  asked,  Whe- 
ther it  was  with  the  sanction  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  attended  officially  the  Ma- 
hometan ceremony  of  the  departure  of 
the  holy  carpet  for  Mecca ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  the  course  taken  on  that  occa- 
sion has  been  approved  by  the  Govern- 
ment? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
War  Office  has  no  information  as  to  the 
occurrence  to  which  his  Question  refers, 
or  the  reasons  for  it.  After  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley's  return  at  the  end  of  the  week, 
he  will,  doubtless,  explain  the  circum- 
fitances. 

EGYPT- THE  SUEZ  CANAL. 
Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther, in  any  negotiations  opened  with 
other  Powers,  or  in  any  proposals  made 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  for  the 
settlement  of  affairs  in  Egypt,  care 
hms  been  taken  to  provide,  firstly,  for 
gaaraateeing  the  u*eedom  of  naviga- 
tion of  the  Suez  OSmal,  whether  for 
Her  ICqesty'B  Shipa  of  War  or  of  the 

J6-.  IbtUnham 


Mercantile  Marine,  both  in  time  of 
peace  and  of  war;  secondly,  for  se- 
curing to  the  Egyptian  people,  within 
the  limits  of  international  obligations, 
and  by  representative  institutions,  some 
control  over  the  legislation,  administra- 
tion, and  expenditure  of  their  Country ; 
and,  thirdly,  for  the  extinction  of  slavery 
in  Egypt  and  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade  in  the  Red  Sea  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  the  Question 
of  thehon.  Member  refers  to  three  matters 
of  the  greatest  possible  importance.  Two 
of  them  refer  to  the  guaranteeing  of 
the  freedom  of  navigation  of  the  Suez 
Canal,  and  to  the  securing  to  the  Egyp- 
tian people  some  control  over  the  legis- 
lation of  their  country,  both  of  these 
being  questions  connected  with  the 
subject-matter  with  which  the  recent 
Expedition  has  been  concerned.  The 
third  matter  referred  to  in  the  Question 
does  not  belong  directly  to  that  subject- 
matter,  but  to  a  design  and  a  policy  wnich 
has  been  pursued  by  this  country  for  a 
great  number  of  years  with  the  de- 
liberate approval — even  warm  approval 
— and  concurrence  of  the  people.  All 
that  I  can  say  at  present  about  these 
three  subjects— ana  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  satisfied  with  it — is 
that  they  do,  and  will  continue  to,  com- 
mand the  close  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  if  I  do  not  enter  into  details 
it  is  simply  and  solely  from  the  belief 
that  to  enter  prematurely  into  such 
details  might  be  disadvantageous  to  the 
purposes  which,  I  believe,  the  hon. 
Member  and  the  Government  contem- 
plate in  common. 

EGYPT— REPORTED  MURDER  OF  PRO- 
FESSOR PALMER,  CAPTAIN  GILL, 
LIEUTENANT  CILA.RRINGTON,  AND 
OTHERS. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  CO  WEN:  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
What  efforts  have  been  made  by  the 
Government  to  ascertain  the  existence 
and  whereabouts  of  Professor  Palmer, 
Captain  Gill,  Lieutenant  Charrington, 
and  their  companions  ? 

Mr.  C  AMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Sir,  no  effort  has  been  spared  by  the 
Government  to  ascertain  the  fate  of 
Professor  Palmer,  Captain  Gill,  Lieu- 
tenant Charrington,  and  their  com- 
panions. The  conduct  of  the  search 
from  Suez  has  been  intrusted  to  Colonel 
Warren,  E.E.,  an  officer  who  has  been 
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oannected  with  tho  FaleBtinQ  Ezplora-  and  their  habits.  Colooel  Warren,  be- 
tion  Socie^,  and  who  ia  well  acquainted  fore  starting  for  this  Expedition,  had 
with  the  dutrict  and  with  the  habita  of  been  up  the  Eastern  arm  of  the  Bed  Sea, 
the  Bedouins.  I  need  not  repeat  the  and  bad  been  for  some  time  at  Tor,  en- 
account,  which  has  already  appeared  in  gaged  in  obtaining  all  the  informatioD 
the  newspapers,  of  the  preliminary  eteps  that  could  be  had. 
taken  bj  Colonel  Warreu  preyiously  to 

the  20th  instant.      On  that  day  Colonel  EQTPT— POUCY   OF  HER   MAJESTY'S 

Warren,  with  Lieutenants  Burton  and  GOVERNMENT. 

Haynes,    accompanied    by    about     150  Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 

Bedouins,    including  all  the    principal  the  Undersecretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

Sheiks  who  could  be  collected,  left  Suez  Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 

for  Moses'  Wells  on  their  way  to  Nakhl.  ment  abide  by  their  Despatch  of  January 

We  have  to-day  receired  from  Captain  16th  of  this  year,  in  which  Lord  Lyons 

Stephenson,  the  senior  naval  officer  at  is  instructed 

Suez,  a  telegram  dated  October  26  (this  "ToBtateto  M. Gambotta thatJIer MijB»ty'i 

day),  which  I  will  read    to  the  House —  Government  concur  with  him  that  the  proposal 

..»T        •        T¥T           II       iij-      J.J  of  the  Chamber  o(  Notables  in  reirard  to  votioir 

"New.  torn  WmmbrloiiiMomij|,cijt«i  ,|^,       a„„  „,  n,  j^j^  ^^J,,  j,j,^,5 

tut  """pjd;    ...It  up  TnU.;  m  ..tondri  ,|j^,  .j,  ^„,„  „,   ^  j,^,)    .,„„„„,    j, 

oraer,  ihoit  diatanco  found  rsmnaDts  of  baggage  HirTeedto'" 

about  a  mile  from  Spring,  came  on  spot  where  ■^™"      '    ,       „      ,                      n       .      .■ 

Inggage  wai  looted,  three  prirata  letters,  ume  whether  the  Conference  at  Constanti- 

notea,  alao  Tolume  of  Byma'a  vorks  belonging  nople,    representing    the     "  Concert    of 

to   Charrington;  nothing  found  belonging  to  Europe,"   still  continues   its   meetings: 

^iT'^n^^"';^  "*^"'^^  mUee  above  Spring  and,  whether  he  can  State  what  measures 

and  1,000  feet  above  the  Ma»aw  three  Bodoume,  rw       -tr   •     .   ,     n                    .            .  u- 

captn^  one  belonging  to  Aligal  Tribe  wearing  Her   Majesty's  Government  are    taking 

tobacco  pooch  belonging  to  Charrington,  atatea  to  secure  tranquillity  in  Egypt,  and   to 

it  was  given  him  by  Ali  Murahed,  Sheikh  of  maintain  the  predoniQance  of   British 

Terebin,  who  i»  laid  to  have  kiUod  Palmer's  influence  in  that  Country  and  over  the 


party ;  hope  to  get  him  ehority,  aa   we  ha^ 
i  hia  wife,  --^ 'J—     -^—    •--     •"-- 


Suez  Canal  ? 


captured  hii  wife,  children,   aheep,  4c,     Shall  „      ,-,11  .  nr  ■i-.c  vrr   titt  trrt 

Dot  reach  Nakhl  for  a  few  daji;  endeavouring  «'»  0UARLE3  W.  UILKt, .   — ,   ._ 

to  obtain  peiBoni  implicated  in  this  neighbour-  answer  to  the  first  and  third  paragraphs 

hood.    All  party  doing  weU."  of  tlie  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I 

Besides  this  search  which  is  being  con-  can  only  refer  to  the  statement  made  by 

ducted  from  Suez,  inquiries  are  being  the  Prime  Minister  on  Tuesday,  in  reply 

independently    piosecuted    from   Qaza,  to  the  inquiry  of  the  right  hon.  Member 

under  the  direction  of  Mr.  Moore,  Her  for  North  Devon,  respecting  the  policy 

Majesty's  Consul  at  Jerusalem.  Her  Ma-  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  Egypt. 

jesty's  Government  have  every  hope  that  As    regards  the   second   paragraph,    I 

in  this  way  the  truth  will  soon  be  ascer-  have  to  state  that  the  meetings  of  the 

tained.     I  may  add  that  we  have  been  Conference  at  Constantinople  have  been 

careful  at  once  to  communicate  to  the  discontinued. 

relatires  of  the  members  of  the  missing  Ua.    A3HMEAD  -  BARTLETT    in- 

Eipedition  every  item  of  intelligence  as  quired  whether  it  was  meant  that  tho 

received.  Conference  had  actually  been  broken 

Mb.  HACFAELANE:  Maylask  the  up? 

hon.  Gentleman  tho  Secretary  to   the  Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  can 

Admiralty,  Whether  he  has  considered  use  no  other  word  with  regard  to  the 

ths  propriety  of  sending  a  vessel  up  the  sittings    of    the   Conference   than   that 

Arabian  Coast  of  the  Bed  Sea,  as  pos-  they  are  discontinued. 

libly  by  that  means  there  may  be    a  jrnTTnurti 

chance  of  finding  these  missing  gentle-  M  U  1 1  U  jy  S  . 

t.'E.'SSl^d'r  ofSiA"  ASD  MIUTiKY  FOEOKS. 

tkg  apot— Mr.   Wert,  Consul  at  Suez,  eesolotioks. 

Md  the  varioiiB  Egyptian  officers— who  Ma.O'DONNELLsaid.thathewished 

M  beet  acquainted  with  the  Bedouini  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  No- 
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tice  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  given  of  this  Vote  spoke  of  '*  the 
military  rebellion  against  the  authority 
of  His  Highness  the  Khedive."  Seeing 
that  there  was  an  Amendment  to  be 
moved,  he  would  suggest  to  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  it  would  not  be  better 
to  confine  the  Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  ser- 
vices of  the  Army  in  Egypt,  and  leave 
out  the  debatable  matter  as  to  a  mili- 
tary rebellion  to  be  discussed  on  some 
other  occasion. 

Mr.  MOLLOT,  in  supporting  the 
suggestion,  said,  he  had  given  Notice  of 
an  Amendment  to  the  2nd  Besolution, 
that  all  the  words  after  the  words  '*  the 
occupation  of  Cairo''  should  be  omitted. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  it  appears 
to  me  that  it  is  necessary,  and  that  it  is 
usual  in  a  Vote  of  Thanks  of  this  kind, 
to  give  a  more  marked  or  pointed  idea 
of  the  character  of  the  services  rendered 
than  would  be  conveyed  by  a  mere 
colourless  reference  to  military  opera- 
tions. It  seems  to  me  as  if  we  were 
rather  ashamed  of  giving  to  these  military 
operations  their  true  name.  I  do  not 
think  this  Notice  can  have  been  brought 
with  the  intention  of  raising  any  differ- 
ences of  opinion  of  that  kind,  and  I 
hope  the  Amendment  will  not  be  moved, 
because  the  Vote  as  it  stands  can  have 
no  possible  effect  in  committing  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  point. 

Mr.  MOLLOY,  in  reply,  said:  If  the 
Prime  Minister  will  remove  everything 
of  a  debatable  nature  I  will  be  happy 
to  withdraw  my  Amendment.  In  order 
to  effect  that,  the  part  of  the  Vote  which 
speaks  of  a  military  rebellion  should  be 
withdrawn ;  and  if  that  is  not  done  I 
shall  press  my  Amendment  to  a  divi- 
sion. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  rising  to  move 
the  Vote  of  Thanks  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice,  said :  Sir,  I  was  about  to 
have  said — and  I  have  not  yet  aban- 
doned the  hope  that  I  may  say — that  I 
was  conscious,  in  rising  to  discharge  the 
task  now  incumbent  upon  me,  that  I 
should  at  least  have  the  advantage  of 
the  unanimous  sympathy  and  support  of 
the  House,  believing  that  it  will  be  seen 
that  these  words — words  of  description — 
are  words  really  not  beyond  the  neces- 
sity of  the  case,  and  are  thoroughly  con- 
formable to  usage,  and  by  no  means  do 
more  than  describe  the  fact.  Nor  have 
they  any  tendency  to  commit  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen with  regard  to  their  views  of  the 

Mr.  ffDonnell 


ground  and  nature  of  the  recent  compli- 
cations in  Egypt.  I  shall  yet  trust  that 
the  House  is  not  to  be  deprived  of  the 
advantages  and  the  grace  of  rendering 
its  thanks  to  distinguished  men  without 
any  dissentient  voice,  or  any  rival  pro- 
posals. Understanding  the  advantages 
of  that  concurrence,  I  must  request  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  and  commence 
with  this  apology — that  I  conceive  it  to 
be  extremely  difficult  to  discharge,  even 
ever  so  partially  and  imperfectly,  what 
is  the  duty  of  an  historian  by  means  of 
any  such  bald  and  slight  outline  of  the 
recent  occurrences  as  I  can  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  with  propriety,  lay  before 
the  House.  I  am  sensible  that  I  may 
fail  in  justice  to  many  distinguished  acts 
that  have  been  done,  and  that  I  may 
fail  in  giving  the  due  proportion  to  the 
several  facts,  and  to  the  services  of 
persons  to  whom  I  shall  have  to  refer. 
It  will  not  bo,  Sir,  from  a  want  of  desire 
adequately  to  perform  my  duty,  nor 
from  a  want  of  a  very  deep  sense  that 
there  never  was  an  occasion  upon  which 
the  Houses  of  Parliament  in  this  country 
had  either  stronger  or  more  unqualified 
and  unmixed  reasons  to  feel  from  the 
heart  those  sentiments  of  gratitude  to 
which  we  are  about  to  give  formal  ex- 
pression through  the  medium  of  the 
Motion  I  have  the  honour  to  submit. 
Now,  Sir,  I  will  say  a  few  words  seve- 
rally, in  the  first  place,  on  the  opera- 
tions that  have  been  performed ;  in  the 
second  place,  on  the  Services  which, 
under  the  authority  of  Her  Majesty, 
have  been  engaged  in  its  performance ; 
then  upon  the  principal  officers  who  have 
had  the  chief  executive  responsibility; 
and,  lastly,  I  would  refer  to  the  two 
highly  distinguished  men,  the  Admiral 
and  the  General,  to  whom  we  are  above 
all  indebted,  under  Providence,  for  the 
accomplishment  of  this  great  and  im- 
portant success  in  Egpt.  With  respect 
to  the  operation  that  has  been  per- 
formed, I  know  that  I  have  a  certain 
danger  to  encounter.  It  is  supposed — 
and  I  am  afraid  it  is  sometimes  justly 
supposed — that  among  the  many  great 
characteristics  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  there  are  also  besetting  infir- 
mities, and  that,  among  our  infirmities, 
there  are  two  which,  though  opposed  in 
their  operation,  yet  may  have  a  moral 
connection  one  with  the  other,  a  ten- 
dency, on  the  sudden  action  of  the  mo- 
ment, sometimes  to  exaggerate  difficulty 
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and  misfortane,  and  sometimes  to  over- 
rate snccessful  performance.  I  endeavour, 
therefore,  Sir,  to  look  at  these  opera- 
tions, whicli  will  hereafter  employ  the  pen 
of  the  historian,  as  impartially  as  I  can. 
I  would  point  out,  therefore,  to  the 
House,  in  the  first  place,  what  was  their 
object.  Their  object  was  to  bring  back 
from  anarchy  to  order  an  entire  country 
— a  country  peopled,  if  we  include  the 
Soudan,  by  some  8,000,000  of  persons, 
and  held  against  us  by  a  Force  that  I 
cannot  estimate  at  less  than  60,000,  of 
whom  not  less  than  50,000  were  either 
enlisted  in  the  actual  Army  of  Egypt  or 
were  what  may  be  called  Beserve  men, 
or  ex-soldiers,  of  that  Army,  who  had 
returned  to  the  Colours  for  the  occasion. 
Now,  Sir,  the  means  that  we  had  for 
performing  this  operation  were  those  of 
naval  transport ;  and  I  could  not  do  any 
sort  of  justice  to  the  subject  without 
stating,  at  least  in  round  figures,  what 
has  been  done  in  this  respect,  for  I  am 
bound  to  say  that,  on  this  happy  occa- 
sion, we  owe  a  debt  to  the  Civil  Depart- 
ments under  the  Admiralty  and  under 
the  authority  of  the  War  Office,  which, 
even  though  it  may  be  perfectly  true 
that  there  are  some  of  these  Depart- 
ments that  have  not  yet  reached  the 
acme  of  perfection,  yet  is  only  second  to 
that  which  we  owe  to  the  Military  and 
Naval  Services.  And  let  me  say  what 
has  been  done  with  respect  to  transport. 
We  had  to  perform  this  operation  at  a 
distance  of  more  than  3,000  miles,  from 
England  to  Alexandria  and  from  Bom- 
bay to  Suez.  In  the  course  of  less  than 
a  month  nearly  200  vessels  were  charged 
with  the  Army  and  the  material  that 
they  had  to  convey  to  the  scene  of  action. 
and  those  vessels  could  not  have  had  a 
tonnage  of  much  less  than  400,000  tons. 
Such  was  the  amount  of  the  agency  to 
meet  the  difficulties  of  the  distance  which 
it  is  in  the  position  of  this  country — 
and,  perhaps,  of  this  country  alone  in 
the  world — in  these  times  to  command. 
These  transports,  again — I  speak  in  round 
numbers — carried  34,000  men,  comba- 
tants, besides  a  body  of  8,000  to  10,000 
non-combatants,  and  18,000  animals, 
intended  for  service  either  in  the  field, 
or  for  the  civil  purposes  necessary  to  the 
Army.  And  what.  Sir,  was  the  time  in 
which  this  operation  has  been  conducted 
by  the  various  Departments  concerned  ? 
It  was  on  the  20th  of  July  that  the  Go- 
Temment  arrived  finally  at  the  convic- 


tion that  it  was  impossible  to  confine 
operations  to  the  City  of  Alexandria  and 
to  the  Forces  in  its  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood. It  was  on  the  27  th  of  July 
that  the  House  of  Commons  supplied  us 
with  the  financial  resources  necessary  for 
the  prosecution  of  the  work  we  had  in 
hand.  On  the  llth  of  Augusta  Corpt 
d'Armee  of  two  divisions,  complete  in 
every  respect,  in  every  arm,  and  in  every 
branch  of  supplv,  had  left  the  ports  of 
this  country  for  Alexandria.  On  the  5th 
of  August  the  despatch  of  the  troops 
from  India  had  commenced.  In  the 
course  of  the  month  of  August  the  entire 
Force  was  landed  in  Egypt ;  and  on  the 
14th  of  September,  after  a  brief,  but  not 
inactive  nor  inglorious  period,  the  Ge- 
neral of  the  British  Army  was  able  to 
write  from  the  field  of  Tel-el-Kebir,  and 
with  the  knowledge  of  the  possession  of 
Cairo,  that  the  war  was  virtually  at  an 
end.  Well,  Sir,  we  are  greatly  indebted 
to  some  of  our  fellow-countrymen  for 
these  results ;  and  when  I  turn  to  the 
various  Services  making  up  the  number 
of  the  Naval  and  Military  Forces — of 
course,  in  the  numbers  I  have  given  the 
Naval  Force  was  not  included — when  I 
turn  to  the  various  elements  of  that  Force, 
I  feel  it  is  difficult,  that  it  is  impossible> 
to  award  to  them,  with  minute  justice, 
the  credit  they  deserve ;  but  in  truth.  Sir, 
their  competition  with  one  another  has 
been  so  vivid  and  so  sustained  that  it 
would  be  hardly  possible  for  me,  were  I 
to  enter  into  details,  to  fulfil  the  purpose 
I  have  described  with  anything  like 
exactitude.  I  may,  perhaps,  remind  the 
House  that  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  wrote 
from  the  field  of  Tel-el-Kebir  these  re- 
markable words — 

'*  I  do  not  believe  that  in  any  previous  period 
of  our  military  history  has  the  British  Infantry 
distingniflhed  itself  more  than  upon  this  occa- 
sion." 

Sir,  as  an  idea  has  gone  abroad  that 
there  is  some  want  of  physical  force  in 
the  British  Infantry,  unless  when  it  is 
largely  supplemented  by  the  Beserves, 
the  House  will  not  be  sorry  to  learn 
that  the  battle,  to  which  I  shall  have 
further  to  refer,  was  fought  with  the 
assistance  of  only  1,000  men  of  the 
Eeserve,  the  whole  of  the  rest  of  the 
Army  who  carried  the  lines  of  Tel-el- 
Kebir  being  men  within  the  actual  term 
of  their  service.  With  respect  to  the 
Artillery,  its  efficiency  attracted,  I  be- 
lieve, the  admiration  of  all  who  had  the 
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rifle  guns,  though  not  in  weight,  as 
nearly  as  possible  equal  to  our  own,  and 
there  was  nothing  to  complain  of  in  point 
of  courage  and  capacity  on  the  part  of 
those  who  served  them.  In  fact,  there  is 
every  reason  to  suppose  that  if  we  com- 
pare the  Bombardment  of  Alexandria 
with  an  event  which,  I  think,  naturally 
offers  itself  for  the  purposes  of  compari- 
son— the  Bombardment  of  Algiers,  also  in 
the  Mediterranean,  about  65  years  ago 
— we  may  draw  a  satisfactory  reflection 
from  placing  in  comparison  with  one 
another  the  amount  of  loss  sufifered  by 
the  British  on  the  one  occasion  and  on 
the  other ;  and  yet,  as  I  have  said,  there 
is  no  reason  to  believe  that  that  differ- 
ence of  loss  arose  from  any  inferiority 
of  the  Egyptian  resistance  as  compared 
with  the  resistance  which  was  offered  at 
Algiers.  The  numbers  of  the  killed  and 
wounded,  which  I  have  not  now  exactly 
in  my  recollection,  during  the  action  of 
the  Bombardment  were — though  we  de- 
plore that  there  should  have  been  any 
at  all — yet  they  were  very  limited  in 
number.  A  few  tens,  or  two  or  three 
score,  I  think,  would  cover  the  whole 
statement,  which  I  have  not  got  accu- 
rately before  me  ;  but  it  may  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House  that  the  killed 
and  wounded  at  Algiers,  when,  for  his 
distinguished  services,  Jjord  Exmouth 
was  raised  to  the  Peerage,  though  the 
vast  majority  of  them  were  in  the  Eng- 
lish Fleet,  yet,  in  the  entire  Combined 
Fleet  that  conducted  the  bombardment, 
tiiey  amounted  to  a  figure  not  less  con- 
siderable than  900  persons.  Sir  Beau- 
champ  Seymour,  in  conducting  the 
Bombardment  of  Alexandria,  hardly  less 
studied  sparing  the  city  than  he  studied 
destroying  the  fortifications.  He  avoided 
almost  entirely  the  infliction  of  damage 
to  the  city,  for  to  other  causes,  to  which 
I  will  not  now  recur,  and  which  may 
not  yet  have  been  thoroughly  examined, 
the  conflagration  of  that  city  was  due, 
and  he  happily  had  no  responsibility. 
Sir,  it  was  not  merely  the  conduct  of  a 
naval  operation  which  devolved  upon 
Sir  Beauchamp  Seymour.  He  had  like- 
wise to  land  his  forces,  and  to  man  with 
his  men,  at  a  moment's  notice,  a  line  of 
forts.  The  hostile  Army  having  with- 
drawn from  the  city  under  cover  of 
a  flag  of  truce — and  I  will  not  now  stop 
to  discuss  that  most  questionable  act — 
Sir  Beauohamp  Seymour,  with  his  sea- 
men and  marines,   had  to  undertake, 
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and  for  six  days  completely  to  diacharge, 
the  duty  alike  of  the  police  and  the  de- 
fence of  Alexandria — of  the  police  of 
Alexandria,  which  had  been  thrown  into 
confusion  by  the  plunder,  the  fire,  and 
the  conflagration  that  had  occurred,  and 
of  the  defence  of  Alexandria  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  a  force  unknown  in  its  exact 
amount,  but  known  to  be  large  and 
known  to  be  hostile.  After  that  portion 
of  his  duty  had  been  done,  he  had  to 
provide — strange,  indeed,  was  the  care 
thus  cast  upon  him — he  had  to  provide 
for  the  water  supply  of  the  population, 
for  those  with  whom  he  was  in  conflict 
seemed  to  think  that  they  were  justified 
in  stopping  the  Mahmoudieh  Canal,  a 
measure  which  could  have  no  possible 
effect  as  regarded  the  enemy  in  the 
field,  because  it  is  matter  of  notoriety 
that  a  Fleet  moves,  supplied  and  pro- 
vided with  means  sufficient,  and  more 
than  sufficient,  for  creating  a  water 
supply  for  itself,  so  that  the  measure 
was  taken  with  the  menace  of  the 
greatest  suffering  possible,  of  something 
even  more  than  suffering,  possibly  of 
very  extensive  loss  of  life,  to  the  popu- 
lation of  Alexandria,  a  population  of 
the  same  origin  and  the  same  nation- 
ality as  that  to  which  the  authors  of  the 
measure  themselves  belonged.  Well, 
Sir,  the  last  great  service  that  Sir  Beau- 
champ  Seymour  had  to  perform  on  this 
occasion  was  the  occupation  of  the  Suez 
Canal,  for  which,  of  course,  he  had  the 
supreme  responsibility.  He  was  seconded 
in  that  and  in  the  whole  of  his  proceed- 
ings by  the  greatest  gallantry  and  skill 
on  the  part  of  the  Admirals  who  served 
with  him,  and  in  particular  it  is  my 
duty  to  commend  to  the  honourable  no- 
tice of  the  House  Admiral  Hewett,  who 
took  possession  of  Suez,  and  was  respon- 
sible for  the  Southern  part  of  the  Canal, 
and  Admiral  Hoskins,  whose  duty  waste 
occupy  the  Northern  part  of  the  Canal, 
as  far  as  the  important  and  vital  part  of 
it,  Ismailia  ;  and  I  must  say  I  think  the 
world  felt  a  thrill  of  astonishment  and 
admiration  when,  after  a  period  of 
quietude  —  when  people  were  uneasy 
— aye,  and  in  this  House  there  was 
much  uneasiness  about  the  Suez  Canal 
and  what  was  to  happen  to  it — those 
who  had  foreborne  to  strike  before  the 
time  came,  struck  the  moment  it  had 
arrived  ;  and  before  anyone  could  put  a 
question  or  raise  a  difficulty,  it  was  an- 
nounced that  the  whole  line  of  the  Sueas 
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Canal,  the  new  base  of  operations, 
Ismailia,  with  the  whole  command  of 
Eastern  Egypt,  was  in  the  possession, 
and  under  the  disposition,  of  the  British 
Forces.  Although  I  think,  perhaps,  I 
have  aaid  as  much  as  necessary,  yet  not 
too  much,  on  the  subject  of  the  services 
rendered  by  the  Navy,  I  will  just  add 
this  much — two  facts  which  really  ought 
to  be  noted.  It  will  be  recollected  that 
when  the  Suez  Canal  was  occupied,  it 
was  not  occupied  for  the  purpose  merely 
of  shutting  out  everybody  from  the  use 
of  it ;  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  intro- 
ducing into  it,  and  arresting  at  the  pro- 
per point,  this  vast  fleet  of  transports, 
nearly  200  great  ships  which  I  have 
described  to  you ;  and  it  is  probably 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  House  that, 
for  the  nice  business  of  pilotage  through 
the  Canal,  that  vast  fleet  of  transports 
had  to  rely  upon  British  resources,  and 
that  service  of  pilotage  was  successfully 

g^rformed  by  the  skill  exclusively  of 
ritish  Naval  officers;  and,  further, 
that  while  they  had  to  effect  this  great 
operation  of  carrying  200  transport  ships 
into  the  Canal  and  discharging  them 
there,  the  regular  traffic  of  the  Canal — 
I  own  I  was  astonished  when  I  heard  it 
— was  only  suspended  for  a  period  of 
48  hours.  I  have  said  already  how 
these  services  were  followed  up  by  the 
action  of  the  Marines  and  of  the  Naval 
Brigade  during  the  advance  of  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley ;  but  it  is  no  wonder  that  Sir 
Oamet  Wolseley  has  recorded  himself 
his  sense  of  his  obligations  by  saying  of 
the  Navy  that  the  Army  owed  them  a 
deep  debt  of  gratitude  for  the  assistance 
they  had  given.  Well,  Sir,  it  remains 
for  me  to  speak  of  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley 
himself,  and  here,  again,  we  were  not 
without  the  commendation  and  assurance 
of  anterior  service  in  the  case  of  a  man 
who,  though  happily  he  is  still  compa- 
ratively young,  and  may  long,  as  I  trust, 
remain  available  for  the  service  of  his 
country,  yet  in  his  short  life,  in  his  com- 
paratively short  career,  has  had  the  op- 
portunity of  receiving  the  thanks  of  this 
House  and  oi  establishing  distinguished 
titles  to  the  public  gratitude.  First,  Sir 
Oamet  Wolseley  showed  the  virtue — 
Bot  a  very  common  virtue — of  success- 
&Uj  keeping  hxs  own  counsels  to  him- 
ielf ;  and  while  those  prying  eyes  which 
do  so  much  to  entertain  the  public,  and 
BOQietimes  to  perplex,  or  even  to  disturb, 
fte  action  of  a  general,  were  completely 


at  fault  and  befogged,  and  were  dream- 
ing of  a  useless  assault  on  the  difficult 
forts  of  Aboukir,  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley, 
I  may  say  almost  in  a  moment,  took  firm 
possession  of  his  new  base  of  operations, 
and  established  himself  at  Ismailia.  I 
believe  the  whole  of  the  campaign  had 
this,  among  other  merits — that  by  dint 
of  his  insight  and  experience,  and  of  the 
valuable  assistance  which  he  sought 
from  the  most  competent  and  best-in- 
formed sources,  it  was  a  campaign  of 
which  the  whole  plan  was  accurately 
and  minutely  laid  out,  as  it  was  within 
the  same  time,  or  even  a  shorter  time, 
actually,  minutely  and  successfully  ac- 
complished. Sir  Garnet  Wolseley,  when 
he  arrived  at  Ismailia  in  the  middle  of 
August — he  arrived  at  Alexandria  on 
the  15th,  and  went  on  the  18th  or  20th 
of  August  to  Ismailia  —  had  not,  of 
course,  his  entire  Force  with  him ;  but 
he  found  he  was  in  danger  of  the  loss  of 
his  water  supply,  and,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, it  was  necessary  for  him  to 
make  a  venture  for  the  purpose  of  se- 
curing it.  He  accordingly  sent  forward  a 
portion  of  his  Force,  and  then  came  those 
proceedings  well  known  to  the  House  on 
the  26th  and  28th  of  August  atKassassin. 
I  need  not  dwell  upon  their  military 
features ;  but  I  believe  there  was  a 
charge  of  heavy  Cavalry  under  General 
Drury-Lowe,  which  might  well  be  named 
in  its  whole  features  as  a  subject  for 
just  admiration.  But  the  qualities  that 
Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  has  shown  on  this 
occasion,  and  the  accomplishment  of  the 
plan  which  he  intrusted  to  General 
Graham,  were  qualities  of  hardihood  and 
vigour  admirably  backed  by  that  Gene- 
ral, who,  if  it  were  by  these  proceedings 
alone,  has  insured  a  distinguished  name 
in  the  military  service  of  his  country. 
These  were  qualities  of  promptitude  and 
vigour  which  were  crowned  by  a  com- 
plete success.  The  news  of  these  actions 
arrived  in  this  country,  and  that  excited 
the  appetite  of  the  public,  and  in  that 
public  I  include  the  entire  country — no 
doubt,  of  us  all.  Stimulated  by  what 
had  been  already  done,  we  looked  out  in 
eagerness  for  more  to  follow,  and  as 
day  after  day  passed  on  from  that  2bth 
of  August  without  any  action  on  the 
part  of  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley,  the  stock 
of  patience  possessed  by  observers  both 
there  and  here  began  to  run  short.  The 
voice  of  censure  upon  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley 
began  to  be  heard,  and  it  was  feared 
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that,  after  all,  he  was  not  quite  a  man 
of  the  vigour  for  which  credit  had  been 
given  him.  But,  Sir,  he  was  a  man  of 
that  vigour  for  which  credit  had  been 
given  him,  and  he  united  with  that 
vigour  other  military  qualities  not  less 
necessary  to  form  the  character  of  a 
great  General.  He  paused  at  Kassassin 
for  a  considerable  time.  Did  he  do  so 
without  cause  ?  I  am  given  to  under- 
stand, upon  what  I  think  is  sufficient 
authority,  that  as  early  as  the  9th  Sep- 
tember, at  any  rate,  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley 
could  have  made  his  attack  on  Tel-el- 
Kebir  with  a  moral  assurance  of  victory. 
But,  Sir,  there  are  some  victories  which 
are  nothing  more  than  the  commence- 
ment and  inauguration  of  a  prolonged 
struggle.  There  are  other  victories  which 
in  themselves  at  once  assure  the  con- 
summation of  the  great  work  that  the 
General  has  in  hand ;  and  it  was  the 
wise  delay  of  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley,  and 
his  determination,  whatever  storm  of 
criticism  might  come  upon  him,  not  to 
stir — not  to  touch  the  enemy  until  he 
could  effectually  crush  him,  and  attain 
at  once  the  objects  of  the  war.  It  was 
that  quality  which  caused  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  to  wait  until  he  had  such  a 
force  at  his  command — until  he  was  able 
to  throw  out  forward,  right  and  left, 
such  a  brigade  of  Cavalry,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  surrounding  a  defeated  enemy, 
that  he  might  perform  that  great  opera- 
tion which  I  will  describe  in  the  single 
phrase  of  converting  a  victory  into  a 
conquest.  It  is  impossible  not  to  dwell 
for  a  few  moments  before  I  close  upon 
the  character  of  this  remarkable  action 
of  Tel-el-Kebir.  It  is  not  merely  remark- 
able because  it  was  a  victory  achieved 
against  a  force  well  and  securely,  as 
they  thought  and  might  think,  en- 
trenched, or  achieved  against  an  en- 
trenched force  by  a  force  inferior  in 
numbers.  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  fought 
the  action  of  Tel-el-Kebir  with  13,000 
men.  The  force  which  was  entrenched 
within  the  lines  of  Arabi,  reaching  for 
an  extent  of  three  and  a-half  miles  from 
north  to  south,  was  about  26,000  men  ; 
but  that  was  not  all.  Bemarkable  as 
the  success  is,  the  skill  and  the  conside- 
ration— aye,  and  the  humane  considera- 
tion— with  which  it  was  achieved  are,  I 
think,  more  remarkable.  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  waited  until  he  could  succeed, 
and  he  waited  until  he  could  succeed  not 
only  with  the  fullest  measure  of  success, 
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but  with  the  smallest  measure  of  loss  of 
human  life.     We  read,  Sir,  in  Shakti' 
pears f  this  expression — **  Victory  is  twice 
itself  when  the  achiever  brings  home  full 
numbers."    Well,  Sir,  it  is  a  happy  cir- 
cumstance for  a  General  to  find  himself 
in  the  condition  of   one   who,   having 
achieved    a  victory,   brings  home  fuU 
numbers;  but  it  is  happier  and  better 
yet  to  be  in  the  condition  of  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley,  who  will  feel  that  consolation 
in  his  life  and  in  his  death   that  the 
fulness  of  those  numbers  was  not  owing 
to  accident,  or  to  the  weakness  of  the 
enemy,  but  was  owing  to  a  deliberate  and 
a  well-laid  combination,  a  skilful  com- 
parison and  adaptation  of  means  to  ends, 
a  judicious  arrangement  for  every  step  of 
his  measures,  and  the  realization  in  actnal 
experience  of  all  that  he  had  planned. 
He  went  forward  in  the  silence  of  the 
night.     He  gave  every  order  with  the 
greatest  minuteness    and   the  exactest 
measure   of  place  and  of  time.      The 
Army  bivouacked  until  the  hour  of  half- 
past  2  in  the  morning.     At  that  hoar 
they  breakfasted,  and  they  then  went 
forward  upon  a  computation  that,  going 
in  the  dark   through  the  Desert,  this 
number  of  corps  were  to  arrive  at  the 
lines  of  the  enemy  at  a  point  of  time, 
marked  out  almost  to  a  minute,  at  day- 
light, and  at  that  point  so  marked  oat 
they  did  arrive.     They  did   march  in 
silence  through  the  Desert.     It  was  the 
boast  of  the  old  Greeks  that,  while  their 
opponents  raised  military  clamour   to 
keep    up  their    spirits,  they  went   in 
mantled  silence  to  the  war,   and  so  it 
was  that    marched    the  Army  of    Sir 
Garnet  Wolseley.     They  arrived  at  the 
enemy's  lines  at  the  very  point  of  time 
which  he  had  prescribed  ;  and  the  move- 
ment,  which  was  subject  to  so  many 
chances  of  error,  it  is  not  uninteresting 
to  recollect,  was  actually — such  are  the 
resources — such  is  the  practical  utility 
of  science — directed  by  observation  of 
the   stars.     It  was  thus  that  the  force 
arrived  at  the  lines  of  the  enemy.  They 
had  been  directed  to  practise  a  severe 
self-denial.     They  were  to  fire  no  shot 
until  they  took  the  first  line,  and  they 
did  fire  no  shot.     They  bore  the  fire  of 
tlie  enemy,  they  went  steadily  forward ; 
and  to  that  wise  precaution  of  the  Gene- 
ral, and  wise  forbearance  and  manliness 
of  the  men,  is  in  great  part  owing  on 
our  side  the  comparatively,    at    least, 
bloodless  character  of  the  battle,   WeU, 
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the  House  knows  witli  what  complete 
and  rapid  success  this  operation  was 
crowneoi.  But  one  word  more  is  to  be 
said.  What  followed  the  battle  ?  The 
echo,  and  the  fame  of  it  went  through 
Egypt.  It  did  its  work  at  once  at  every 
point  where  the  forces  of  the  enemy 
were  gathered  together ;  and  the  men 
who  had  achieved  the  success  at  Tel-el- 
Kebir  did  not,  on  that  account,  rest  in- 
actively under  the  shade  of  the  laurels 
they  had  won.  Without  a  moment's 
loss  of  time  the  Indian  Cavalry  were 
pushed  forward  under  General  Mac- 
pherson,  to  the  important  point  of  Zaga- 
zig.  at  the  junction  of  the  railways,  and 
that  point  was  occupied  at  half- past  4, 
on  the  very  afternoon  of  the  day  when 
the  action  of  Tel-el-Kebir  had  been 
fought.  More  than  that,  a  march  of  65 
miles  to  Cairo,  beginning  on  that  after- 
noon, was  accomplished  by  the  British 
Cavalry  under  General  Drury-Lowe,  and 
the  g^ant  and  skilful  officers  who 
worked  under  his  command.  Some  of 
those  were  Indian ;  but,  of  course,  the 
main  portion  were  British  Cavalry,  and 
they  arrived  at  Cairo  on  the  afternoon 
of  the  1 4th.  Sir,  there  was  a  little  in- 
cident which  is  not  recorded  in  the  offi- 
cial papers,  but  which  is,  I  believe,  un- 
questionably true,  and  may  be  worth 
mentioning  to  the  House,  because  it 
shows  the  wisdom  of  relying  much  on 
the  moral  effect  of  a  victory  complete 
and  crushing  in  itself.  A  garrison  of 
10,000  men  held  the  City  of  Cairo;  but 
all  the  heart  and  all  the  pith  was  gone 
out  of  them  in  consequence  of  the  news 
they  had  received  from  Tel-el-Kebir. 
When  General  Drury-Lowe  marched 
forward  with  his  Cavalry,  the  first  van- 
guard representing,  of  course,  no  more 
than  a  few  hundred  men,  though  a  large 
budy  was  coming  up  almost  immediately 
behind  them,  on  this  tremendous  march 
— for  such  I  believe  I  may  properly  call 
it — of  65  miles — the  garrison  of  10,000 
men,  instead  of  waiting  to  resist  them, 
made  what  I  may  call  a  procession  of 
surrender.  The  Cavalry  saw  in  their 
front  a  white  line  presented  by  some  ob- 
ject which,  at  first,  they  were  unable  to 
accurately  determine  ;  but  they  found, 
after  a  very  short  interval,  that  this  was 
the  front  rank  of  a  body  of  several  thou- 
sands of  troops  marching  out  of  Cairo, 
^arently  well  qualified  to  cope  with 
tbem,  but  who  had  taken  the  precau- 
tioa  of  hoisting  on  the  points  of  their 
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bayonets  handkerchiefs,  or  any  rag  of 
white,  or  anything  that  would  carry  a 
white  appearance,  in  order  to  signify  im- 
mediate, absolute,  unconditional  submis- 
sion. That  was  the  ripe  result  of  the 
skilful  operations  of  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley, 
and  on  the  very  day  after  the  battle  of 
Tel-el-Kebir  he  found  himself  in  posses- 
sion of  the  Egyptian  capital,  able  to  give 
an  official  and  responsible  assurance  to 
the  Government  at  home — aye,  more 
than  to  the  Government — to  the  Sove- 
reign and  the  nation,  that  in  his  judg- 
ment the  war  was  ended.  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  any  longer.  I  have 
spoken  longer  than  I  intended.  I  have 
done  so  under  the  impression — I  would 
not  willingly  make  too  much  of  what 
has  happened — under  the  impression — 
it  may  be  an  erroneous  impression — that 
these  are  remarkable  occurrences ;  that 
they  are  qualified  to  carry  into  the  mind 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  into  the 
mind  of  the  nation,  the  full  conviction 
that  if  there  has  been  much  labour  and 
much  discussion,  and  much  doubt  and 
difficulty  and  vast  expense  of  late  years 
in  connection  with  our  military  estab- 
lishments, the  nation  does  not  remain 
without  some  return  for  what  it  has  laid 
out ;  that  it  has  not  got  merely  gallant 
people  to  depend  upon — for  that  it  al- 
ways had — but  that  it  is  approaching  at 
least  to  a  powerful  and  effective  organ- 
ization ;  and  there  will  be  the  conviction 
that  wlien,  in  a  just  cause,  there  is  a 
great  object  to  be  gained,  that  organiza- 
tion will  be  found  effective  in  its  ends, 
and  that  men  will  not  be  wanting,  whe- 
ther as  Admirals  or  as  Generals,  to  en- 
counter the  immense  difficulties  and  the 
arduous  labours  which,  in  the  moment 
of  a  crisis,  are  cast  upon  them,  and  to 
carry  forward  the  flag  of  their  country 
to  honour  and  to  victory.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
the  1st  of  the  Hesolutions  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  Sir, 
I  rise  to  say  a  very  few  words  in  second- 
ing the  Motion  which  has  been  made  by 
the  Prime  Minister  ;  and  perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed,  at  the  beginning,  to  express 
and  re-echo  the  hope,  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  expressed  in  the  begin- 
ning of  his  speech,  that  the  graceful  act 
which  we  are  now  called  upon  to  per- 
form will  not  be  marred  by  any  want  of 
unanimity  on  the  part  of  the  House  of 
Commons.     No  doubt,  to  everyone  who 

II 


1 95        Egyptian  Expedition—        \  COMMONS  | 


Vote  of  Thanh. 


196 


is  connected  with  the  Military  or  Naval 
Profession,  it  must  be  a  source  of  the 
greatest  gratification  and  delight  to  re- 
ceive the  approbation  and  thanks  of  the 
British  Houses  of  Parliament ;  but  that 
gratification  must  be  greatly  enhanced 
— indeed,  it  may  be  said  almost  to  carry 
its  character,  according  to  the  unanimity 
with  which  that  approbation  and  those 
thanks  are  expressed.  It  is  absolutely 
impossible  that  in  cases  of  this  kind,  or 
in  any  great  cases  of  military  operations, 
these  should  not  be  mixed  up  with  the 
consideration  of  the  greatness  and  value 
of  the  services  performed,  questions  of 
political  character  —  questions  upon 
which  there  must,  and  will  be,  differ- 
ences of  opinion,  and  upon  which  there 
must  be  discussion  and  division  between 
different  Parties  and  sections  in  the 
House.  Such,  undoubtedly,  is  the  case 
with  regard  to  these  Egyptian  opera- 
tions ;  but  the  present  is  not  the  time, 
the  present  occasion  is  not  the  occasion, 
upon  which  those  differences  can  profit- 
ably be  considered  ;  and  I  say  that  for 
two  reasons — in  the  first  place,  because 
I  think  that,  as  I  have  already  said,  it 
would  mar  the  graciousness  of  the  act 
we  are  about  to  perform  ;  and,  secondly, 
because  the  discussions  themselves  would, 
I  acknowledge,  be  somewhat  prejudiced 
by  the  very  fact  of  the  splendour  of  the 
services  which  have  been  rendered,  and 
by  the  eloquence  with  which  they  have 
just  been  described  to  us.  The  speech 
to  which  we  have  listened  was  in  itself  a 
great  and  an  inspiring  piece  of  eloquence. 
Yet  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that,  great  as 
the  speech  was,  it  exceeded  the  acts 
which  have  called  it  forth.  The  services 
which  have  been  rendered  would  speak 
for  themselves,  even  if  they  had  not  so 
eloquent  an  exponent  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  and,  therefore,  I  wish  to 
say,  once  for  all,  that  I  hope  and  trust 
we  shall  understand  that  the  Vote  we 
are  called  upon  to  give  is  one  solely  with 
reference  to  the  Military  and  Naval  ope- 
rations, and  that  we  in  no  way,  by  doing 
80,  or  by  any  construction  that  can  be 
put  upon  that  Vote,  commit  ourselves 
upon  questions  of  a  debatable  and  poli- 
tical character.  I  cannot  quite  under- 
stand what  is  the  objection  which  is 
raised  to  the  expression  with  regard  to 
the  suppression  of  the  Military  rebellion 
in  Egypt.  I  could  quite  understand,  if 
we  were  to  suppose  that,  by  adopting 
this  phrase,  we  adopted,  without  further 
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discussion,  the  Oovemment  explanation 
of  the  circumstances  of  the  country,  that 
we  should  be  doing  that  which  it  would 
be  unreasonable  to  call  upon  us  to  do;  but 
what  I  understand  and  appreciate  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  in  introducing 
these  words  into  the  Motion  is,  that  they 
desire  to  put  on  record  not  only  the  fact 
that  the  services  rendered  were  in  them- 
selves noble  and  conspicuous,  but  that 
they  fully  accomplished  the  object  which 
the  Government,  who  ordered  the  opera- 
tions, had  in  view,  because,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  so  eloquently  put  it,  it 
was  a  case  not  of  a  victory,  but  for  the 
time  being,  at  all  events,  of  a  conquest. 
Whether  the  consequences  will  be  such 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Colleagues  expect  and  hope  is  a  matter 
we  shall  have  to  discuss.  "Whether  the 
conquest  is  in  a  strict  and  real  sense 
complete,  and  whatever  its  sequel  may 
be — a  matter  upon  which  I  entirely  re- 
serve my  opinion — upon  that  we  may 
have  severe  discussion — for  the  moment, 
it  was  a  complete  transaction,  and 
one  which  was  accomplished  greatly 
to  the  credit  of  those  engaged  in  it. 
I  need  not  say  it  would  be  out  of 
place  for  me  to  follow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  details  of  the  advance, 
and  of  the  actions  of  which  we  are 
speaking.  Nor  need  I  undertake  to 
single  out  and  praise  any  of  those  whose 
services  have  been  so  well  recorded  by 
the  Prime  Minister.  But  I  would  ask 
to  be  allowed  to  make  an  exception  in 
the  case  of  one  of  those  officers  who  has, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  reminded 
us,  a  peculiar  claim  upon  our  sympathies. 
I  mean  His  Hoyal  Highness  the  Duke 
of  Connaught.  I  cannot  but  feel  we  are 
specially  interested  in  the  fact  that  a 
Scion  of  the  Royal  House  has  gone  forth 
to  the  duties  which  his  Profession  in- 
volves, and  has  discharged  those  duties 
in  the  manner  in  which  he  has  done. 
Of  the  Generals  and  the  Admirals  who 
have  commande<l  in  these  operations  it 
is  really  useless  for  me  to  speak.  We 
know  what  they  are,  and  we  have  known 
for  a  long  time — recently,  at  all  events 
— with  what  very  great  skill  they  have 
conducted  the  services  placed  upon  them. 
I  am  glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
named  and  singled  out  a  name  which  I 
was  afraid  might  not  have  otherwise 
been  specially  mentioned — I  mean  that 
of  Sir  Herbert  Macpherson.  The  fact 
that  he  commanded  the  Indip,n  Con- 
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tinfcoiit  is  one  which  gives  him  a  special 
claim  to  our  consideration ;  and  there  are 
other  Serrices  to  which,  I  think,  we 
ought  to  pay  official  trihute,  and  I  would 
particularly  mention  the  Marine  Forces. 
What  is  particularly  remarkable,  it 
seems  to  me,  in  this  whole  operation  is, 
that  it  afforded  an  opportunity  not  only 
for  the  display  of  individual  valour,  not 
only  for  the  display  of  the  strength  of 
one  particular  arm  of  the  British  Forces, 
but  that  it  has  shown  in  a  remarkable 
manner  how  the  whole  Forces  of  the 
Empire  may,  in  a  short  time,  and  with 
great  precision,  be  brought  to  bear  on  a 
single  point  of  the  Qlobe.  And  I  think 
there  is  this,  at  all  events,  which  is  re- 
markable in  the  campaign  we  have  wit- 
nessed ;  in  the  first  place,  it  has  been  so 
short.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
of  that  as  if  it  might  be  thought  that, 
becauso  it  was  short,  it  had  not  been 
very  significant.  I  say  that  the  very  fact 
of  its  having  been  so  short  is,  in  itself, 
one  great  and  most  remarkable  feature 
which  distinguishes  it  amongst  other 
operations.  The  fact  that  it  was  so 
completely  organized  and  so  well  ar- 
ranged as  it  was  in  so  few  weeks  is,  in 
itseU,  I  think,  one  of  the  great  features 
of  the  campaign.  But  there  is  this  also 
that  is  remarkable — and  I  do  not  know 
that  any  other  instance  can  be  found — 
it  has  been  found  possible  to  combine 
every  description  of  Force  of  the  Empire 
in  the  operations.  We  have  had  the 
Artillery,  the  Infantry,  the  Cavalry,  the 
Indian  troops,  the  Marines,  the  Sailors 
— we  have  had  all  these  Forces,  all  of 
them  actively  engaged ;  and  it  is,  in  fact, 
owing  to  the  way  in  which  one  was  able 
to  come  with  its  Force  to  the  help  and 
assistance  of  the  other  that  the  great 
success  of  the  operations  is  due.  It 
would  not  be  just  or  graceful  on  my 
part  ify  in  referring  to  these  actions  of 
our  Services,  I  were  to  omit  to  pay  a 
tribute  to  those  who  have  conducted  the 
operations  from  home,  and  who  have 
directed  the  Departments  through  which 
the  Services  are  controlled  and  equipped. 
I  think  I  may  take  up  the  concluding 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
say  that  there  is  a  little  more  than  even 
the  services  rendered  by  the  particular 
Departments  on  the  present  occasion  to 
be  noted ;  for  the  operations  which  have 
been  so  successfully  completed  are  them- 
aelves  a  testimony  to  the  work  not  of  a 
particular  Ministry,  but  to  a  succession 


of  Administrations,  and  to  a  succession 
of  Parliaments  in  making  proper  pro- 
visions, or  endeavouring,  at  all  events, 
to  make  proper  provisions,  for  the 
strength  and  efficiency  of  our  Naval  and 
Military  Forces.  We  have  certainly 
been  able  to  show — and  it  is  of  the 
highest  importance  to  the  country  and 
the  world — how  rapidly  and  how  effec- 
tively England  can  act  upon  occasion.  I 
trust  that  the  House  may  be  content 
upon  the  present  occasion,  and  more  than 
content ;  that  it  will  be  desirous  to  evince 
its  satisfaction  with  the  conduct  of  our 
troops  by  unanimously  adopting  thisBe- 
solution.  But,  at  the  same  time,  I  may 
repeat  the  warning  with  which  I  began 
—that  in  giving  this  Vote  we  by  no 
means  accept,  what  we  might  be  sup- 
posed to  express,  any  particular  theory 
with  regard  to  the  political  questions 
which  are  involved. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to 
Admiral  Sir  Frederick  Beauchamp  Paget  Sey- 
mour, G.C.B.  for  the  distinguished  skill  and 
ability  with  which  he  planned  and  conducted 
the  attack  on  the  Fortifications  of  Alexandria, 
and  the  Naval  operations  in  the  Suez  Canal, 
which  aided  materially  in  the  suppression  of 
the  Military  rebellion  against  the  authority  of 
His  Highness  the  Khedive.*'— (if r.  Gladstone.) 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON,  who  was 
received  with  cries  of  '*  Oh  !  "  said,  he 
rose  to  move  as  an  Amendment  to  the 
Motion  which  had  heen  made  the  Pre- 
vious Question ;  and  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  give  him  a  proper  hearing  he 
would  promise  to  detain  them  as  shortly 
as  he  could  while  explaining  his  reasons 
for  doing  so.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  that  this  was  not  the  time  to  dis- 
cuss the  policy  which  led  us  into  the 
late  war  ;  there  would  be  no  occasion  to 
do  so  now,  because  from  what  he  knew 
of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  and  of 
what  he  said  in  the  country,  he  felt  per- 
fectly sure  not  many  weeks  or  days 
would  elapse  before  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman gave  them  an  opportunity  of 
saying  what  they  thought  on  that  policy. 
He  would  give  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's words  the  other  day  at  a  meeting 
in  Glasgow,  when  he  said — **  I  believe 
myself  the  war  was  unnecessary,  and, 
being  unnecessary,  cannot  be  said  to 
have  been  justifiable."  Au  unjustifiable 
war  was  the  greatest  crime  which  a 
I  Ministry   or  a  country   could  commit. 
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[Mr.  Gladstone  :  Hear,  hear !]  The 
j?rime  Minister  cheered  that;  ne  ac- 
cepted the  challenge ;  and,  therefore,  if 
they  did  not  have  an  opportunity  of 
voting  on  that  point  before  very  long 
all  he  could  say  was  that  the  public  life 
of  this  country  would  be  thought  by 
many  to  be  little  better  than  a  political 
farce.  They  would  probably  have  to 
wait  a  little  while,  however,  because 
before  coming  to  a  conclusion  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition would  have  to  consult  with  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill).  He  did  not 
move  this  Amendment  merely  on  account 
of  the  Egyptian  War,  to  which  he  was 
opposed.  He  was  always  opposed  to 
special  Votes  of  Thanks  to  the  Military 
Service.  He  had  looked  back  to  what 
he  had  said  last  May  1 2  months,  when 
a  Vote  of  Thanks  was  proposed  on  ac- 
count of  the  Afghan  War.  He  did  not 
think  one's  own  speeches  agreeable  read- 
ing; but  on  that  occasion  he  found  it 
more  disagreeable  than  usual,  because 
he  discovered  that  he  had  made  two  as- 
sertions, both  falsified  by  events.  One 
assertion  was  that  he  did  not  fear  they 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  passing 
such  a  Vote  so  long  as  the  Liberal  Mi- 
nistry were  in  Office,  because  they  would 
not  go  into  any  such  war ;  and  the  other 
foolish  remark  was  that  the  Eadical 
Party,  who  had  assisted  in  putting  them 
into  power,  were  decidedly  opposed  to 
all  aggressive  wars.  It  was  with  great 
regret  he  admitted  the  foolishness  of  his 
remarks,  for  this  war,  which  he  acknow- 
ledged had  been  very  popular  with  the 
country  at  large,  was  even  more  en- 
thusiastically supported  by  other  classes 
of  the  community,  by  Radicals,  Noncon- 
formists, and  Quakers.  He  did  not  wish 
to  find  any  fault  with  the  soldiers.  [An 
hon.  Member:  Or  the  sailors!]  —  or 
the  sailors,  or  the  marines.  All  these 
brave  men  had  done  what  they  believed 
to  be  their  duty,  and  what  the  country 
told  them  was  their  duty  ;  but  was  that 
a  reason  for  a  Vote  of  Thanks  to  them  ? 
Why,  we  have  a  celebrated  motto  — 
''England  expects  every  man  to  do  his 
duty,"  whether  soldier,  sailor,  or  Mem- 
ber of  that  House.  If  Votes  of  Thanks 
were  to  be  given,  why  not  thank  the 
Minister  for  War?  His  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr. 
Childers)  had  had  a  great  deal  of  trouble. 
Why  not  thank  the  man  who  made  the 
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war,  the  Prime  Minister  ?  He  did  not 
see,  without  disparaging  him  for  a  mo- 
ment, why  the  soldier  was  specially  se- 
lected. The  soldier  when  he  entered 
the  Army  entered  into  a  contract  to  do 
a  certain  amount  of  work,  and  also  to 
run  great  risks.  He  entered  into  a  con- 
tract to  kill,  destroy,  ravage,  anywhere 
the  country  pleased  that  he  should  go. 
He  got  his  remuneration,  and,  more  than 
that,  the  soldier  acquired  a  great  social 
position,  especially  in  this  Christian 
country,  where  he  was  looked  upon  as 
the  greatest  man  possible.  If  the  sol- 
diers had  done  anything  more  than  their 
duty  he  did  not  think  he  should  have 
found  it  in  his  heart  to  rise  and  oppose 
the  Vote.  What  were  the  facts  ?  He 
saw  an  hon.  Member  of  great  expe- 
rience on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  shortly  before  he  was  going  to 
Egypt,  and  he  said  —  **  What  about 
these  Egyptian  soldiers  ?  "  The  hon. 
Member  replied,  as  he  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  believed  too — "  Why,  they  are 
the  worst  soldiers  in  the  world."  So 
they  had  proved  themselves  to  be.  They 
were  actually  beaten  by  the  Abyssinians, 
and  when  he  had  said  that  he  had  said 
enough.  We  went  to  attack  these  people 
— we,  a  rich,  powerful  country,  spend- 
ing £30,000,000  a-year  in  preparation, 
while  the  Egyptian  War  Budget  was  about 
£600,000— we,  with  all  the  resources  of 
civilization  at  our  command,  not  only 
with  35,000,000  of  people,  but  with 
200,000,000  in  India  at  our  back —we, 
experienced  in  those  wars,  for  we  had 
made  three  invasions  within  the  last  few 
years— the  Afghan,  the  Zulu,  and  the 
Transvaal  —  invaded  a  country  with 
5,000,000  of  people.  And  now,  having 
been  successful,  we  were  singing  Halle- 
lujah choruses  all  through  the  Kingdom. 
Was  it  not  a  farce  to  make  such  a  fuss 
over  it  ?  The  Prime  Minister  told  them 
not  three  months  ago  that  we  were  not 
at  war,  but  only  bombarding  Alexandria 
— just  a  little  bye-play;  and  he  said 
that  there  was  not  a  scrap,  not  a  shred, 
not  a  tittle  of  evidence  to  show  that  Arabi 
had  any  National  feeling  at  his  back. 
And  when  we  entered  into  this  war 
without  the  slightest  provocation,  as  far 
as  he  could  make  out,  the  soldiers  who 
were  attacked  fied  before  us.  He  could 
not  but  feel  it  to  be  an  anti-climax  when 
it  came  to  the  taking  of  Cairo, .  the 
miserable  Egyptians  fleeing  for  their 
lives  at  the  sight  of  an  English  soldier. 
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He  believed  if  our  troops  met  men  as 
braTO  as  themselves  they  would  fight 
and  overcome  them.     But  if  it  came  to 
a  Vote  of  Thanks  it  was  not  to  the 
English  troops  but  to  the  Egyptians  they 
should  have  moved  it  for  running  away. 
We  were  making  just  a  little  too  much 
of  it,  and  he  thought  that  the  military 
officers  themselves  were    beginning  to 
feel  that  they  were  a  little  overdoing 
it.     It   reminded  him  of  a  scene  that 
had  been  described,  in  the  last  of  the 
Egyptian  Blue  Books,  how  the  Khedive 
was  sitting  in  his  palace  while  we  were 
bombarding  his  town  of   Alexandria, 
and   his  Pashas  were  coming  in   and 
telling  him  about  it,  and  some  of  them 
were  in  tears ;  but  the  account  went  on 
to  say — "  A  distribution  of  decorations 
by  the  Khedive  followed,  and  confidence 
was    greatly    restored."     If    Peerages 
and  annuities  were  to  be  given  now  to 
our  gallant  soldiers,   what  would   the 
country  do  when  our  Army  should  ever 
have  to  fight  real  soldiers  ?    Why,  we 
Bhould  be  bankrupt  in  the  matter  of  de- 
corations, and  there  would  be  nothing 
left  worthy  of  bestowal.     They  should 
remember  that  it  was  possible  that  be- 
fore long  we  might  have  a  war  with 
Hussia,  and    the  Prime  Minister  had 
already  g^ven  them  a  hint  that  we  might 
have  to  go  to  the  Soudan  to  have  a  turn 
with  the  False  Prophet.     He  would  ask 
the  House  whether  we  had  not  done 
enough  in  connection   with  this  war  ? 
Were   we  not  making  ourselves  a  little 
ridiculous?    We    have  had   banquets, 
addresses,    triumphal    entries,   thanks- 
givings in  the  churches,  and  the  Prime 
Minister  on  a  balcony  in  Pall  Mall  on 
Sunday  last.    And  all  this  because,  for- 
sooth,  after  tremendous    preparations, 
we  had  licked  these  miserable  Egyptians. 
He  really  thought  that  the  way  in  which 
we  were  going  on  was  an  insult  to  the 
British  Army,  and  he,  for  one,  did  not 
want  to  insult  it.    It  seemed  to  him  as 
if  we  were  expressing  our  surprise  that 
the  Army  had  been  brave,  hardy,  and 
successful.     Well,  he  should  have  been 
very  much    surprised    if  it   had  been 
otherwise.  Did  they  know  what  Colonel 
Ewart,  of  the  2nd  Life  Guards,  said, 
when  one   of  the  addresses  that  were 
flying  about  was  presented  to  him  by 
Bome  ridiculous  person  or  other  in  a 
oountrj  town  ?     He  said — "  We  have 
done  what  English  troops  are  in  the 
habit  of  doing — our  duty."     Of  course 


they  had,  and  they  did  not  want  these 
extravagant  Votes  of  Thanks.  He  warned 
Badical  Members,  if  there  were  any, 
not  to  vote  for  the  Motion  under  the  idea 
that  it  was  a  complimentary  vote  to  the 
poor  fellows  who  had  been  engaged  in 
hard  service,  for  it  was  nothing  of  the 
kind.  The  Motion  was  really  nothing 
more  than  a  homage  to  the  military 
spirit  and  Profession  which  brought  un- 
numbered evils  to  England,  and  Europe, 
and  the  world.  This  was  the  reason  why 
he  ventured  to  move  the  Previous 
Motion. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Does  any  hon. 
Member  second  the  Motion  ? 

Mr.  storey  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Original  Question  be  now 
put." — {Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,) 

Mh.   LABOUCHERE  said,   he  had 
come  down  to  the  House  prepared  to 
vote  with  the  Prime  Minister,  and  he 
had  not  been  convinced  that  he  ought  to 
take  a  contrary  course  by  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Lawson).     The  hon.  Member  had 
stated  that  our  soldiers  had  only  done 
their  duty.     Well,  there  were  so  few 
people  in  this  world  who  did  do  their 
duty  that  we  need  not  grudge  a  Vote  of 
Thanks  to  men  who  had  done  it  so  well 
and  bravely  as  our  troops  had.      His 
hon.  Friend  also  said  that  the  Prime 
Minister  exaggerated  when  recounting 
the  exploits  of  those  who  took  part  in 
the  Expedition.     But  of  such  exaggera- 
tion   he  did   not  complain.     Had  our 
soldiers   met  foemen    worthy   of  their 
steel,  they  would  have  given  an  equally 
good  account  of  them.     On  occasions 
like  the  present  some  exaggeration  in 
panegyric  was  undeniably  graceful.  He 
would  say  no  more  in  reference  to  this 
point,  except  that  he  felt  sure  that  the 
Prime  Minister  would  agree  with  him 
that  Agamemnon  gained  a  great  deal  in 
reputation  by  having  all  the  imagina- 
tive eloquence  of  Homer  to  describe  his 
battles.      Turning  to  the  terms  of  the 
Resolution,  he  found  that  certain  con- 
troversial matter  had  been  introduced 
into  it.     He  referred   to   the   words — 
**  the  complete  suppression  of  the  Mili- 
tary rebellion  against  the  authority  of 
the  Khedive."     No  one  could  deny  that 
those  words  raised  controversial  matter, 
and  he   very  much  regretted  that  the 
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Prime  Minister  had  not  withdrawn 
them.  He  would  point  out  that  when 
we  spoke  of  a  military  revolt  we  as- 
sumed that  it  was  a  revolt  of  soldiery 
unsupported  by  the  wishes  of  the  people. 
But  it  appeared  to  him  from  the  Blue 
Books  that  the  whole  Egyptian  people 
were  on  the  side  of  Arabi  and  not  on 
the  side  of  the  Khedive.  He  denied 
that  it  was  justifiable  or  fair  to  describe 
what  had  taken  place  in  Egypt  in  this 
insulting  manner.  In  a  rebellion  against 
a  despot,  he  regarded  the  rebel  and  not 
the  despot  as  the  patriot.  He  should  be 
very  sorry  to  give  a  vote  that  would  in- 
volve the  idea  that  he  agreed  with  the 
opinion  that  we  should  interfere  to  sup- 
port a  despot  against  a  rebel.  There 
was  another  point  which  also  caused 
him  regret.  He  had  been  under  the 
impression  that  the  Vote  of  Thanks  was 
to  be  all  that  the  House  would  be  asked 
to  pass,  and  that  it  would  be  almost  an 
insult  to  those  gallant  Commanders,  Sir 
Boauchamp  Seymour  and  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley,  to  offer  them  a  sum  of  money 
as  if  the  House  supposed  that  personal 
interest  was  the  spur  which  had  induced 
them  to  do  their  duty.  When  the  Vote 
dealing  with  pecuniary  rewards  should 
come  before  them,  he  should  oppose  it 
unhesitatingly.  At  the  same  time,  he 
thought  that  he  and  some  other  Gentle- 
men on  that  side  of  the  House  were  put 
in  a  difficulty  with  regard  to  this  Reso- 
lution. They  were  willing  to  give  a 
Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Forces,  but  they 
were  not  prepared  to  compromise  their 
opinions  by  voting  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Prime  Minister,  so  long  as 
these  words  which  he  had  taken  the 
liberty  to  call  controversial  remained. 
He  did  not  know  what  other  Gentlemen 
might  do,  but  he  should  walk  out  of  the 
House  when  the  division  took  place. 

Mb.  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  forgive  him  for 
a  few  minutes  while  he  made  an  appeal 
to  the  Prime  Minister  as  to  the  form  of 
this  Resolution.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  appealed  to  from 
below  the  Gangway  as  to  the  insertion 
of  those  words,  to  which  he  thought  most 
just  exception  might  be  taken,  as  intro- 
ducing controversial  matter,  he  had  re- 
plied that  they  did  not  bear  that  cha- 
racter at  all,  and  suggested  that  they 
were  in  accordance  with  forms  which 
liad  been  previously  used.  He  (Mr. 
Edward  Olarke),   however,    contended 
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that  the  words  "  military  operations," 
which  many  hon.  Members  desired  to 
see  inserted  in  the  Resolution,  instead 
of  the  words  "  military  rebellion," 
would  be  in  more  consonance  with  for- 
mer precedents.  On  the  last  two  occa- 
sions when  similar  Votes  of  Thanks 
were  given,  in  1879  and  1881,  the  ex- 
pression *'  military  operations  "  was 
used,  and  in  1840  and  1858  Votes  of 
Thanks  had  been  proposed  in  the  same 
terms.  If  the  Government  made  their 
present  Resolution  to  accord  with  the 
previous  ones,  they  would  avoid  putting 
any  Member  in  a  difficulty  with  regard 
to  the  controversial  matter.  He  wished 
to  support  the  Vote  of  Thanks  to  the 
Army  and  Navy  ;  but  the  war  was  not 
for  the  suppression  of  a  military  revolt, 
and  when  the  time  came  for  a  discussion 
upon  the  Egyptian  policy  of  the  Gtjvern- 
ment  there  would  be  a  controversy  raised 
on  that  point.  As  the  Prime  Minister 
had  stated' that  the  words  in  the  Reso- 
lution relating  to  a  military  rebellion 
were  not  intended  to  carry  any  sanction 
of  the  policy  of  the  proceedings  in 
Egypt,  it  was  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  omit  them,  and  so  avoid 
all  danger  of  division  of  opinion  on  the 
subject. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  he  thought 
there  was  another  feature  of  this  ques- 
tion which  was  passed  over  by  the 
House — namely,  that  Arabi  was  not 
only  not  considered  a  traitor  by  his 
people,  but  that  he  was  not  considered 
a  traitor  by  the  Sultan  or  by  the  Khe- 
dive. They  had  seen  it  stated  that  there 
were  numerous  documents  in  existence 
which  would  prove  that  he  was  not  only 
in  the  contidence  of  the  Egyptian 
people,  but  in  the  fullest  confidence  of 
his  Sovereign.  Therefore,  he  thought 
the  suggestion  of  his  hon.  Friend  was 
perfectly  correct,  and  that  the  debatable 
matter  referred  to  should  be  withdrawn 
from  the  Vote  now  before  the  House. 
Personally,  he  felt  very  little  admiration 
for  the  acliievements  of  the  British  arms 
in  Egypt,  and  when  he  said  he  had  not 
been  in  any  degree  influenced  by  the 
eloquent  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
the  Houso  would  infer  that  he  had 
formed  a  very  low  estimate  of  the  whole 
transaction. 

Mk.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  had  listened 
with  as  much  attention  as  any  supporter 
of  the  Government  to  the  conscientious 
efforts  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  make  a 
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mountain  out  of  a  molehill.  At  the 
same  time,  he  should  protest  against  the 
attempt  to  smuggle  the  Ministerial  view 
of  the  transactions  in  Egypt  into  a  Vote 
of  Thanks  to  the  troops  engaged  in  the 
recent  campaign.  They  were  told  by 
the  Premier  that  the  concluding  words 
of  the  Resolution  were  not  binding  on 
the  House.  If  so,  why  were  they  in- 
troduced into  the  Besolution  at  all? 
They  were  asked  in  this  Vote  to  declare 
that  there  had  been  a  complete  suppres- 
sion of  the  military  rebellion  against  the 
authority  of  His  Highness  the  Khedive. 
There  was  hardly  a  word  in  that  clause 
which  was  not  a  mis-statement,  at  least 
a  mis-statement  from  the  conscien- 
tious view  of  those  who  opposed  this 
war  in  the  beginning  as  criminal,  and 
who  did  not  cease  to  regard  it  as  crimi- 
nal because  it  had  been  successful.  There 
had  been  no  complete  suppression  of  the 
movement  in  Egypt.  It  would  spring 
up  as  strong  as  ever  to-morrow  if  the 
garrison  which  was  holding  down  the 
nationality  of  Egypt  was  removed.  The 
suppression  of  the  Egyptian  national  pro- 
test would  not  be  complete  as  long  as 
they  kept  British  bayonets  at  the  throats 
of  the  Egyptian  people.  It  was  not  a 
rebellion  against  the  authority  of  the 
Khedive.  When  Sir  Be^uchamp  Sey- 
mour bombarded  Alexandria  Arabi  was 
Minister  of  War  to  the  Khedive ;  and 
if  the  insufficient  forts  under  his  control 
had  succeeded  in  beating  back  the  as- 
saults of  the  most  formidable  Navy  in 
the  world  Arabi  would  have  been  fur- 
ther decorated  by  the  joint  approval 
of  the  Khedive  and  the  Sultan.  It 
was  a  mockery  to  say  that  there  had 
been  a  military  rebellion  against  the 
authority  of  the  Khedive.  The  name 
of  His  Highness  the  Khedive  was  a 
mere  pretence  behind  which  to  conceal 
the  most  aggressive  policy  that  ever 
animated  the  enterprize  of  a  British  Mi- 
nister. He  did  not  desire  to  say  a  word 
against  the  bravery  of  the  British  Army 
in  Egypt.  That  Army  was  composed  of 
the  best  fighting  races  in  the  world.  He 
supposed  there  were  enough  Irishmen  in 
the  Highland  Regiments  alone  to  carry 
the  assault  on  Tel-el-Kebir.  If  the  Pre- 
mier meant  that  his  statement  should  in 
any  degree  bo  accepted  as  a  contribution 
to  an  impartial  history  of  the  subject, 
he  might  have  mentioned  a  few  circum- 
Btances  bearing  on  the  defence  made  by 
Egyptians  to  a  formidable  Army  opposed 


to  them.  He  might  have  mentioned 
that  the  Egyptian  Army  of  60,000  men 
did  not  three  months  previously  consist 
of  more  than  10,000  nominal  soldiers. 
He  might  have  mentioned  that  long  be- 
fore the  Ivflexihle  cast  her  first  shell  into 
Alexandria  the  Egyptian  Army  had 
been  practically  destroyed,  not  by  open 
warfare,  but  by  the  treachery  of  Euro- 
pean Controllers,  who  had  broken  up  the 
Egyptian  defences,  who  demoralized  the 
Egyptian  Army,  aud  who,  upon  a  single 
day,  cashiered  25,000  trained  Egyptian 
officers.  The  reason  why  the  Suez  Canal 
was  so  easily  captured  was  because  the 
Egyptian  people  believed  the  statements 
made  from  the  Treasury  Bench,  that  the 
Suez  Canal  ought  not  to  be  brought  into 
the  field  of  warlike  operations.  The  na- 
tionality of  Egypt  was  not  suppressed ; 
and  neither  in  England  nor  out  of  it  did 
one  man  in  a  hundred  believe  that  the 
uprising  of  the  armed  fellaheen  of 
Egypt  was  a  mere  military  rebellion 
against  the  authority  of  a  contemptible 
Khedive,  who  was  now  the  nominee  of 
the  foreign  garrison  who  held  down  his 
country.  The  Premier  might  make  state- 
ments such  as  those  just  listened  to  ;  but 
throughout  the  world  adiff'erent  opinion 
would  be  held  from  that  which  was  the 
official  view  of  the  Liberal  Party. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  354 ;  Noes 
17  :  Majority  337.— (Div.  List,  No. 
345.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

1.  Resolved y  Nemine  Contradieente^  That  the 
Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to  Admiral 
Sir  Frederick  Beauchamp  Paget  Seymour, 
G.C.B.  for  the  distinguished  skill  and  ability 
with  which  he  planned  and  conducted  the  at- 
tack on  the  Fortifications  of  Alexandria,  and 
the  Naval  operations  in  the  Suez  Canal,  which 
aided  materially  in  the  suppression  of  the 
Military  rebellion  against  the  authority  of  His 
Highness  the  Khedive. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to 
General  Sir  Garnet  Joseph  Wolseloy,  G.C.B. , 
G.C.M.G.,  for  the  distinguished  skill  and  ability 
with  which  he  planned  and  conducted  the  Mili- 
tary operations  in  Egypt  which  resulted  in 
the  Victory  of  Tel-el-Kebir,  the  occupation  of 
Cairo,  and  the  complete  suppression  of  the 
Military  rebellion  against  the  authority  of  His 
Highness  the  Khedive."— (J/r.  Gladstone.) 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  he  moved  to 
leave  out  the  words  **and  the  complete 
suppression    of   the  military   rebellion 
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against  the  autliority  of  the  Khedive.'' 
He  had  not  the  slightest  objection  to  the 
Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Army ;  but  he 
submitted  that  the  operations  of  Arabi 
Pasha  ought  not  to  be  described  as  a 
military  rebellion;  and  he  was  certain 
that  the  words  to  which  he  did  object 
had  prevented  many  Members  from 
voting  in  the  last  division. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  the  words  "  and  tho  complete 
suppression  of  the  Military  rebellion  against 
the  authority  of  His  Highness  the  Khedive." — 
{Mr.  Molloy.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 

5 reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
luestion." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  I  will  be  able  to  show  the 
House,  and  also  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  has  moved  the  Amend- 
ment, why  he  should  not  persevere  with 
his  Amendment.  The  first  question  is 
the  true  import  and  bearing  of  this  de- 
scription. Tho  movement  made  by 
Arabi  is  described  as  a  military  rebel- 
lion, and  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere) — I  will  not 
say  he  is  justified  in  the  breadth  of  his 
proposition,  but  I  think  he  is  justified 
to  a  certain  extent  —  said  that  most 
people  would  admit  that  to  describe  a 
movement  as  a  rebellion  is  not  neces- 
sarily a  condemnatory  description.  It 
is  an  established  historical  name.  The 
history  of  the  war  under  Charles  I.  is 
known  as  The  SiUory  of  the  Great  Re- 
hellion ;  but  there  were  many  Gentlemen 
of  this  House  who  accompanied  Hamp- 
den in  that  rebellion,  who  thought  it 
right  to  do  so,  and  therefore  it  is  not  a 
condemnatory  description.  It  is  a  de- 
scription of  a  plain  fact.  [Mr.  0*Don- 
NELL :  No,  no  !]  Well,  what  is  the  use 
of  crying  out  '*  No,  no  !  "  The  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  will  not  convince 
me  by  crying  **  No,  no !  "  It  is  a  plain 
description  of  a  fact  that  this  was  a 
rising  against  the  constituted  authority 
of  the  country.  [**No,  no!"]  Yes; 
it  was  a  rising,  in  which  the  parties  who 
headed  it  forced  themselves,  first  of  all, 
upon  the  Notables,  and  then  into  the 
Ministry,  and  compelled  the  Khedive, 
under  fear  of  his  life,  to  accept  them. 
That  is  what  I  call  a  military  rebellion, 
and  it  is  not  a  condemnatory  description, 
but  simply  a  matter  of  fact.  Then 
comes  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
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opposite  (Mr.  Edward  Clarke),  who  says 
it  is  contrary  to  precedent ;  but  I  assure 
him  it  is  according  to  precedent.  There 
is  no  doubt,  in  certain  cases  where  the 
operations  for  which  Votes  of  Thanks 
have  been  given  have  been  operations 
of  a  more  or  less  undefined  character 
and  object,  they  have  been  described 
as  military  operations  and  nothing  else. 
I  believe  we  ourselves  described  the 
operations  of  Sir  Frederick  Eoberts,  in 
asking  for  thanks  for  him,  as  military 
operations.  How  else  could  we  have 
described  them?  They  were  a  march 
to  victory  gained  against  a  personage  in 
Afghanistan,  for  the  purpose  of  sup- 
porting a  military  occupation  of  Afghan- 
istan for  the  time,  and  securing  Her 
Majesty's  Forces.  There  was  no  fixed 
and  defined  result  which  we  could  de- 
scribe ;  but  after  the  Battle  of  Waterloo 
you  could  not  have  thanked  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  for  the  military  opera- 
tions in  Belgium,  nor  after  the  Peninsu- 
lar War  you  could  not  have  thanked  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  for  the  military 
operations  in  Spain.  Where  you  have 
a  definite  result,  as  you  have  in  this 
case,  you  describe  it,  and  that  is  what 
has  been  done  here.  I  beg  attention  to 
this,  as  it  bears  strongly  on  the  appeal 
I  make  to  the  hon.  Member  who  moved 
the  Amendment.  In  1861  a  Vote  of 
Thanks  was  moved  to  the  combined 
English  and  Indian  Forces  in  the  opera- 
tions in  China,  which  terminated  in  the 
Treaty  of  Pekin  ;  and  here  I  want  to 
point  out,  first  of  all,  that  the  descrip- 
tion in  that  case  goes  a  great  deid 
further  towards  committing  the  House 
than  the  description  in  the  present  case, 
which,  I  contend,  does  not  commit  the 
House  at  all ;  and,  secondly,  though 
there  was  considerable  discussion  and 
objection  to  the  policy,  no  one  on  that 
occasion  moved  an  Amendment  to  the 
Vote.  On  reference  to  Hansard ,  it  will  ^e 
found  that  the  Vote  contained  the  words— 

**  That  the  thanks  of  this  House  he  given  to 
Lieutenant  General  Sir  James  Hope  Grant," 
and  so  on,  *'  for  the  skill,  zeal,  and  intrepidity 
with  which  they  conducted  the  operations  in 
the  north  of  China,  which  terminated  in  the 
capture  of  Pekin,  wherehy  an  honourahle  peace 
has  hecn  obtained  on  the  terms  proposed  by 
Her  Majesty." 

There  were  Gentlemen  in  that  House 
who  entirely  disapproved  of  the  whole 
proceedings,  who  thought  it  was  any- 
thing but  an  honourable  peace,  but 
quite  the  reverse,  and  who  took  objec- 
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tdon  to  the  policy ;  but  no  Amendment 
was  moved.  These  proceedings  are  of 
a  solemn  and  rare  character,  in  which 
the  whole  legislative  authority  of  the 
country — that  is  to  say,  of  Parliament 
~  is  accustomed  to  move  together.  Uni- 
formly, the  Vote  of  Thanks  is  moved  to 
the  different  descriptions  of  Forces  by 
the  two  Houses  in  the  same  terms.  Let 
me  represent  to  the  hon.  Member  in 
what  position  he  is  asking  the  House  to 
place  itself.  We  have  just  voted  Sir 
Beauchamp  Seymour  our  thanks,  and 
that  without  any  opposition  on  the  Main 
Question,  for  naval  operations  which 
aided  materiallyin  the  suppression  of  the 
military  rebellion  against  the  authority 
of  the  Khedive  ;  and  now  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber invites  us  to  move  a  Vote  of  Thanks 
to  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  for  military 
operations  in  Egypt  which  are  not  to  be 
described,  and,  in  fact,  to  give  a  lower 
and  fainter  description  to  the  services  of 
Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  than  we  have  given 
to  those  of  Sir  Beauchamp  Seymour. 
We  cannot  do  that.  It  seems  to  draw 
a  most  invidious  distinction.  I  think  it 
will  go  far  to  involve  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  an  approval  of  the  Bombard- 
ment of  Alexandria,  while  he  does  not 
approve  of  the  attack  on  Tel-el-Kebir. 
If  the  House  adopts  the  unparalleled 
proceeding  of  two  forms  of  thanks — one 
for  the  Army  and  one  for  the  Navy — let 
me  also  observe  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  we  now  have  it  on  sufficient  autho- 
rity that  the  other  Branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature has  voted  thanks  in  the  terms 
proposed ;  and,  therefore,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman really  will  see  that  his  Amend- 
ment would  involve  us  in  a  strange 
anomaly,  placing  us  first  at  variance 
with  the  House  of  Lords,  and  secondly 
with  ourselves.  Under  those  circum- 
stances, I  hope  he  will  be  satisfied  with 
saying  "  No,"  if  he  thinks  fit,  when  the 
Question  is  put.  But  perhaps  he  may 
now  be  disposed  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  EDWAED  CLAEKE  said,  it 
was  perfectly  true  that  the  House  was 
in  a  difficulty,  and  that,  having  passed 
a  Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Navy,  it  could  not 
now  consistently  refuse  to  pass  the  same 
Vote  to  those  who  were  concerned  in  the 
military  operations.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, that  when  the  observations  of  the 
Prime  Minister  as  to  the  real  meaning 
of  the  words  in  question  were  sent  forth 
to  the  country  they  would  be  considered 


rather  curious.  He  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  rebellion  was 
the  only  term  that  could  be  applied  to  the 
proceedings  of  Arabi  in  Egypt ;  and  he 
illustrated  his  contention  by  reference  to 
the  rebellion  in  the  17th  century,  which 
certainly  had  the  historic  sympathy  of 
many  Members  of  the  House ;  and  the 
House  was  now  called  upon  to  express 
its  thanks  to  the  Land  and  Sea  Forces  for 
doing  that  which  might  turn  out  to  have 
been  a  most  unfortunate  mistake,  having 
regard  to  the  future  and  the  freedom  of 
Egypt.  The  Prime  Minister  said  it  was 
a  fact  that  the  Military  Party  forced  itself 
on  the  Chamber  of  Notables,  then  into 
the  Ministry,  and  then  on  the  Khedive. 
He  (Mr.  Clarke)  ventured  to  demur  to 
those  propositions.  There  was  no  evi- 
dence in  the  Papers  that  the  Military 
Party  did  force  itself  on  the  Notables, 
and  when  the  Khedive  accepted  the  new 
Ministry  in  Egypt,  he  did  so  on  the 
unanimous  representation  of  the  only 
Parliamentary  Chamber  which  Egypt 
had  to  look  to.  As  to  the  Khedive,  and 
the  rebellion  against  the  Khedive,  it  was 
like  the  old  history  of  the  Eoses  of  York 
and  Lancaster — one  Party  took  the  King 
prisoner,  and  then  in  the  King's  name 
called  the  other  side  rebels.  We  took 
the  Khedive  prisoner.  Practically,  he 
had  been  under  the  control  of  this 
country;  and  now  the  Prime  Minister 
insisted  on  thanking  the  Military  and 
Naval  Services  of  the  Crown  in  a  form 
of  thanks  which  made  them  apparently 
officers  of  the  Khedive  in  putting  down 
simply  a  domestic  insurrection  against 
his  power. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  thought  it 
was  somewhat  unfortunate  that  the  ex- 
pression which  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  King's  County 
(Mr.  Molloy)  proposed  to  omit  should 
have  found  its  way  into  the  Eesolution 
of  Thanks,  because  if  they  adopted  the 
Eesolution  as  it  stood  it  would  place  the 
House  in  an  almost  unprecedented  posi- 
tion. The  House  would  have  done  an 
act  which  it  had  never  been  called  upon 
to  do  before  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
or  by  a  Government  of  the  Queen  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  Practically 
speaking,  if  they  adopted  the  Eesolution 
they  affirmed  by  the  deliberate  judgment 
of  the  House  of  Commons  that  Arabi 
Pasha  had  been  guilty  of  rebellion 
against  the  Khedive.  He  hardly  thought 
that  this  House,  or,  indeed,  anybody  in 
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England,  was  in  a  position  to  form  that 
judgment,  because  they  had  no  evidence  ! 
before  them.  But  if  they  were  in  that 
position,  the  fact  remained  that  this  was 
one  of  the  charges  which  at  the  present 
moment  was  a  subject  of  judicial  inves- 
tigation before  a  tribunal  in  Eg3'pt. 
The  Government,  therefore,  placed  them- 
selves, he  had  no  doubt,  unwittingly  in 
this  position.  While,  on  the  one  hand, 
they  had  taken  precautions  that  Arabi 
Pasha  should  have  a  fair  trial  as  regards 
the  charges  which  had  been  made  against 
him,  they,  on  the  other  hand,  invited 
the  House  of  Commons  to  declare  before 
the  tribunal  had  investigated  those 
charges  that  Arabi  Pasha  was  guilty. 
He  (Mr.  Parnell)  submitted  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
King's  County  had  not  put  himself  out 
of  court  by  having,  through  an  oversight, 
due  to  the  confusion  and  noise  consequent 
on  a  division,  failed  to  propose  the 
Amendment  at  an  early  period. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  that  the  reason 
why  he  had  not  moved  his  Amendment 
on  the  1st  Hesolution  was  because  he 
understood  from  Mr.  Speaker  that  he 
could  not  do  so  in  consequence  of  the 
Amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson). 

Mr.  DAW^SON  said,  that  in  justice 
to  Arabi  Pasha,  whoso  life  was  at  stake, 
some  Members  of  the  Government  ought 
to  make  a  formal  announcement  that, 
no  matter  what  decision  the  House  of 
Commons  might  come  to  on  this  Eesolu- 
tion,  the  condemnation  of  Arabi  Pasha 
implied  in  it  would  not  be  allowed  to 
prejudice  the  trial  about  to  take  place 
in  Egypt.  W^hy  was  ho  to  be  con- 
demned first  and  tried  afterwards  ?  He 
thought  it  was  a  great  boast  of  the 
English  nation  that  when  a  man  was  on 
his  trial  judgment  was  suspended  until 
the  trial  was  ended. 

Mk.  BIGGAE.  said,  that,  according 
to  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson  in  the  case  of  the  High  Sherifl' 
of  Dublin,  if  the  House  affirmed  that 
Sesolution  as  it  stood,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter would  be  guilty  of  contempt  of  the 
Court  that  was  trying  Arabi,  and  would 
be  liable  to  imprisonment  by  that  Court. 

tA  laughJ]  This  was  not  a  matter  to 
lugh  about,  because  the  two  cases  were 
perfectly  identical — not  quite  identical, 
because  the  law  was  rather  stronger 
agunst  the  Prime  Minister  than  agcdnst 
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the  High  Sheriff,  because  all  that  was 
done  in  the  case  of  the  High  Sheriff  was 
to  criticize  the  means  after  a  verdict  bad 
been  arrived  at;  but  in  this  case  the 
Prime  Minister  asked  them  to  declare 
positively  that  the  prisoner  at  the  bar 
was  guilty  of  the  offence  of  which  he 
was  charged.  Therefore  he  submitted 
that  the  Prime  Minister  was  bound  in 
honour  and  fair  play  to  do  one  of  two 
things — either  to  accept  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  King's  County, 
or  else  to  submit  himself  to  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Court  which  was  now  trying 
Arabi  Pasha  in  Egypt,  in  order  that  he 
should  be  punished  for  his  contempt  of 
Court. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  230 ; 
Noes  25  :  Majority  205.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  346.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

2.  JResolred,  Nemine  Contradicentfy  That  the 
Thanks  of  this  Housa  he  given  to  Gonoral  Sir 
Gamct  Josoph  Wolseley,  G.C.B.,  G.C.M:.G.,for 
tho  distinguished  skill  and  ability  with  which 
ho  planned  and  conducted  the  ^Iilitary  opera- 
tions in  Kgypt  which  resulted  in  the  Victory  of 
Tel-cl-Kobir,  tho  occupation  of  Cairo,  and  the 
complete  suppnjssion  of  tlie  Military  rebellion 
against  tho  authority  of  His  Highness  the 
Khedive. 

3.  Resolved  J  Nemine  Contradieente,  That  the 
Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to, — 

General  Sir  John  Miller  Adye,  K.C.B. ; 
Vice- Admiral  William  Montagu  Do  well, 

C.B. ; 
Lieutenant- General  George  Harr\' Smith 

Willis,  C.B. ; 
Lieutenant- General  Sir  Edward  Bruce 

Uamley.  K.C.M.G.,  C.B. ; 
Major  General  Sir  Archibald  Alison,  Ba- 
ronet, K.C.B. ; 
Rear  -  Admiral    Sir    William    Nathan 

Wrighte  Uewett,  V.C,  K.C.B. ; 
Hear- Admiral  Sir  Francis  William  SoUi* 

van,  K.C.B,  C.M.G.; 
Kear-Admiral  Anthony  Hiley  Hoskinf, 

C.B.; 
Major  -  General    His    Royal    HigbneM 

Arthur,   Duke  of  Connaught,   K.G., 

K.T.,  K  P.,  G.C  S.I.,  G.C.M.a. ; 
Major-Gonoral  William  Earle,  C.S.L ; 
Major-Genenil  Sir  Henry  Evelyn  Wood, 

V.C,  G.C.M.G.,  K.C.B.; 
Major-Goneral    Gerald    Graham,    V.C, 

C.B. ; 

!Major-General  George  Bynir  Harmaxii 
C.B.  : 

Major-Goneral    Drury    Curzon    Drury- 

Lowe,  C.B. : 
Major-General  Sir  Herbert  Taylor  Mac- 

pherson,  V.C,  K.C.B. ; 

And  to  the  other  Officers  and  Waxraot 
OfHcers  of  the  Navy,  Army,  and  Boyil 
Marines,  including  Her  Majesty's  Indian 


213  ParUanientSmtnets  of  the  [October  26,  1882}     Ilouse^  The  New  Rules.  214 


Forccfl,  both  European  and  Native,  for 
the  energy  and  gallantry  with  which  they 
executed  the  services  they  have  been  called 
upon  to  perform : 

4.  KtMohfedy  Nemine  Contradicente,  That  this 
House  doth  acknowledge  and  highly  approve 
the  galLintry,  discipline,  and  good  conduct  dis- 
played by  the  Petty  Officers,  Non- Commissioned 
Officers,  and  Men  of  the  Navy,  Army,  and  Royal 
Marines,  and  of  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Forces, 
European  and  Native,  and  also  the  cordial  good 
feeling  which  animated  the  United  Force. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  There  is  a  ques- 
tion of  a  supplementary  character,  and 
that  is  to  move  that  the  said  Eesolution 
be  transmitted  by  the  Speaker  to  Ad- 
miral Sir  Beauchamp  Seymour  and  to 
General  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley,  and  that 
they  be  requested  to  communicate  the 
same  to  the  several  officers  and  men  re- 
ferred to  therein. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

5.  Ordered,  That  the  said  Kesolutions  be  trans* 
mitted  by  Mr.  Speaker  to  Admiral  Sir  Frederick 
Beauchamp  Seymour,  and  General  Sir  Garnet 
Joseph  Wolseley ;  and  that  they  be  requested  to 
communicate  the  same  to  tho  several  officers  and 
to  the  men  referred  to  therein. 

ORDER   OF  THE  DAT, 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE.—RESOLUTIONS. 

[adjourned  debate.]  [eighth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 

Debate    on    Amendment    proposed    to 

Question  [20th  February], 

"That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
fionee,  daring  any  Dehate,  to  bo  the  evident 
■ense  of  tho  House,  or  of  the  Committee,  that 
the  Qnestion  be  now  put,  he  may  so  inform  the 
House  or  the  Committee ;  and,  if  a  Motion  be 
made  '  That  the  Question  be  now  put,'  Mr. 
Speaker,  or  the  Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put 
loch  Question ;  and,  if  the  same  bo  decided  in 
the  affirmative,  the  Question  under  discuBsion 
■hall  be  put  forthwith :  Provided  that  the  Ques- 
tion shall  not  be  decided  in  the  affirmative,  if  a 
Division  be  taken,  unless  it  shall  appear  to  have 
been  supported  by  more  than  two  hundred 
Members,  or  unless  it  shall  appear  to  have  been 
opposed  by  less  than  forty  Members  and  sup- 
ported by  more  than  one  hundred  Members.** — 
(iff.  GUdttofu.) 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

In  lines  1  and  2,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  or 
to  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
Hoaie. "—(^ir  Menry  Drummond  Wolff.) 

Qaestion  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
vofdi  '  or  to  the  Chairman  of '  stand 
put  of  the  Qaeation." 

Debate  resumed. 


Mr.  lewis  said,  he  rose  to  support 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth.  The  most  important  thing 
to  be  dealt  with  was  the  Obstruction 
which  they  met  with  in  Committee, 
where  the  ** monster"  bad  been  most 
successful  and  most  disastrous  in  its  re- 
sults ;  and  he  claimed  for  himself  an 
honest  desire  to  participate  in  any  mea- 
sure that  would  really  have  the  effect  of 
putting  down  that  Obstruction.  He  could 
not  help  thinking,  however,  that  the 
particular  mode  in  which  this  Ob- 
struction was  dealt  with  by  the  whole 
scheme  of  the  Government  was  most 
unsatisfactory,  and  was  likely  to  lead 
to  entire  disappointment  and  be  in- 
efifectual.  Supposing  that  Obstruction 
of  a  most  serious  and  absolute  cha- 
racter was  attempted  by  some  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  on  a  Motion  that 
certain  words  be  omitted  from  a  clause, 
and  the  Chairman,  by  the  exercise 
of  this  authority,  closed  the  debate, 
did  the  House  believe  that  would  put 
an  end  to  the  Obstruction?  Would 
it  not  be  the  cause  of  irritation,  and 
rather  lead  to  increased  Obstruction  sub- 
sequently than  bringing  things  into  a 
satisfactory  state  ?  An  observation  fell 
from  the  Attorney  General  which  struck 
him  as  rather  remarkable.  Dealing  with 
the  question  as  to  whether  the  casual 
Chairmen  should  be  allowed  to  exercise 
the  same  power  as  the  ordinary  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  he  made  use 
of  the  remark  that  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  would  not  be  com- 
pelled to  leave  the  Chair  to  the  tender 
mercies  of  the  casual  Chairmen,  be- 
cause, by  the  operation  of  this  Kule, 
there  would  be  an  end  to  Obstruction, 
and,  therefore,  the  necessity  for  those 
long  Sittings  would  not  arise.  But  what 
was  Obstruction  ?  Why,  it  might  arise 
200  or  300  times  in  the  course  of  an  even- 
ing in  Committee;  and,  therefore,  the 
idea  of  the  Chairman  having  the  power 
to  put  au  end  to  Obstruction  upon  one 
Amendment,  having  a  real  tendency  to 
advance  the  progress  of  the  whole  Busi- 
ness of  the  Committee,  seemed  to  him 
entirely  contrary  to  the  ordinary  expe- 
rience of  the  House.  For  his  own  part, 
he  believed  the  real  remedy  with  regard 
to  Obstruction  in  Committee  was  rather 
to  be  found  in  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  and  in  that  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the    Member    for    East    Sussex    (Mr. 
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Gregory).  Take  that  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Sussex.  He  was 
not  entitled  to  discuss  the  question  now ; 
but  he  thought  they  might  find  some 
remedy  for  Obstruction  in  Committee  by 
putting  an  end  to  the  ridiculous  power 
of  speaking  any  number  of  times  upon 
the  idea  that  it  was  securing  free  and 
open  discussion.  If  they  were  to  limit 
the  power  of  any  Member  to  speak  any 
number  of  times  upon  any  Amendment, 
and  otherwise  shorten  the  proceedings 
of  the  Committee,  it  appeared  to  him, 
speaking  without  any  partizan ship  what- 
ever, that  that  would  be  much  more 
likely  to  be  successful  than  the  course 
proposed  by  the  Government  in  this 
[Resolution.  ■  It  was  a  common  idea, 
especially  with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
that  Obstruction  began  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North  Lin- 
colnshire (Mr.  J.  Lowther),  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  White- 
haven (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck),  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresborough 
(Mr.  T.  Collins).  He  would  read  to  the 
House  an  extract  from  a  letter  of  Lord 
Palmerston,  written  in  1814,  set  out  in 
Ashley's  life  of  that  statesman,  page  464. 
He  there  said — 

"The  oxporionco  that  they"  (tho  then  Go- 
vcmmont)  **hiid  on  the  Irish  Arms  l^ill  must 
have  shown  thorn  th»it  a  compact  hody  of  oppo- 
nents may,  by  debatiujj^  every  sentence  and  word 
of  a  Bill,  so  ohstruct  it  that  a  whole  Session  is 
scarcely  long  enough  for  ttirrying  through  one 
measure ;  and,  of  course,  tho  Irish  ^lembers  on 
our  side,  and  all  tho  English  and  Scotch  liadi- 
cals,  would  sit  from  *  morn  till  eve  and  from  eve 
till  dewy  mom*  to  prevent  any  more  stringent 
law  being  enacted." 

That  showed  that  the  Obstruction  with 
which  they  had  to  deal  had  been  in  ex- 
istence for  a  period  of  at  least  40  years. 
He  confessed  that  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  instrument  they  proposed  to 
forge  by  that  Resolution  was  either  too 
blunt  or  too  sharp,  and  for  this  reason 
— namely,  that  the  probable  effect  of 
using  it  would  be  to  render  the  Obstruc- 
tionists more  crafty  and  determined,  and 
thus  to  bring  about  delay  rather  than 
progress.  It  was  perfectly  ridiculous  to 
imagine  that  Members  would  consent  to 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  stifling  dis- 
cussion every  three  or  four  hours.  JSuch 
a  power  was  impracticable,  and  would 
break  down  and  appear  ridiculous  in  the 
bands  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 
The  House  was  placed  in  a  somewhat 
peculiar  position  with    regard    to  the 
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Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth,  which  proposed  to  leave 
out  the  words  *'  Chairman  of  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House."  The  Prime 
Minister  had  said  that  he  intended  to 
deal  with  the  very  question  which  was 
involved  in  the  Amendment ;  but  they 
had  not  heard  from  him  how  he  intended 
to  do  so,  and  the  House  was  not,  there- 
fore, placed  in  a  position  to  deal  effec- 
tually with  the  Amendment.  He  knew 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  tell  them 
that  they  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
debating  and  of  voting  against  the  Beso- 
lution  when  it  assumed  its  complete 
form ;  but  surely  they  were  entitled  to 
ask  for  some  information  from  the  Go- 
vernment as  to  the  character  and  extent 
of  the  alteration  which  they  proposed  to 
make  in  the  part  of  the  Kesolution  which 
was  attacked  by  the  Amendment.  Was 
ever  so  distinguished  an  Assembly  placed 
in  a  more  ridiculous  position  by  its 
Leader  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  perhaps  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  allow  him  to 
explain.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
had  stated  in  his  speech  that  he  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  had  previously  agreed  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Baikes], 
which  stood  next  on  the  Paper.  On  re- 
ference to  the  reports,  he  found  that  he 
had  made  that  statement ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  was  now  prepared  to  take  that 
course. 

Mil.  LEWIS  said,  that  in  that  case 
there  would  be  no  provision  for  casual 
Chairmen.  It  appeared  to  him  that  they 
were  going  from  bad  to  worse,  for  fre- 
quently when  a  casual  Chairman  oooa- 
pied  the  Chair  it  would  be  more  neces- 
sary than  at  any  other  time  to  make  use 
of  the  power  proposed  to  be  given.  That 
proved  to  his  mind  the  extreme  good 
sense  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  when  he  said  that  it  was  im- 
possible, in  the  varying  conditions  of  the 
House  and  Committee,  toprovide  for  these 
evils  by  one  Resolution .  in  the  case  of  the 
Speaker  they  had  not  a  political  official 
to  deal  with ;  but  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  was  usually  a  man  of  strong 
Party  bias,  who  was  constantly  to  be 
seen  in  one  Lobby  or  the  other.  In  the 
event  of  any  g^eat  question  involving 
heated  feeling,  such  as  tlie  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Churchy  coming  before  the 
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Committee,  would  it  be  satisfactory  for 
the  Chairman,  who  might  have  taken  a 
foremost  part  in  bringing  forward  the 
subject,  to  exercise  the  new  and  most 
obnoxious  power  which  it  was  now  pro- 
posed to  confer  upon  him  of  enforcing 
the  eidture  upon,  perhaps,  half  of  the 
Members  present  ?  The  truth  was  that 
the  whole  of  the  1st  Besolution  was 
founded  upon  a  misconception.  The 
circumstances  attendant  upon  each  of 
the  coups  d*  Hat  that  had  occurred  in 
that  House  when  Members  had  been 
deprived  of  the  right  of  free  discussion 
had  been  most  unfortunate.  It  would 
not,  of  course,  do  to  admit  that  the 
Chairman  had  made  a  mistake  ;  but  the 
fact  remained  that  the  Members  of  that 
House  had  been  punished  for  offences 
which  had  been  committed  during  their 
absence.  When  he  first  entered  that 
House  it  would  have  been  morally  im- 
possible for  any  man  to  have  stood  up 
and  defied  it  for  five  minutes  together, 
and  Obstruction  had  arisen  from  the  fact 
that  new  Members  neglected  to  learn 
their  first  Parliamentary  lesson — namely, 
that  their  respect  was  due  to  the  remain- 
ing 651  Members.  It  had,  however,  in 
some  instances  been  asserted  that  the 
object  of  the  Government  in  imposing 
the  change  upon  the  House  was  not  to 
put  down  Obstruction,  but,  as  a  Liberal 
Marquess  had  stated  to  his  constituents 
the  other  day,  to  force  through  certain 
political  nostrums  which  were  obnoxious 
to  the  Conservative  Party,  and  which, 
unless  that  change  was  effected,  they 
did  not  see  their  way  to  carry.  That 
was  why  they  were  suspicious  about 
this  measure.  He  doubted  if  the  Libe- 
rals could  gain  any  benefit  or  credit 
with  their  Party  or  the  country  if  such 
were  their  motives.  At  all  events,  even 
if  they  were  beaten  in  this  matter,  the 
Conservatives  would  have  the  satisfac- 
tion of  knowing  that  they  were  endea- 
vouring to  support  true  and  genuine 
freedom. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  COWEN  said,  com- 
plaint  was  made  at  the  close  of  the 
Sitting  of  the  previous  day  that  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Eesolution  was  unfairly 
spun  out.  He  did  not  think  so.  Many 
of  the  Members  had  come  to  London  at 
this  seaeon  at  great  inconvenience,  and 
all,  he  believed,  with  reluctance.  They 
had  no  desire  to  remain  longer  than  was 
absolutely  necessary  for  getting  through 
the  Business  the-Q-ovemment  had  sum- 


moned Parliament  to  transact.  There 
was  no  wish,  so  far  as  he  knew,  in  any 
part  of  the  House  to  beat  out  the  de- 
bates unduly  or  to  delay  the  inevitable. 
If  they  were  to  be  compelled  to  swallow 
the  nauseous  draught  the  Cabinet  had 
compounded  for  them,  the  sooner  it  was 
over  the  better.  There  were  some  points 
that  must  be  discussed,  and  discussed  in 
detail  and  with  minuteness,  and  one  of 
them  was  the  Amendment  before  the 
House.  It  was  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant Amendments  to  the  1st  Bule.  He 
had  had  its  importance  vividly  impressed 
upon  his  mind  by  a  notable  circumstance 
that  took  place  earlier  in  the  Session. 
During  the  discussion  on  the  Coercion 
Bill  he  left  the  House  one  evening  at  10 
o'clock.  He  was  accompanied  by  an 
hon.  Friend  of  his — a  Member  for  an 
Irish  county.  They  both  left  unconscious 
that  they  had  committed  any  offence 
against  the  Eules  of  the  House.  Ee- 
turning  the  next  morning,  between  9 
and  10  o'clock,  his  hon.  Friend  found  that 
in  his  absence  he  had  been  tried  and  con- 
demned at  the  instance  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees.  He  had  a  high  opinion 
of  the  fairness  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  did  not  believe  that,  consciously,  the 
House  would  do  an  injustice  to  any  man ; 
but  he  must  say  that  that  transaction 
had  left  a  more  unpleasant  impression 
upon  his  mind  as  to  the  length  partizan- 
ship  could  be  carried  by  an  official  than 
anything  he  had  seen  since  he  had  been 
a  Member.  The  hon.  Friend  to  whom 
he  was  referring  was  condemned  for  pro- 
ceedings that  took  place  in  his  absence, 
and  when  a  casual  Chairman  was  pre- 
siding ;  but  the  punishment  was  inflicted 
upon  him  at  the  instance  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees,  who  did  not  witness  the 
conduct  he  complain ed  of,  and  w ho  dogma- 
tically  and  decisively  pronounced  judg- 
ment upon  facts  he  was  unaware  of.  He 
should  oppose,  therefore,  most  strenu- 
ously the  giving  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  such  powers  as  the  Eesolu- 
tion proposed  to  confer.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry 
(Mr.  Lewis)  when  he  said  that  no  num- 
ber of  Eules  would  ever  do  away  with 
Obstruction.  If  the  House  was  to 
assume  the  regular  and  orderly  character 
that  the  Government  seemed  to  think  it 
had  lost,  it  could  only  be  accomplished 
by  a  better  spirit  and  a  higher  tone 
pervading  the  entire  Assembly.  They 
did  not  keep  order  in  the  streets  by  the 
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laws  or  policemen,  but  because  the  mass 
of  the  citizens  knew  that  it  was  their 
interest  and  their  duty  to  contribute  to 
its  maintenance.     They  gave  and  took 
in  their  intercourse  with  their  neigh- 
bours, and  did  not  punctiliously  stand 
upon  points  so  long  as  substantial  jus- 
tice  and  fair-play  were  observed.      It 
should  be  the  same  way  in  the  House 
of  Commons.     But  the  Rules  had  been 
enforced  against  a  section  of  the  Mem- 
bers  so  strictly  that  that  feeling   had 
been  destroyed.     It  was  by  its  restora- 
tion, and  not  by  any  Rules  such  as  the 
Prime  Minister  had  proposed,  that  the 
Legislature  would  reach  that  position  of 
effectiveness  that  they  all  desired  to  see 
it  attain.     There   wore    certain   points 
respecting  the  Amendment   on    which 
th oy  were  all  agreed.     First,  they  all 
admitted  that  the  position  of  the  Speaker 
was  superior  to  that  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committees.     The  Speaker  was  a  semi* 
judicial  officer.     He  was  raised  above 
the  ordinary  influences  of  partizanship. 
He  could  be  intrusted  with,   and  was 
supposed   to   exercise,  his   power  with 
absolute  impartiality.     The  Chairman, 
however,  held  a  different  position.     He 
was  a  partizan.     He  mingled  with  Mem- 
bers in  the  Lobbies  and  in  the  Corridors, 
voted  in  Divisions,  and  performed  the 
ordinary  functions  of  a  Party  Member. 
It  was  impossible  to  suppose   that  he 
was  not  influenced   by   his  daily  con- 
tact  with    his  Colleagues.      This  was 
admitted  ;    and,  strangely  enough,  the 
Prime  Minister,  when  admitting  it,  drew 
from  it  an  argument  in  favour  of  con- 
ferring upon  the  inferior  officer  the  ex- 
ceptional power.     It  was  the  most  ex- 
traordinary reasoning  he  had  ever  lis- 
tened to.      The  right  hon.   Gentleman 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  by  contending 
that  as  the  Chairman  was  an  inferior 
officer  he  would  feel  his  responsibility, 
know  that  his  conduct  was  keenly  scru- 
tinized, and  would  be  excessively  careful 
in  giving  his  decisions.     Now,  he  (Mr. 
Joseph  Cowen)  supposed  that  tortuous 
mode  of  reasoning  had  its  influence ;  but 
he  owned  that  he  could  not  follow  it. 
On  another  point  they  were  also  agreed 
— that  the  Obstruction  to  the  Business 
of  the  House  took  place  chiefly  in  Com- 
mittee.    The  subjects  that  were  there 
discussed,  and  the  Rules  that  obtained, 
supplied    inducements    and    opportuni- 
ties which  did  not  exist  in  the  House 
generally.    They  admitted  these  three 
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points,  therefore — that  the  Chairman 
was  an  inferior  officer,  that  he  was  a 
partizan,  and  that  at  the  time  he  pre- 
sided Obstruction  was  most  rife.  They 
gave  the  Speaker  power  to  close  the 
debate  by  a  simple  majority.  He  said 
they  gave  that  power ;  but  it  was  very 
questionable  whether  that  was  conferred 
in  an  unqualified  sense,  for  the  Rule  as 
it  stood  was  a  complete  puzzle.  Some 
friends  of  his  contended  that  they  could 
extract  16  different  meanings  from  it. 
But,  be  that  as  it  might,  under  the  Rule 
no  doubt  the  intention  was  that  the 
Speaker  should  have  the  power  of  ini- 
tiating the  closing  of  a  discussion,  and  to 
close  it  by  a  bare  majority.  It  might 
be  right  or  it  might  be  wrong  to  give 
the  Speaker  that  power.  He  thought 
it  was  wrong.  He,  however,  was  not 
arguing  that  point  then.  But  surely  it 
was  not  right  to  give  the  same  power  to 
the  inferior  officer  and  the  partizan  that 
they  gave  to  the  judicial  officer.  The 
best  way  to  deal  with  the  matter  would 
be,  as  suggested  by  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  to  divide  the  duties  of  the 
two,  and  make  one  Code  of  Rules  for 
the  Speaker,  and  another  Code  for  the 
Chairman.  But  the  Government  refused 
to  do  that.  He  would  make  a  further 
suggestion — that  if  the  Speaker  was  to 
be  empowered  to  close  the  discussion  by 
a  bare  majority,  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees should  only  be  empowered  to 
close  it  by  a  majority  of  two-thirds  or 
three-fourths.  By  that  means  the  highest 
officer  would  have  power  to  deal  in  the 
HouRO  in  one  way,  and  the  inferior  officer 
would  deal  in  Committee  in  another. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  his  suggestion ;  but 
he  was  quite  sure,  if  tliey  could  see  their 
way  to  do  so,  it  would  shorten  the  dis- 
cussion and  facilitate  the  passage  of 
their  Regulations. 

Me.  R.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  thought 
the  suggestions  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  addressed  the  House  were 
worthy  of  consideration.  He  was  of 
opinion,  however,  that  if  the  debate 
upon  the  Procedure  Rules  was  to  pro- 
ceed at  the  same  pace  in  the  future  as 
in  the  past  two  days,  it  was  impossible 
to  imagine  when  the  House  could  get 
through  the  discussion  of  them.  The 
debate  had  already  lasted  too  long. 
It  was  in  the  power  of  the  Government 
to  put  a  stop  to  it,  if  they  chose,  by  an- 
nouncing their  intention   to  revert  to 
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their  Beeolution  of  a  few  months  ago, 
and  to  give  up  the  eldture  by  a  bare 
majority.  The  debate  at  present  was 
unreal.  They  were  conscious  of  what 
mystic  writers  called  **  a  presence  "  among 
them  which,  though  unseen,  was  felt  by 
all — that  presence  was  the  bare  majority 
Bule,  of  which  they,  none  of  them,  could 
get  rid.  He  would  therefore  suggest  that 
the  Gk>Ternment  should  give  up  that  Bule 
altogether ;  and  he  believed  that  if  hon. 
Members  opposite  who  were  known  to 
dislike  it  would  boldly  speak  out  their 
opinions  they  would  greatly  assist  in 
bringing  that  about.  The  intention  of 
the  Prime  Minister  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Haikes),  with 
the  addition  of  certain  Eules  by  which 
the  House  would  be  enabled  to  invest 
casual  Chairmen  of  Committees  with 
the  powers  of  the  regular  Chairman, 
made  it  clear  that  the  whole  subject 
would  have  to  be  re-opened ;  in  which 
case  it  would  not  be  desirable  to  pass 
what  was  necessarily  an  incomplete  He- 
solution.  If  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  was  to  possess  the  same 
powers  as  the  Speaker,  it  would  be 
logically  necessary  to  place  casual  Chair- 
men in  the  same  position,  and,  he  sup- 
posed, the  Chairmen  of  Grand  Commit- 
tees also — unless  in  Grand  Committees 
Obstruction  was  never  likely  to  impede 
the  proceedings—  otherwise  they  would 
have  this  **  curious  "  spectacle,  a  spec- 
tacle of  perfect  order  while  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  was  in  the 
Chair,  and  should  he  be  ill,  or  absent 
from  other  causes,  absolute  disorder 
under  the  presidency  of  his  locum  tenent. 
If  on  that  side  of  the  House  so  consider- 
able a  change  was  opposed,  it  was  not 
to  be  presumed  that  such  opposition  was 
in  the  interests  of  Obstruction.  Their 
desire  was,  not  that  Obstruction  should 
continue,  but  that  it  should  be  put  down 
by  other  and  better  methods.  He  would 
only  add  a  hope  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, by  reverting  to  the  compro- 
mise agreed  to  by  them  some  months 
ago,  would  remove  the  difficulty  in 
which   their  proposals  had  placed  the 

House. 
Caftaiw    AYLMEE    said,    that   the 

Edition  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
eana  was  responsible,  but  indefinite. 
At  any  rate,  he  had  found  no  definition 
of  it  in  any  of  the  Begulations  of  the 
House,  except  in  that  which  provided 


for  the  performance  of  his  duty  as 
Deputy  Speaker.  The  fact  was  that  the 
Committees  of  the  House  might  be  pre- 
sided over  by  any  Member  except  when 
the  House  was  in  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means.  The  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  had  no  prescriptive  or  statu- 
tory right  to  preside  in  Committees 
other  than  those  of  Ways  and  Means. 
They  had  the  highest  authority  for  that, 
because  the  Speaker,  in  answer  to  a 
question  on  the  point,  had  stated  that — 
**It  was  arranged  that  ordinarily  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  should 
take  the  Chair  on  Government  Bills  and 
sometimes  on  other  Bills."  And,  again, 
in  answer  to  another  question,  the 
Speaker  said — **  It  has  been  the  inva- 
riable custom  of  this  House  for  many 
years  to  allow  any  Member  of  the  House 
to  take  the  Chair  on  a  Bill."  And  the 
statement  of  the  Speaker  was  confirmed 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  who  said  that — 
'*  It  was  Sir  Robert  Peel  who  first  in- 
duced Mr.  Greene  to  take  the  Chair 
on  certain  Committees,  but  not  on  all." 
The  consequence  was  that  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber below  the  Gangway  immediately 
gave  Notice  that  the  next  time  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  was  ab- 
sent he  would  move  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  should  take 
the  Chair.  He  did  not  know  that  the 
House  would  wish  that  the  power  of 
eldture  should  be  put  into  the  hands  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan.  They  were 
asked  now  to  consent  that  the  most 
stringent  Rule  ever  proposed  in  any 
Parliament  should  be  intrusted  to  any 
chance  Member  who  might  be  Chairman 
of  a  Committee.  The  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  was  always  a  Member 
of  the  Party  in  power,  and  looked  to 
that  Party  for  promotion ;  and  on  that 
ground  alone  there  was  good  reason  for 
rejecting  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  for  adopting  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth. 

Me.  GORST  said,  that  the  debate 
had  been  singularly  remarkable  for 
silence  and  for  ignorance — entire  igno- 
rance on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment of  the  scheme  they  had  sub- 
mitted, and  persistent  refusal  to  answer 
questions  put  by  what  was  called  **  the 
inquiring  Party."  Except  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold), 
only  two  other  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  spoken,  and  of  these,  one  had 
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wisely  excused  himself  from  voting  at 
all,  because  he  did  not  know  what  he 
would  be  voting  about ;  and  the  other, 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Lanarkshire 
(Sir  Edward  Colebrooke),  would  give  a 
hypothetical  vote — he  would  vote  for 
the  Government  if  they  amended  the 
Resolution  which  they  had  put  on  the 
Paper.  With  these  exceptions,  all  their 
other  supporters,  rising  young  barristers 
and  others,  held  their  tongues. .  And  yet 
it  was  hut  rarely  that  a  young  politician 
below  the  Gangway  got  an  opportunity 
of  supporting  by  a  speech  a  Ministerial 
proposal.  He  had  sat  below  the  Trea- 
sury Bench,  and  he  knew  that  to  be  the 
case.  Why  was  it  that  they  had  been 
thus  silent  ?  Simply  because  they  did 
not  know  what  the  Hesolution  was.  But 
there  was  another  Party — the  Party 
which  usually  sat  behind  him,  but  which 
was  now  apparently  at  dinner — whose 
silence  was  remarkable.  It  was  simply 
in  consequence  of  the  exuberant  and 
persistent  rhetoric  of  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  the  cldture  was  demanded.  It 
was  common  talk  that  the  cldture  was 
aimed,  not  at  the  Conservatives,  but  at 
the  Gentlemen  who  came  from  Ireland. 
Their  privileges  of  speech  were  to  be 
curtailed,  and  they  had  nearly  all  felt 
the  rod  wielded  by  the  Chairman  of 
Committees.  It  was,  therefore,  wonder- 
ful that  only  one  of  their  number  should 
have  spoken  on  the  present  occasion. 
Why  had  they  been  silent  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Dawson)  had 
let  **  the  cat  out  of  the  bag  "  by  saying 
that  the  Irish  Members  took  little  in- 
terest in  the  question  of  the  cUture 
because  their  presence  in  that  House 
would  only  last  a  short  time.  He  would 
like  to  know  how  the  Government  had 
*'  squared  "  the  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land. Had  the  Government  tampered 
with  them  by  promising  them  a  separate 
Parliament  on  College  Green  ?  [  Cries 
of  " Question !"  anrf  *' Order!"]  He 
asked  the  Government  to  tell  the  House 
whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlow 
had  founded  his  observation  on  any  real 
fact?  [Sir  William  Harcourt  :  Ques- 
tion, Question  !]  He  was  not  surprised 
at  the  impatience  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary  

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  I  rise 
to  Order.  I  would  ask  you.  Sir,  whe- 
ther the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has 
yet  said  one  word  in  reference  to  the 


Amendment  before  the  House  ?     [^Crin 
ofOhV] 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  also  rose  to  Order. 
Was  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man in  Order  in  interrupting  another 
Member  with  a  statement  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  had  made  no  statement. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  replied,  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  in 
effect  stated  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  had  not  said  a 
word  in  reference  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  is  re- 
viewing the  debate  which  has  taken 
place.  I  do  not  think  it  right  to  inter- 
pose. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  he  felt  no  surprise 
at  the  displeasure  shown  by  the  Home  Se- 
cretary at  his  line  of  argument.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  very 
anxious  that  he  should  speak  within  the 
four  corners  of  the  Resolution ;  but  what 
was  the  Question  before  the  House  ?  His 
own  supporter,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter),  could  not  tell 
what  it  was.  The  Government  maintained 
an  obstinate  silence.  If  they  were  all 
as  sensible  as  tho  hon.  Member  for 
Berkshire,  they  would  follow  his  ex- 
ample and  walk  out  of  the  House,  and 
leave  the  Government  to  settle  the 
matter  in  a  Commission  consisting  of 
themselves.  [The  Solicitob  General  : 
Hear,  hear !]  The  Government  had  not 
told  them  what  the  power  was  which 
they  were  asked  to  intrust  to  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees.  How  could  the 
House  decide  to  grant  the  power  before 
they  knew  what  it  was  to  be?  He 
understood  that  casual  Chairmen  were 
not  to  have  the  power.  How,  then,  were 
Chairmen  of  that  kind  to  preserve  order? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
had  said  that  when  once  the  liules  were 
passed  they  would  never  see  a  casual 
Chairman.  Surely  that  was  an  absurd 
statement.  Could  the  Attorney  General 
guarantee  the  perpetual  health  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  ?  Then 
the  Government  had  refused  to  say  what 
was  to  be  done  in  the  case  of  Grand 
Committees.  The  House  ought  to  be 
placed  in  possession  of  the  scheme  they 
were  told  the  Government  were  gbin^ 
to  produce.  It  was  all  very  well  for  the 
Government  to  draw  upon  the  faith  of 
their  own  supporters  ;  but  they  had  no 
right  to  draw  upon   the  faith   of  the 
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Opposition.  What  he  would  advise  the 
GoTemment  to  demand  he  tendered  the 
ad?iee  with  the  greatest  possible  defer- 
ence and  humility — was  first  to  make  up 
their  own  minds  as  to  what  it  was  they 
intended,  and  then  to  rise  frankly  and 
explain  the  scheme  to  the  House. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  said,  that  the 
position  of  Chairmen  of  Grand    Com- 
mittees and  of  casual  Chairmen  could 
not  properly  be  discussed  in  connection 
with  the  Amendment  before  the  House. 
With  respect  to  Chairmen  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees, the  Government  had  stated  that 
they  were  not  to  be  invested  with  the 
power  of  closure.     The  leading  organ  of 
public  opinion  had  stated  that  Grand 
Committees  would  be  nests  of  Obstruc- 
tion if  that  power  were  not  given  to  the 
presiding  Members.     But  it  should  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  Bills  which  would 
be  referred  to  Grand  Committees  would 
not  be  measures  likely  to  provoke  Ob- 
struction.    If  Obstruction  should  arise, 
the  proper  course  would  be  to  report 
the  fact   to  the  House,   with  the  inti- 
mation that  the  Committee  could  not 
deal  satisfactorily  with  the  Bill.     The 
main  point  now  was  whether  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  should  have 
the  power  which  they  proposed  to  give 
to  the  Speaker.     The  case  sought  to  be 
made  out  by  the  Opposition  in  support 
of  the  Amendment  had  been  conclusively 
answered  from  their  own   side  of  the 
House  in  the  speech  of  the  right  hou. 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Baikes),  who 
had  repudiated  the  idea  that  the  Chair- 
man   of    Committees    was    a    political 
creature,  and  had  vindicated  the  dignity 
of  that  high  Office.      The    right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  shown  that  the  powers 
intrusted  to  the  Speaker  must  be  vested 
in  his  permanent  Bepresentative ;  and, 
therefore,  until  that  speech  was  answered, 
notwithstanding  the  taunts  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  he  saw  no  reason  why 
they  on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House 
should  waste  the  time  of  the  House  in 
discussing  the  question. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  very  glad 
that  at  last  they  had  had  a  speech  from 
the  independent  Benches  on  the  opposite 
ndSy  for  if  there  was  not  a  conspiracy  of 
nlence,  or  a  confederacy  of  muteness  on 
tbe  other  side  of  the  House,  there  was, 
•t  all  events,  an  extraordinary  cuinci- 
dftnoe  which  brought  forth  no  debate. 
He  always  heard  the  hou.  Member 
far  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) 
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with  very  great  pleasure  on  account  of 
the  great  ability  with  which  he  spoke, 
though  he  did  not  always  agree  with 
him.     He    had  listened    to  the   whole 
course  of  this  debate  with  some  know- 
ledge, and  with  considerable  attention ; 
and  he  was  bound  to  say  that,  with  the 
terms  of  the  1st  Besolution  before  him, 
and  having  had  the  benefit  of  this  debate 
in  the  earlier  part   of  the  Session,  he 
never  heard    anything    more    relevant 
than   the  speeches  made  from  the  Op- 
position   Benches.      Now,    bearing    in 
mind  that  the  Prime  Minister  announced 
at  least  three  times  since  they  had  as- 
sembled that  the  House  had  been  sum- 
moned at  this  exceptional  and  inconve- 
nient period  to  resume  its  labours  for  the 
purposes  affecting  the  efficiency  and  re- 
pute of  the  House,  it  would  be  reasonable 
to  demand  that  they  should  have  been 
summoned,  at  all  events,  to  a  fair  debate. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  legitimate,  he 
did  not  think  it  was  wise,  to  indicate  to 
the  country  that  the  Government  had 
summoned  their  followers  for  a  mecha- 
nical function  of  voting.     He  hoped  that 
as  the  debates  proceeded  they  would 
sometimes  have  an  expression  of  the  in- 
dependent views  of  independent  Mem- 
bers.  This  debate  might  not  have  taken 
place,  or  might  have  been  shortened,  if 
the  Government  had  not  altered  their 
views  with  reference  to  a  two-thirds'  vote 
as  a   substitute  for  a    bare   majority. 
The  powers  that  were  proposed  after  the 
communication  of  the  Prime  Minister  in 
May  last  were  the  powers  of  initiating  a 
cldture  on  a  two-thirds'  majority.     That 
was  an  intelligible  and  regulated  power. 
That  power  he  might  have  been  willing 
to  assent  to,  not  because  he  liked  it,  but 
because,  having  regard   to  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, it  was  a  matter  that  could 
not  be  further  contested.   But  the  Prime 
Minister  had  thought  it  right  to  propose 
a  bare  majority ;  and  now  they  had  to 
consider  the  depository  of  this  vast  power 
of  initiating  cidture  by  a  bare  majority. 
They  were  bound  to  regard  jealously  and 
with  the  greatest  possible  suspicion  the 
person  to  whom  they  gave  that  power. 
He  was  unwilling  to  give  that  power  even 
to  the  Speaker,  or  to  any  of  those  who 
might  succeed  him.     He  recognized  the 
logic  of  facts,  and  was  aware  that  pre- 
vious discussions  had  indicated  that  some 
form  of  power  or  other  might  be  given 
by  Hesolutions  of  the  House,  and  that 
they  had  passed  Votes  which  they  were 
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prevented  from  challenging.     Upon  the 
question  whether  the  power  that  was 
given  to  the  Speaker  as  to  the  initiative 
of  the  closure  of  a  debate  should  be  ex- 
tended to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  it  was  necessary  to  consider  what 
had  been  the  distinction  existing  between 
those  who  held  the  high  Office  of  Speaker 
and  those  who  held  tlie  honourable,  but 
not  so  high,  Office  of  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees.    The  distinction  was  obvious. 
The  Speaker  was  the  first  Commoner  in 
the  Eealm.     The  second  Commoner  in 
theBealm,  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  believed, was 
the   right   hon.  Secretary  of  State   for 
the  Home  Department.     Now,  no  one 
would  put  the  Speaker  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  in  the  same  category. 
The  former  was  given  a  pension  to  indi- 
cate  that    he   was   placed   beyond  the 
slightest  obligation  of  looking  again  to 
Office  or  any  public   employment.     In 
addition  to  that,  by  public  usage,  ho  was 
entitled  to  the  offer  of  a  Peerage,  so  that 
the  broadest  distinction  was  drawn  be- 
tween him  and  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees.    The  idea  that  had  been  sug- 
gested that  anyone  who  filled  the  sub- 
ordinate and  temporary  Office  of  Chair- 
man of  Committees  could  be  regarded  in 
the  slightest  degree  as  being  in  a  pOvsi- 
tion   resembling    that   of   the   Speaker 
struck  him  as  nonsense.     Speakers  on 
one  or  two  occasions  had  descended  from 
their  high  Office  and  become  a  Prime 
Minister,  or  Secretary  of   State ;    but, 
as  a  rule,   the   Speaker's  high    Office 
was    well    recognized    by    himself,    as 
well  as  those  surrounding  him^  as  the 
goal  of  their  ambition  in  that  House. 
As  regarded  the  Office  of  Chairman  of 
Committees,  he  had  no  doubt  the  duties 
of  that  Office  were  discharged  in  a  per- 
fectly proper  and  upright  manner,  and 
no  one  recognized  more  than  he  (Mr. 
Gibson)  did  the  high  character  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  filled  the 
Office  of  Chairman  of  Committees ;  but 
the  House  knew  the  operation  of  strong 
l)olitical  opinion.     Was  the  power  to  be 
confined  to  the  Speaker  and  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means,  or  was  it  to  be  ex- 
tended to   any  casual  Chairman?     He 
listened  to  the  debate  of  last  night,  and 
he  read  the  report  in  The  Times  of  the 
speech  of  tlie  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,   who  spoke  with  im- 
mense authority  on  this  subject,  both  as 
a  Cabinet  Minister  and  as  having  him- 
self filled  the  Office  of  Chairman  of  Com- 
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mittees.  And  these  were  the  words  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 

**  The  Government  felt  that  in  a  long  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  it  might  be  abso- 
liitoly  necossarj'  that  a  Chairman  who  tempo- 
rarily relieved  the  regular  Chairman  should  be 
nhlc  to  take  the  initiative  in  regard  to  closing 
the  debate.  On  behalf  of  the  Government,  he 
wislied  to  say  that  if  they  were  allowed  to  dis- 
pose of  the  present  Amendment,  and  to  reach 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Preston,  the  Government  would  then  be 
prepared  to  make  a  proposal,  with  regard  to 
these  temporary  Chairmen,  which  they  hoped 
might  meet  the  views  of  the  House. " 

Was  not  the  meaning  of  these  words 
that  yesterday  the  Cabinet  were  of  opi- 
nion that  it  was  necessary  that  the  tem- 
porary, casual  Chairman  should  be  en- 
abled to  take  the  initiative  in  regard  to 
closure?  If  that  was  the  view  of  the 
Government  yesterday,  what  was  their 
view  to-day  ?  He  was  entitled  to  have 
an  answer  to  that  question.  Was  the 
view  which  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  expressed  yesterday 
the  view  which  the  Government  enter- 
tained now,  or  had  they  during  the  night 
changed  their  minds?  He  wanted  to 
know  whether  the  view  which  had  been 
expressed  yesterday  by  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  represented 
the  view  of  the  Government  that  day? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  If 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
will  allow  me,  I  will  give  him  an  an- 
swer. 

Mr.  GIBSON:  I  would  prefer  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  who  spoke  the  words,  to  reply. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET:  If 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
does  not  wish  an  explanation,  I  will  not 
give  it. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  would  yield  to 
the  Home  Secretary,  although  he  did 
not  consider  it  regular  for  one  Cabi- 
net Minister  to  explain  what  another 
Cabinet  Minister  meant. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  com- 
plained  that  he  had  been  treated  with 
incivility,  and  denied  that  he  rose  to 
reply  for  another  Cabinet  Minister,  but 
simply  in  answer  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  question  as  to 
Cabinet  changes.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  charged  the 
Cabinet  with  having  changed  their 
minds.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  read  what  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  said;  bnt  h9 
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did  not  read  what  the  Prime  Minister 
afterwards  said.  The  Prime  Minister 
stated  that  he  was  willing  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Baikes),  which  expressly  confined  this 
power  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means.  The  words  were  so  expressed, 
and  left  no  room  for  misunderstanding, 
and  he  was  astonished  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  should 
have  misunderstood  them. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  quite  ready 
to  receive  any  explanation  from  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman ;  but  he  did 
not  think  that  the  Home  Secretary  had 
at  all  mended  the  aspect  of  affairs. 
Yesterday  the  Cabinet  was  represented 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, and  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  He  had  quoted 
from  the  utterances  of  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  which  ex- 
pressed, with  the  greatest  significance 
and  clearness,  the  judgment  of  the 
Cabinet.  Later  on,  the  Prime  Minister 
was  told  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  that  he 
had  given  a  pledge  that  he  would  accept 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Preston.  That  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter did  not  deny,  and  pointed  out  that  it 
was  intended  to  bring  forward  some 
simple  Pules  of  the  House  with  refer- 
ence to  casual  Chairmen  ;  but  he  never 
withdrew  in  terms  the  unqualified  and 
open  language  of'  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  the  House  was  to  as- 
sume from  the  statement  of  the  Home 
Secretary,  that  they  were  to  hear  no 
more  as  to  the  casual  Chairman  hav- 
ing any  power  whatever  under  this 
Bnle? 

Mb.  DODSON:  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  quite  right  in  say- 
ing not  under  this  Kule. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that  he  put  a 
more  favourable  construction  upon  the 
Home  Secretary's  words.  He  under- 
stood from  the  Home  Secretary  that 
after  the  Prime  Minister's  statement 
they  were  to  be  assured  that  no  one, 
except  the  appointed  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means,  could  ever  have  power  to 
use  the  eldture.  He  was  now  told  by  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  that  that  was  not  so,  and  that  it 
was  intended  to  give  them  their  powers 
under  another  ^uie.    If  that  were  so, 


he  would  like  to  know  what  was  the 
difference  between  the  statement  of  the 
Cabinet  that  day  and  their  statement 
yesterday?    He  understood  the  Home 
Secretary  to   state  that  they    had    no 
longer  the  right  to  rely  upon  the  state- 
ment of  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  in  consequence  of  the 
Prime  Minister's  acceptance,  in  a  quali- 
fied way,  of  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.   Member  for  Preston.     Now,   he 
was  given  to  understand   that    under 
another    Hule    the    casual     Chairmen 
were  to  have  the  power  of  closure.     If 
that  were  so,  then  the  Prime  Minister 
accepted    an    Amendment,    and   killed 
it  by  a  Hule  subsequently  framed.     He 
hoped    the  Cabinet  would  think  over 
the  matter  in  the  night,  and  endeavour 
to  arrive  at  some  conclusion  which  would, 
at  all  events,  be  capable  of  being  easily 
apprehended  by  a  moderate  understand- 
ing.    One  word  as  to  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  with  reference  to 
Grand  Committees.     He  did  not  think 
the  hon.  Member  did  justice  to  the  ar- 
guments of  the  noble  Lord  who  intro- 
duced that  topic.     It  was  true  that  the 
matter  was  not  in  the  terms  of  this  Be- 
solution  ;  but  it  was  a  legitimate  test  by 
which  to  measure  how  this  Pule  would 
work,  to   see  whether  the  Government 
had  examined  into  all  their  operations 
so  as  to  make  them  one  coherent  whole. 
If  the  Government  had  not  until  yester- 
day considered  what  was  to  be  the  posi- 
tion of  Chairmen  of  Grand  Committees 
it  showed  that  they  had  not  considered 
this  matter  in  anything  like  an  exhaus- 
tive way.     If  the   Chairmen   of  Grand 
Committees    were    not  to    have    these 
powers,  then,  as  Bills  were  to  be  dele- 
gated to  these  Committees  for  all  pur- 
poses, a  large  scope  was  left  for  the  Ob- 
struction which  it  was  so  necessary  to 
check.     The  Prime  Minister  had  said 
more  than  once  that  the  Grand  Commit- 
tees were  only  a  kind  of  experiment; 
but  unless  the  Bules  on  that  subject  were 
presented  in  a  more  defined  shape  they 
would  be  likely  to  give  rise  to  a  consi- 
derable amount  of  discussion.     Before 
the  debate  closed,  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  hon.  Members  opposite  had  done 
nothing  to  prevent  its  closing  from  its 
very  opening.     He  would    venture  to 
suggest  that  it  would  keep  up  appear- 
ances better,   and  give  the  discussion 
more  the  semblance  of  a  debate,  if  some 
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representative  speakers   were  put   for- 
ward on  the  other  side. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farber  Herschell)  said,  that  the  rea- 
son for  summoning  Parliament  at  that 
time  was  the  necessity  of  putting  some 
check  upon  the  licence  of  debate.  He 
had  always  understood  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  were  of  opinion  that  the 
time  had  arrived  when  the  Rules  of  De- 
bate of  that  House  should  be  altered. 
That,  at  all  events,  was  the  view  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  I^Cember  for 
North  Devon,  when  he  brought  forward 
his  Resolutions  with  regard  to  Obstruc- 
tion ;  and  matters  had  not  mended  since. 
There  were  now  116  Amendments  upon 
the  Paper,  and  if  hon.  Members  all 
spoke  upon  this  Amendment  it  was 
difficult  to  see  when  the  debate  would 
close.  Yet  they  were  taunted  because 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
had  not  followed  the  example  of  those 
on  the  other  side  in  discussing  this 
Amendment  at  length,  however  much 
their  speeches  might  have  been  mere  re- 
petition. Nothing  was  to  be  gained  by 
useless  repetition.  It  was  of  no  use 
making  speeches  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  repeating  over  and  over  again 
the  same  answers.  Indeed,  if  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  had  listened  to  the  debate 
as  carefully  as  he  said  he  had  done,  he 
would  have  discovered  that  many  of  the 
speeches  made  upon  his  own  side  an- 
swered one  another.  For  instance,  they 
had  been  told  over  and  over  again  that  the 
proposal  to  invest  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees with  the  power  of  initiating  the 
eldture  was  something  terribly  dangerous; 
but  the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry 
(Mr.  Lewis)  had  that  night  said  that  it 
was  a  very  harmless  proposal  indeed. 
According  to  his  (the  Solicitor  General's) 
understanding,  debate  meant  using  ar- 
gument with  a  view  to  convincing  hon. 
Members,  and  answering  argument  which 
had  not  yet  been  answered.  He  adhered 
to  that  definition  ;  and  would  say,  more- 
over, that  such  arguments  as  had  been 
used  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  had 
been  fully  and  effectually  answered  on 
this.  That  might  be  a  benighted  view, 
but  that  was  the  view  taken  on  this 
side  of  the  House ;  and  that  was  the 
reason  they  did  not  enter  into  a  long 
discussion.  With  respect  to  the  argu- 
ment based  on  the  difference  in  the  posi- 
tion occupied  by  the  Speaker  and  that 
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occupied  by  the  Ohairman  of  Commit- 
tees, on  which  so  much  stress  had  been 
laid,  he  did  not  see  much  force  in  it; 
for  when  the  power  was  given  to  the 
Speaker  to  Name  an  hon.  Member  for 
wilful  Obstruction  and  disregard  for  the 
authority  of  the  Chair,  the  same  power 
was  given  to  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees. [An  hon.  Member  :  Subject  to 
appeal.  J  The  hon.  Member  said,  **  Sub- 
ject to  appeal."  That  was  to  say,  the 
Speaker  was  called  into  the  Chair  to  put 
tlie  Question  to  the  House  again.  Did 
the  hon.  Gentleman  think  there  was  any 
protection  in  that  ?  If  so,  he  would  teu 
him  that  it  was  a  protection  of  a  most 
shadowy  description.  The  power  of 
Naming  Members  initiated  the  proceed- 
ings, for  all  the  rest  depended  on  the 
vote  of  the  House.  The  same  thing 
would  take  place  here.  Neither  the 
Speaker  nor  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
could  close  the  debate.  All  that  was 
proposed  was  that  he  should  have  the 
power  of  initiating  the  Motion ;  the  ulti- 
mate decision  would  rest  with  the  House. 
He  did  not  think  it  possible  to  find  a 
case  of  closing  by  the  Chairman  in  which 
it  would  not  be  possible  to  raise  the 
same  question  again  before  the  House. 
For  instance,  if  there  was  an  undue 
stoppage  of  the  discussion  in  Committee 
of  Supply,  the  question  might  be  raised 
on  Report ;  or  if,  in  the  case  of  a 
Bill,  there  were  no  Report,  then  there 
might  be  a  discussion  upon  the  third 
reading.  If  there  was  to  be  a  closing 
power  at  all — and  the  House  had  de- 
cided that  there  should  be — it  would  be 
idle  to  give  that  power  to  the  Speaker 
only,  and  to  refuse  it  to  the  Chairman 
of  Committees.  He  had  heard  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen) 
say  that  on  the  question  of  Obstruction 
reliance  must  be  placed  upon  the  spirit 
and  feeling  of  the  House.  He  wished  it 
were  possible  to  rely  upon  the  spirit 
and  feeling  of  the  House.  The  time  had 
gone  by  for  doing  so.  He  thought  thej 
had  now  arrived  at  a  position  for  the 
determination  of  this  question.  It  had 
been  said  that  if  the  Government  told 
hon.  Members  what  it  was  they  proposed 
to  do,  the  House  would  know  how  to 
vote ;  but  they  had  had  the  plainest  in- 
timation of  what  was  to  be  done.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  the  casual 
Chairmen,  the  Prime  Minister  had  said 
that  that  question  would  be  separately 
dealt  with. 
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Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  What  the 
Prime  Minister  said  was  that  he  would 
adopt  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Preston.  Since  then  he  had 
suggested  some  modification,  and  now  he 
has  g^ne  back  a^ain. 

Thb  solicitor  general  (Sir 
Farrer  Herschell)  :  All  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  was  that  that  question 
would  be  dealt  with  as  a  matter  by 
itself.  This  question  of  the  casual  Chair- 
men was  a  sort  of  red  herring  drawn 
across  the  path  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
longing this  debate,  the  speeches  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  consisting  in  asking 
at  one  moment  what  was  the  use  of 
giving  that  power  to  the  Chairman  un- 
less it  was  also  given  to  the  casual  Chair- 
men,  and  at  the  next  moment  saying 
what  a  monstrous  thing  it  would  be  to 
give  them  such  a  power.  The  Govern- 
ment had  no  desire  to  confuse  the  issue, 
but  to  keep  to  the  plain  issue  as  it  arose 
upon  each  Amendment. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  leave,  by  the  in- 
dalgence  of  the  House,  to  read  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  Prime  Minister  on 
May  1,  as  reported  in  Hansard,  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  I  will  take  this  opportunity  of  stating  in  re- 
gard to  the  Notice  given  to-night  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Baikes),  which  proposes  to  recognize  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means — being  an  Officer  of 
the  House — but  to  wholly  exclude  from  the 
operation  of  the  Resolution  casual  Chairmen — 
C^iairmen  pro  lac  vice— i\iB.t  it  is  an  Amend- 
ment that  I  think  perfectly  reasonable,  and  one 
that  we  are  prepared  to  accede  to." — [3  Mansard j 
cckriii.  1900.J 

Sir  JOHN  MOWBRAY  said,  he 
yielded  to  no  man  in  his  desire  to  restore 
the  fair  fame  of  the  House  of  Commons 
and  to  restrain  undue  licence  of  debate  ; 
and,  therefore,  he  approached  that  ques- 
tion in  no  Party  spirit,  and  with  every 
wish,  as  far  as  he  possibly  could,  to  sup- 
port the  propositions  of  the  Government. 
But  he  found  himself  very  much  in  the 

C'tion  described  the  other  day  by  his 
.  Friend  the  Member  for  Berkshire 
(Mr.  Walter),  who  said  that  the  cart 
was  now  being  put  before  the  horse. 
Indeed,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  horse 
had  been  led  out  and  was  being  put  into 
the  shafts  without  its  being  understood 
what  sort  of  a  cart,  whether  a  light  or  a 
heary  one,  it  was  to  have  attached  to  it ; 
•nd,  however  inoonvenient  it  might  be  to 
the  Treasury  Bench  to  be  interrogated 
is  to  their  intentions,  he  felt  that,  until 


he  knew  under  what  circumstances  the 
power  given  by  the  Eesolution  would 
be  vested  either  in  the  Speaker  or  in 
the  Chairman  of  Committees,  he  was 
unable  to  give  a  vote  on  the  particular 
question  before  the  House.  He  could 
not  vote  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff), 
because  he  thought  there  was  great  force 
in  what  was  said  as  to  the  necessity  of 
putting  down  Obstruction  in  Committee, 
and  that  they  would  be  dealing  with 
only  a  part  of  the  question  if  they  did 
not  deal  with  Obstruction  in  Committee. 
He  also  felt  that  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, though  undoubtedly  not  so  high 
an  ofEcer  as  the  Speaker,  was  yet,  in 
many  respects,  clothed  with  much  of  the 
dignity  and  authority  of  the  latter ;  but 
he  asked  what  was  to  be  the  majority  on 
which  the  cldture  was  to  be  put  in  force  ? 
And,  until  he  knew  that,  he  was  unable 
to  vote  with  respect  to  this  proposition. 
On  the  6th  of  May  the  Prime  Minister 
told  them  that  he  accepted  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson).  That  concession  had  since  been 
withdrawn ;  but  on  Tuesday  night  the 
Prime  Minister  madb  a  speech  of  ap- 
parently a  conciliatory  character,  which 
left  them  a  hope  that  some  compromise 
might  yet  be  come  to  on  the  matter. 
He  did  not  even  now  abandon  that  hope, 
notwithstanding  the  attitude  assumed  by 
the  Solicitor  General,  who,  tliough  an 
able  exponent  of  the  views  of  the  Go- 
vernment, was  not  in  the  secrets  of  the 
Cabinet ;  and  the  Cabinet  seemed  not 
yet  to  have  quite  made  up  their  own 
minds  on  the  subject.  If  they  would 
allow  the  question  to  be  decided  by  the 
real  judgment  of  the  House,  without 
Party  feeling  being  brought  to  bear 
upon  it,  he  felt  confident  that  they  would 
arrive  at  the  decision  that  the  cldture 
should  only  be  applied  by  a  proportionate 
majority — say,  of  three-fourths  or  two- 
thirds,  but  not  by  a  bare  majority.  Then 
he  should  be  willing  to  give  that  autho- 
rity to  the  Chairman  of  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means.  With  regard  to 
casual  Chairmen  of  Committees,  he  did 
not  think  it  was  dragging  a  red  herring 
across  the  path  to  raise  that  point.  On 
the  contrary,  the  question  which  had 
been  put  in  regard  to  it  was  a  fair  one, 
and  one  which  they  were  entitled  to 
have  answered.  Casual  Chairmen  had 
to  be  called  in  to  act  at  all-night  Sit- 
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tings — occasions  when  tho  cJdiure  might 
have  to  be  put  into  operation ;  and, 
therefore,  it  was  right  that  the  House 
should  know  what  the  intention  of  the 
Government  was  in  respect  to  those 
cases.  In  regard  to  the  Chairmen  of 
Standing  Committees,  he  did  not  think 
the  matter  was  of  so  much  importance, 
because  he  hardly  thought  the  Govern- 
ment would  propose  to  confer  that  power 
on  them,  the  proposed  appointment  of 
these  Committees  being  only  an  experi- 
ment. In  conclusion,  if  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  was  that  the  cl6ture  was 
to  be  enforced  by  a  bare  majority,  he 
should  feel  bound  to  vote  against  the 
Resolution,  whether  the  power  was  to 
be  exercised  by  the  Speaker  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  Committees.  But  if,  as  he 
hoped,  the  decision  of  the  House  would 
be  that  it  should  only  be  applied  by  the 
vote  of  a  fair  proportionate  majority, 
then  he  should  think  that  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  should  be  clothed  with 
the  same  authority  as  the  Speaker  for 
initiating  it. 

Mb.  salt  said,  there  was  a  very  un- 
necessary, though  by  no  means  unnatural, 
feeling  on  the  part  of  many  Members  on 
the  other  side  that  the  discussions  on 
the  cidture  were  being  carried  to  an 
unseemly  and  unnecessary  length.  He, 
however,  rose  to  put  before  the  House 
no  Party  considerations  whatever,  but 
some  very  practical  reasons  why  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  they 
sliould  proceed  very  cautiousl}^  and 
possibly  very  slowly.  They  were  now 
dealing  with  a  matter  of  the  greatest 
importance  with  regard  both  to  the  past 
history  of  the  House  and  to  the  future 
management  of  the  House  by  means  of 
Resolutions.  They  were,  in  fact,  thus 
dealing  with  a  matter  of  far  greater  im- 
portance than  three-fourths  of  tho  Bills 
which  were  introduced  into  the  House ; 
and  they  might  incautiously  pass  some 
sentence  in  a  Resolution  which,  when 
passed,  would  be  adopted  as  a  Standing 
Order  of  the  House,  and  there  would 
afterwards  be  great  trouble  in  getting  it 
altered  if  its  alteration  should  become 
necessary.  It  should  be  remembered 
that  in  dealing  with  a  matter  by  Bill 
there  were  five  opportunities  on  which 
they  could  challenge  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  two  on  which  they  could  discuss 
it  in  detail;  whereas,  when  they  pro- 
ceeded by  Resolution,  there  were  only  two 
opportunities  of  challenging  its  principle, 
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and  only  one  of  discussing  it  in  detail. 
It  therefore  became  all  the  more  neces- 
sary that  the  House  should  understand 
the  mind  of  the  Government  on  that 
subject;  and  it  appeared  to  him  that 
there  were  now  on  that  particular  ques- 
tion three  minds  of  the  Government. 
There  was  first  the  mind  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  then  there  was  the  mind  of 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  there  was  also  the  later  mind 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General. 
It  had  been  urged  by  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral that  the  stage  of  Report  would  still 
follow  that  of  Committee ;  but  it  must 
be  remembered  that  the  1 1  th  of  the  pro- 
posed Rules  would  make  a  considerable 
alteration  in  the  stage  of  Report,  which 
was  to  be  taken  without  a  Question  being 
put  unless  there  were  Notice  to  re-com- 
mit. The  House  had  now  before  it 
three  minds  of  the  Government;  and, 
seeing  that  the  question  could  not  be 
raised  at  later  stages,  as  in  the  case  of  a 
Bill,  it  was  only  fair  and  right  that  they 
should  pause  until  they  knew  what  the 
mind  of  the  Government  really  was. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  they  must  re- 
collect that  these  Resolutions  would  not 
only  affect  the  House  of  Commons  for  the 
present  time,  but  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  generations  which  were  to 
come ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought  it  was 
incumbent  upon  them  that  they  should 
have  the  most  ample  discussion  upon 
them,  and  upon  every  Amendment  which 
would  come  before  the  House.  He  saw 
it  stated  in  a  newspaper  to-day  that  the 
Conservative  Party  had  already  shown 
signs  of  Obstruction.  That  might  be 
the  feeling  of  some  hon.  Members  op- 
posite ;  but  the  Conservative  Party  did 
not  care  one  straw,  nor  mind  one  iota,  of 
what  might  be  said  or  done  by  the 
Birmingham  wire-pullers,  and  were  not 
to  be  daunted  by  anything  that  might 
appear  in  Radical  newspapers.  There 
were  two  kinds  of  Obstruction.  There 
might  be  legitimate  Obstruction  of  a 
particular  measure,  such  as  the  Prime 
Minister  had  offered  to  the  Divorce  Bill, 
or  there  might  be  an  abuse  of  the 
Forms  of  the  House,  such  as  Irish 
Members  had  resorted  to,  and  for  which 
Rules  should  be  framed  to  put  down; 
but  this  Resolution  would  operate  solely 
against  legitimate  Obstruction.  The 
altered  condition  of  things  rendered  it 
necessary  and  inevitable  that  there 
should  be  more  talk  in  the  House  now 
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than  there  had  been  in  the  past.  It  was 
not  at  present  known  how  even  the 
Speaker  was  to  say  what  was  the  evi- 
dent sense  as  to  whether  a  debate  should 
close ;  and,  therefore,  while  objecting  that 
the  Speaker  should  have  such  power, 
they  were  still  more  determined  in  their 
objection  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  having  it.  The  present  Chair- 
man of  Committees  was  of  a  somewhat 
nervous  and  excitable  temperament. 
[•'Oh!  oh!"]  He  did  not  speak  in 
disparagement  of  the  Chairman.  He 
could  not  help  being  nervous  and  ex- 
citable ;  but  on  a  question  of  great 
political  significance,  if  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  lost  his  head,  as  he 
might  do,  he  (Mr.  Onslow)  thought  a 
great  Constitutional  wrong  would  be 
done  to  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Member  who  preceded  Mr.  Playfair  was 
of  a  somewhat  more  calm  and  phleg- 
matic disposition.  [**  Oh  !  oh !  "J  He 
did  not  wish  to  speak  disparagingly  of 
any  Gentleman  ;  but  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees might  lend  himself  to  the  Party 
influences  of  the  Prime  Minister.  For 
instance,  if  he  had  heard  it  said  that  it 
was  desirable  to  get  so  many  votes  at  a 
Sitting,  and  if  by  12.30  sufficient  pro- 
gress had  not  been  made,  he  might  con- 
sider it  his  duty  to  put  the  cldture  on  a 
particular  discussion,  which  might  be  of 
great  interest  and  importance,  in  order 
to  get  the  remaining  Votes  passed  ;  and 
a  dictatorial  Prime  Minister  might,  by 
a  nod  or  a  wink,  suggest  that  the  time 
had  come  for  doing  so.  As  the  Prime 
Minister  had  just  returned  to  the  House 
after  being  absent  some  hours,  and  it 
was  their  duty  to  get  some  further  ex- 
planation from  him,  he  moved  that  the 
Mouse  do  now  adjourn. 
Mb.  RITCHIE  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  *^  That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr, 
Onslow,) — put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  wished  to 
advert  to  the  unfortunate  arrangement 
by  which  the  Question  was  put  in  a  form 
that  would  probably  prevent  the  House 
from  fully  discussing,  until  they  came 
to  the  very  end  of  these  debates,  the  im- 
portant point  as  to  whether  the  Speaker 
or  a  ifinister  of  the  Crown  should 
have  the  responsibility  of  proposing  the 


cldture.  In  his  opinion,  if  they  were  to 
have  the  cldture  at  all,  it  ought  to  be 
put  into  operation  by  the  open  and  direct 
initiative  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
Nothing  could  be  more  grossly  unfair 
than  the  action  of  the  presiding  autho- 
rities in  the  French  Chambers  towards 
minorities.  Hon.  Members  ought  to  con- 
sider the  possibility,  and  even  the  pro- 
bability, of  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
being  a  Party  man,  whose  main  object 
would  be  to  pass  Government  measures 
and  to  suppress  criticism  hostile  to  the 
Ministry  of  the  day.  It  was  impossible 
to  consider  the  working  of  the  power  of 
the  gag  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  Mi- 
nisterial nominee  without  taking  into 
consideration  the  other  changes  with 
which  they  were  threatened  under  the 
subsequent  Hules  to  be  proposed  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  It  was  a  pity  that  this 
important  question  of  the  cldture  had 
been  placed  in  the  forefront  of  these 
Kules,  for  without  a  due  consideration 
of  the  changes  to  be  introduced  by  the 
subsequent  Rules,  they  could  not  be  in 
a  position  to  judge  of  the  alterations 
which  would  be  introduced  in  regard  to 
the  Offices  of  the  Speaker  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means.  For  example, 
the  proposed  Grand  Committees,  each 
consisting  of  100  Members,  would  be 
picked  and  packed  in  order  to  represent 
the  policy  of  the  Minister  of  the  day. 
After  a  Bill  had  passed  through  a  Grand 
Committee,  and  came  under  the  scope 
of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  or 
some  other  functionary  dependent  on  the 
will  of  the  majority,  what  was  the  posi- 
tion which  independent  Members  would 
occupy  ?  They  would  have  been  ex- 
cluded from  the  Grand  Committee  by 
the  Government  Whips,  and  subsequent 
discussion  in  the  House  would  be  pre- 
vented by  the  apposite  application  of 
the  gag  by  the  Ministerial  nominee  in 
the  Chair.  Yet  the  Government  would 
endeavour  to  escape  the  respcmsibility, 
for  they  would  pretend  that  they  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  appli- 
cation of  the  gag  and  the  suppression 
of  hostile  criticism.  Independent  Mem- 
bers would  be  at  the  mercy  of  the  Go- 
vernment. It  would  be  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  every  Member  of  that  House 
that  during  the  course  of  the  present 
Session  the  Government  snatched  a  divi- 
sion on  the  Bratilaugh  Question  by 
issuing  a  four-line  Whip  on  the  Lords' 
Inquiry   to    the   Land   Act.     The  sup- 
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porters  of  the  Ministry  attended  iu 
force,  and  the  Bradlaugh  Question  was 
unexpectedly  brought  forward.  It  was 
a  very  pretty  stratagem  ;  but  it  was  not 
serious,  because  in  the  present  state  of 
things,  when  liberty  of  discussion  still 
existed,  independent  Members  were  able 
to  speak  against  time,  until  the  Opposi- 
tion could  muster  their  ranks.  But, 
under  the  New  Hule,  the  cldture  would 
be  applied  whenever  it  was  needed  for 
the  purposes  of  the  majority.  It  was 
not  Irish  Obstruction  which  would  be 
put  down,  but  the  right  and  power  of 
free  discussion.  Irish  Obstruction  had 
thoroughly  done  its  work.  He  had  long 
since  denounced  the  weapon  of  Obstruc- 
tion, which  ought  only  to  be  resorted  to 
as  a  remedy  for  unendurable  wrong  and 
in  case  of  iirgent  necessity.  Obstruc- 
tion, as  the  weapon  of  a  small  Party, 
was  a  chimera  and  a  delusion.  Already, 
Irish  Obstruction  belonged  to  a  museum 
of  fossils;  and  such  Obstruction  could 
be  put  down  by  a  two-thirds,  or  even 
a  four- fifths  or  nine-tenths  majority. 
But  an  unscrupulous  Minister  and  an 
unscrupulous  majority,  if  that  power 
were  intrusted  to  a  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means,  who  was  always  a  Govern- 
ment nominee,  would  thereby  bring  about 
an  exaggeration  of  all  the  evils  insepa- 
rable from  the  system  in  the  case  of  the 
Sroposed  Grand  Committees.  Indepen- 
ent  Members  would  be  excluded  from 
those  Grand  Committees,  and  then  gra- 
dually from  the  House  itself.  If  he 
were  a  member  of  a  revolutionary  party 
— of  such  a  party  as  had  supported 
Mazzini  and  Garibaldi — he  would  be 
glad  to  see  the  establishment  of  the 
cldture^  because  it  would  inevitably  tend 
to  the  destruction  of  the  powers  of  Par- 
liament in  this  country  ;  it  would  reduce 
the  people  of  this  country  to  the  condi- 
tion of  those  nations  which  had  no  free 
Parliaments,  and  would  make  Parlia- 
ment the  creature  and  the  minion  of  the 
most  powerful  demagogue  of  the  day. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  *  or 
to  the  Chairman  of  *  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  202  ;  Noes 
144:  Majority  68.  —  (Div.  List,  No. 
347.) 

Mr.  BAIKES  moved  to  amend  the 
1st  Hesolution  by  inserting  in  line  2, 
after  the  first  **of,"  the  words  **  Ways 
and  Means  in."      The  object    of   the 
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Amendment  was  to  exclude  firom  the 
exercise  of  the  somewhat  inyidiouB 
powers  and  privileges  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  confer  upon  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  such  amateur  and 
temporary  Chairmen  who  might  be  called 
upon  at  a  late  hour  of  the  night  to  take 
the  place  of  the  official  Chairman.  In 
his  opinion,  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
had  very  important  and  responsible 
duties  to  fulfil,  and  occupied  in  Commit- 
tee a  position  analogous  to  that  held  by 
the  Speaker  in  the  House  itself;  and 
there  being  no  appeal,  as  some  appeared 
to  imagine,  from  the  decision  of  the 
Chairman  to  the  Speaker,  it  was  neces- 
sary that  the  temporary  Chairman,  who 
was  freed  from  all  responsibility  on 
leaving  the  Chair,  should  not  be  in- 
trusted with  powers  which  might,  per- 
haps, be  conferred  without  much  danger 
upon  the  official  Chairman,  whose  salary 
was  dependent  upon  the  annual  Vote  of 
the  House.  He  hoped  that  they  would 
hear  from  the  Prime  Minister  something 
which  would  re- assure  the  House  with 
regard  to  various  suggestions  which  had 
been  thrown  out  from  the  Treasury 
Bench  during  his  absence  as  to  the 
course  which  the  Government  proposed 
to  adopt,  and  which,  so  far  as  he  under- 
stood it,  amounted  to  taking  away  the 
substance,  while  granting  the  form  of 
this  Amendment.  When  they  had  sanc- 
tioned the  principle  of  this  Amendment, 
it  would  be  hard  that  on  a  subsequent 
day  they  should  be  asked,  practiccdly,  to 
reverse  the  principle  by  creating  some 
new  personages  clothed  with  more  or 
less  indefinite  powers  for  presiding  over 
a  more  or  less  indefinite  body,  and  armed 
with  the  authority  which  this  Amend- 
ment sought  to  remove  from  amateur 
Chairmen.  The  right  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  2,  by 
inserting  after  the  first  word  "of,"  the 
words  **  Ways  and  Means  in." — (ifr. 
Ratkes,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  correctly  understood 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  assent  to  this  Amendment  with- 
out any  qualification  or  condition  what- 
ever. It  was,  however,  only  just  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
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8taiiliop6)i  whose  recollection  of  his  ut- 
terances on  this  subject  he  provisionally 
accepted  yesterday,  that  he  should  say 
that,  having  had  an  opportunity  of 
referring  to  the  debate,  the  exact  pur- 
port of  which  had  escaped  him,  he  now 
finally  adopted  the  hon.  Member's  state- 
ment of  what  he  had  said  as  accurate. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Preston  (Mr.  Haikes)  appeared  to  be 
labouring  under  an  impression,  or  an 
apprehension,  which  he  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
hoped  and  desired  to  be  able  to  remove 
from  the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
under  the  apprehension  that  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  introduce  in  connection 
with  this  scheme  of  Eesolutions,  or 
during  the  present  Sitting  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  some  new  plan  by  which 
they  would  again  propose  that  whatever 
power  of  dosing  debate  might  be  given 
to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
should  also  be  given  to  a  casual  Chair- 
man. Now,  the  Government  had  no 
intention  whatever  of  making  any  pro- 
posal during  the  present  Sitting  on  the 
subject  of  casual  Chairmen.  They  did 
think,  however,  that  it  had  been  felt  by 
the  House  that  the  present  provisions  for 
the  appointment  of  casual  Cii airmen, 
and  the  absence  of  any  special  qualifi- 
cation, were  not  quite  satisfactory  ;  and 
it  would  be  proper,  and  he  hoped  it 
would  not  be  found  difficult,  to  improve 
those  provisions.  During  the  next 
Session,  or  at  any  future  period,  the 
question  of  making  better  provision 
might  be  considered.  But  there  was 
not  the  slightest  intention  of  mixing  up 
that  subject  with  the  present  debates,  or 
to  make  any  proposal  upon  it  in  con- 
nection with  the  present  Besolutions; 
and,  so  far  as  casual  Chairmen  were  con- 
cerned, hon.  Members  might  banish 
them  from  their  minds.  He  had  no 
wish  to  speak  disparagingly  of  casual 
Chairmen,  for  some  of  them  had  been 
found  extremely  valuable  and  useful, 
and  even  distinguished  upon  occasions ; 
but  he  proposed  to  banish  them  alto- 
gether so  far  as  this  Autumn  Sitting  was 
concerned.  He  hoped  he  had  now  re- 
moved all  apprehension  on  the  subject ; 
but,  before  he  sat  down,  he  wished  to 
give  in  his  distinct  adhesion  to  what 
Uie  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Preston  (Mr.  Baikes)  had  said  with 
reference  to  the  position  of  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means.    The  right 


hon.  Gentleman  held  that  position 
himself  with  ability  and  distinction ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  must  bear  his 
testimony  to  the  fact  that,  although  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  out  of  the  Chair 
was  as  stout  a  Party  man  as  any  in  the 
House,  yet  in  the  Chair  he  would  as 
soon  have  his  case  judged  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  by  anybody.  He 
wished  to  remind  the  House,  after  the 
very  disparaging  remarks  which  had 
fallen  from  different  hon.  Gentlemen  in 
the  course  of  the  debate,  of  a  fact 
which  was  indisputable — namely,  that, 
although  it  was  perfectly  true  that  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  did  not 
preclude  himself  from  voting  in  the 
ordinary  divisions  of  the  House,  yet 
that  nothing  was  more  rare  than  for  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  to  be 
seen  taking  a  share  in  any  Party  debate. 
He  often  assisted  the  House  upon  the 
consideration  of  Private  Bills;  but  he 
most  rarely  assisted  the  House  by  his 
judgment  in  a  Party  discussion.  He 
had  been  conversing  on  this  subject 
with  a  right  hon.  Friend,  and  he  had 
stated  that  he  had  a  difficulty  in  recol- 
lecting a  case  in  which  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  had  interfered  in  a 
Party  debate.  He  was  reminded  of  a 
case  which  very  much  strengthened  his 
argument — the  case  of  Mr.  Massey,  a 
highly  respectable  Member  of  the  House, 
who  filled  the  position  of  Chairman  of 
Committees  some  years  ago.  On  one 
occasion,  Mr.  Massey  did  take  part  in  a 
Party  debate  on  the  Beform  Bill ;  but 
he  took  part  in  it  by  speaking  against 
the  Party  with  whom  he  usually  acted. 
This  fact,  he  hoped,  would  do  some- 
thing to  mitigate  any  disposition  which 
might  exist  in  any  quarter  to  disparage 
the  impartiality  of  any  hon.  Member 
who  might  happen  to  occupy  the  position 
of  Chairman  of  Ways  ana  Means.  He' 
hoped  that  the  House,  having  regard 
to  prior  experiences,  and  not  to  specula- 
tion on  the  future,  would  have  no  appre- 
hension as  to  the  impartial  judgment  of 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means ;  and 
he  had  spoken  these  few  words  because 
he  was  convinced  that  the  House  of 
Commons  had  a  great  interest  in  main- 
taining the  high  position  of  that  9fficer 
— an  interest  he  would  not  say  equal  to 
that  which  it  had  in  maintaining  the 
position  of  the  Chair  itself,  but  one  only 
second  to  the  interest  it  had  in  main- 
taining the  position  of  the  Chair.    He 
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concurred  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  fur  Preston  in  the 
general  view  he  entertained  of  the  Office 
of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  and 
he  also  concurred  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  Amendment  ho  had 
proposed. 

Lord  EANDGLPH  CHURCHILL, 
as  a  Member  of  the  Tory  Party,  looked 
with  some  suspicion  upon  the  inter- 
change of  flattering  compliments  be- 
tween the  right  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Raikes)  and  the  Prime  Minister. 
They  had  seen  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
as  a  leading  Member  of  the  Tory  Party, 
getting  up  to  propose  an  Amendment,  and 
making  flattering  observations  upon  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  Government; 
and  immediately  afterwards  they  found 
the  Prime  Minister  getting  up  to  accept 
the  Amendment,  and  making  flattering 
observations  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  moved  it.  Of  course,  if 
that  sort  of  thing  was  to  go  on  much 
longer  the  Autumn  Session  would  not  be 
of  very  long  duration.  He  thought  that 
the  Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  undoubtedly  a  great  improvement 
on  the  Resolution,  now  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff)  had  been  rejected;  but  he  thought 
that  oven  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  itself  susceptible  of 
improvement,  and,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  he  would  suggest  how 
that  Amendment  might  be  improved.  It 
was  quite  unnecessary  that  he  should 
take  any  part  in  the  shower  of  compli- 
ments which  had  fallen  upon  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means.  He  would 
certainly  say  nothing  against  him ;  but 
he  was  unable  to  say  anything  in  favour 
of  him.  No  doubt,  there  was  a  good 
deal  of  conventionality  in  what  had 
taken  place  ;  but  he  and  other  hon. 
Members  who  sat  below  the  Gangway 
in  that  part  of  the  House  were  not  ac- 
customed to  exchange  compliments  with 
each  other.  As  to  the  position  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  there 
was  no  doubt  about  it  whatever ;  and 
the  public  know  perfectly  well,  and  the 
House  knew  perfectly  well,  that  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  was  always  a 
partizan.  The  great  effort  usually  made 
by  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
was  not  that  he  should  avoid  appearing 
to  be  a  partizan,  but  that  he  should  not 
appear  to  be  too  much  of  a  partizan. 

Mr.  OladtUme 


[  Crtei  of  '*  Oh ! "  and  '*  No  !  "]  At  any 
rate,  that  was  his  (Lord  Kandolph 
Churchill's)  opinion,  and  he  believed 
that  to  be  the  great  effort  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means.  ["  Oh,  oh ! "] 
Hon.  Members  said  **  Oh! ''  but  it  was 
a  well-known  fact  that  the  success  of  a 
Chairman  of  Committees  was  that  he 
had  not  appeared  too  much  of  a  parti- 
zan. The  Prime  Minister  appeared  to 
hold  a  very  extraordinary  opinion  in  re- 
gard to  the  Chairman  of  Committees.  If 
he  had  understood  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman rightly,  he  had  praised  the  late 
Chairman  of  Committees  (Mr.  Raikes) 
because  he  constantly  voted  against  his 
Party.  ["  No,  no  !  "]  If  that  was  not 
so,  he  begged  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
pardon  for  having  misrepresented  him. 
If,  however,  it  really  were  so,  he  would 
advise  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  to  recommend  his  own 
Chairman  of  Committees  to  take  the 
same  course  on  some  occasions.  What 
ho  wished  to  suggest  to  the  House  was 
that  they  should  add  to  the  end  of  the 
Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Preston  these  words,  **  after 
consultation  with  Mr.  Speaker."  ["  Oh !"] 
Hon.  Members  opposite "  might  cry 
*'  Oh !  "  but  there  was  more  in  the  sug- 
gestion than  appeared  at  first  sight. 
They  knew  that  in  all  well-regulated 
public  schools  the  power  and  the  privi- 
lege of  flogging  were  always  reserved 
for  the  head  master,  and  were  never  in- 
trusted to  the  usher.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, as  the  Prime  Minister  appeared  to 
him  to  be  very  much  inclined  to  treat 
the  House  of  Commons  of  the  present 
day  as  Dr.  Keats  used  to  treat  his  boys 
in  the  public  school  of  Eton  in  olden 
days,  the  House  would  act  very  wisely  if 
it  took  some  care  to  provide  that  this 
extreme  power  of  punishment  should 
only  rest  with  the  highest  authority  in 
the  House.  If  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees  noticed  that  Obstruction  was 
going  on  in  the  House,  he  would  be  able 
at  once  to  suspend  the  Sitting  of  the 
Committee,  but  for  so  long  a  time  only 
as  would  enable  him  to  consult  the 
Speaker  upon  the  matter,  and  to  inform 
the  House  that  he  had  the  support  of 
the  Speaker  in  any  action  he  felt  it  de- 
sirable to  take.  Curiously  enough,  he 
was  reminded  of  a  circumstance  which 
happened  only  two  Sessions  ago.  The 
House  would  recollect  that  on  the  ooca* 
sion  to  which  he  referred  the  Chairman 
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of  Committees  gave  a  decision  which  was 
one  of  the  most  extraordinary  ever  ar- 
rived at  in  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
Chairman  imagined  that  it  was  in  his 
power  to  put  to  silence  a  very  highly- 
reepected  Member  of  the  Tory  Party; 
but  some  hon.  Members  sitting  below 
the  Gangway  on  that  side  of  the  House 
imagined  that  he  had  no  such  power. 
They  disputed  the  ruling  of  the  Chair- 
man. The  Prime  Minister  did  not  hap- 
pen to  be  in  the  House  at  the  time,  and 
in  the  end  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
left  the  Chair  and  proceeded  to  consult 
the  Speaker.  When  he  returned,  he 
came  back  with  the  knowledge  that  he 
had  not  the  power  to  do  what  he  thought 
he  had  a  right  to  do.  In  that  case  there 
was  no  inconvenience  and  no  consider- 
able delay  of  the  proceedings.  The 
Committee  was  only  suspended  for  a 
very  few  minutes,  and  it  had,  therefore, 
been  demonstrated  that  it  was  perfectly 
easy  for  the  Chairman  of  Committees  to 
consult  the  Speaker  without  interfering 
in  any  way  prejudicially  with  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House.  There  was  this 
farther  advantage  in  such  a  course — that 
if  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  in  con- 
sulting the  Speaker,  gave  him  a  report 
as  to  the  state  of  affairs  in  the  House 
which  might  not  subsequently  turn  out 
to  be  one  which  fairly  represented  the 
nature  of  the  proceedings,  the  Speaker 
would  be  very  chary  how  he  gave  his 
sanction  to  the  closing  of  a  debate  in 
Committee  in  future.  He  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  the  House  would  feel  very 
much  happier  and  more  satisfied  upon 
the  question  of  closing  a  debate  in 
Committee  if  there  was  in  every  case  to 
be  an  appeal  from  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees to  the  Speaker.  His  right  hon. 
J^riend  the  Member  for  Preston  had 
already  pointed  out  that  there  was  the 
very  strongest  difiference  between  the 
position  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  and  that  of  the  Speaker. 
There  was  one  difiference  which  had  not 
been  pointed  out  before,  and  which  he 
was  obliged  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  for 
havine  reminded  him  of.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  said  that  the  conduct  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  could 
ilways  be  called  in  question,  because  it 
vas  necessary  that  the  Vote  for  payment 
of  his  salary  must  be  moved  for  every 
year  in  Committee  of  Supply.  That  was 
ft  fact  which  ho  thought  was  very  well 


worth  remembering.  But  what  did  it 
come  to?  It  came  to  tliis — that  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  was  paid  by  the 
House;  but,  of  course,  if  the  Govern- 
ment were  in  any  way  annoyed  or  dis- 
pleased, or  put  out  by  the  conduct  of  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  for  not  suflfi- 
ciently  enforcing  the  cldture^  they  would 
take  steps  which  would  practically  enable 
them  to  get  rid  of  the  offender.  [**  Oh! "] 
Hon.  Members  opposite  appeared  to  ob- 
ject to  that  statement.  '  ''Am  I  dog, 
that  I  should  do  this  thing"  was  always 
said  by  the  person  who  did  the  deed ; 
and  it  was  perfectly  certain  that  there 
were  persons  in  that  House,  connected 
with  the  conduct  of  Public  Business, 
who  might  be  capable,  under  provoca- 
tion, of  visiting  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees with  their  displeasure.  Without, 
however,  insisting  that  such  a  course 
would  be  pursued,  he  simply  desired  to 
point  out  that  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees was  absolutely  dependent  upon  the 
Government  of  the  day,  and  that  with- 
out the  assistance  of  the  Government  of 
the  day  he  would  find  it  difficult  to  get 
his  salary  voted.  \_Cries  of  "  Oh !  "  and 
**  No  !  "]  It  was  no  good  saying  **  Oh, 
oh  !  "  and  **  No,  no !  "  Nothing  annoyed 
the  Prime  Minister  more  than  when  the 
Irish  Members  did  that,  and  ho  did  not 
see  why  other  hon.  Members  should  be 
subjected  to  the  same  kind  of  interrup- 
tion which  the  Prime  Minister  in  his 
own  case  disliked  so  much.  He  had  no 
wish  to  detain  the  House  longer;  but 
he  submitted  that  the  Amendment  he 
proposed  to  move  would  be  a  great  im- 
provement upon  this  most  extremely  de- 
fective scheme  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
accept  it. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord  would,  I  think,  come 
in  properly  after  the  word  "House," 
in  line  2 ;  but  the  Amendment  moved 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Preston  (Mr.  Baikes)  is  complete 
in  itself.  It  would  then  read  in  this 
way— 

'*  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in 
a  Oommitteo  of  the  Whole  House — after  con* 
saltation  with  Mr.  Speaker." 

Mr.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  rose  to 
Order.  He  had  given  Notice  of  an 
Amendment  after  the  words  ''  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House,"  to  insert 
the  words  ''not  being  the  Committee 
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of  Supply."  If  the  noble  Lord's  Amend- 
ment were  adopted  and  inserted  in  the 
place  suggested  by  the  Speaker,  it  would, 
he  apprehended,  be  impossible  for  him 
to  move  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  0*D0NNELL  rose  ;  but 

Mr.  speaker,  interposing,  said  :  I 
apprehend  that  even  if  the  House  were 
to  adopt  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill),  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Hampshire  (Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth)  might  still  follow. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
then  moved  to  further  amend  the  1st 
Resolution,  by  inserting,  after  the  word 
"House,"  in  line  2,  the  words  ** after 
consultation  with  Mr.  Speaker." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  2,  by  inserting,  after  the  word 
"  House,"  the  words  "  after  consultation  with 
Mr.  Speaker." — {Lord Randolph  Churchill.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  (after  a  pause) 
said,  he  had  been  waiting  for  some 
indication  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Raikcs),  who  was  his  Loader  on  this 
occasion,  and  whose  Amendment  it  was 
proposed  to  amend,  as  to  the  light  in 
which  he  regarded  it.  If  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  were  agreed  to, 
he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  should  propose  fur- 
ther to  amend  it  by  the  introduction  of 
a  Proviso — 

"  That  inasmuch  as  it  is  essentially  necessary 
that  Mr.  Speaker,  in  order  to  review  in  a  satis- 
factory manner  the  decisions  of  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means,  should  bo  acquainted  with 
the  merits,  it  shall  hereafter  become  the  duty 
of  Mr.  Speaker  invariably  to  be  present  during 
all  debates  in  Committee." 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  remarked,  that 
the  observations  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
.  nister  had  just  made  threw  a  new  light 
on  the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  he  did  not  think 
that  it  was  a  reassuring  light.  It 
now  appeared  that  the  kind  of  Ob- 
struction to  be  put  down  under  the  New 
Rules  was  not  that  kind  of  Obstruction 
which  was  so  notorious  and  general 
that  it  would  come  to  the  ears  of  the 
Speaker  ia  the  ordinary  course  of  events ; 
but  it  Beemed  to  be  the  intention  of  the 
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Prime  Minister  and  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  put  down  any  appear- 
ance of  delay  which  might  not  nave 
reached  the  proportions  of  Obstruction, 
or  even  have  gone  beyond  the  propor- 
tions of  legitimate  discussion.  The  con- 
duct of  the  Government  in  the  matter 
confirmed  the  worst  suspicions  that  had 
been  expressed.  Assuredly  if  there  were 
a  case  of  real  Obstruction  requiring  the 
application  of  the  gag,  it  would  come  to 
the  ears  not  only  of  the  Speaker,  but  of 
much  less  important  persons ;  and  it 
was  that  kind  of  Obstruction  the  House 
believed  the  Resolutions  to  be  directed 
against.  But  now  they  had  it  from  the 
Prime  Minister  himself  that  he  contem- 
plated a  state  of  things  in  which  it  would 
oecome  possible  for  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  to  interfere  in  all  sorts 
of  minor  provocations,  and  against  who- 
ever it  might  please  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  to  silence,  even  al- 
though no  Obstruction  had  occurred 
such  as  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  to  what  might 
happen  to  bo  going  on  in  Parliament. 
As  he  had  said  already,  this  was  a  con- 
firmation of  some  of  the  worst  suspicions 
which  had  been  given  expression  to  in 
the  course  of  the  debate  that  evening. 
He  felt  compelled  to  say  that,  unless  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  were  re- 
quired to  consult  with  Mr.  Speaker, 
there  would  be  very  little  guarantee  in- 
deed that  the  limitation  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Haikes),  and  accepted  with 
suspicious  readiness  by  the  Head  of  the 
Government,  would  be  any  guarantee  at 
all.  It  was  all  very  well  to  talk  about 
the  conduct  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  being  brought  before  the 
House  if  ho  were  guilty  of  any  misdeed. 
That  was  a  mighty  theoretical  possi- 
bility; but  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  enter- 
tained a  strong  opinion  that  the  worse 
the  conduct  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  happened  to  be,  if  that  con- 
duct were  committed  in  furtherance  of 
the  Business  of  the  Government,  it  would 
receive  their  hearty  and  thorough  sup- 
port. As  for  the  idea  of  the  annual 
recurrence  of  the  consideration  of  the 
salary  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  being  any  guarantee  for  the  f)ur 
play  of  a  Ministerial  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, he  thought,  on  the  contrary^ 
that  the  knowledge  that  the  getting  oJF 
the    salary    was   dependent   upon  the 
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goodwill  of  the  Leader  of  the  Ooyem- 
ment  would  make  the  officer  in  ques- 
tion a  more  subserrient  tool  of  an  un- 
scrupoloas  Prime  Minister.  He  did  not 
think  that  any  misconduct  on  the  part 
of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
when  committed  in  defence  of  the  Go- 
Temment  policy,  would  result  in  any- 
thing else  than  tiie  enthusiastic  support 
of  the  Qt>Ternment  majority.  Although 
every  man  who  went  with  the  Govern- 
ment into  the  Lobby  to  support  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  would  be 
quite  ready  to  admit  in  private  conver- 
sation that  the  conduct  of  the  Chairman 
was  indefensible,  nevertheless  every  one 
of  them  would  give  his  vote  in  defence, 
and,  if  necessary,  in  laudation  of  that 
conduct.  The  House  was  blindly  fol- 
lowing the  lead  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  before  the  dozen  Commandments  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  invented  were 
completed,  the  House  of  Commons  would 
fudd  itself  in  a  position  in  which  the 
most  Bismarck-ridden  Assembly  on  the 
Continent  would  find  nothing  to  envy. 

Mb.  GOHST  said,  he  should  like  to 
say  one  word  before  the  House  came  to 
a  decision  upon  the  Amendment  of  his 
noble  Friend.  He  really  found  himself 
unable  to  take  the  view  which  seemed 
to  be  favoured  by  the  Front  Benches  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  that  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  was  a  person 
possessed  of  such  extraordinary  impar- 
tiality that  he  was,  in  point  of  fact,  in  a 
similar  position  to  that  of  the  Speaker 
himself.  The  Amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend  was  intended  to  provide  a  secu- 
rity, not  that  the  Speaker  should  sit  in 
the  House  of  Commons  during  all  Com- 
mittees, in  order  to  review  the  conduct 
and  decisions  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  on  every  particular  point, 
but  simply  to  secure  that  before  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  exercised 
the  extraordinary  powers  which  it  was 
proposed  to  confer  upon  him,  and  which 
they  were  told  were  only  to  be  exercised 
in  cases  of  Obstruction,  they  should  in 
such  cases  have  the  security  of  the 
approbation  of  the  Speaker  before  the 
extraordinary  powers  were  put  in  force. 
When  he  heard  the  Prime  Minister 
npeaking  of  the  extreme  impartiality  of 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  he 
could  not  help  recollecting  an  incident 
which  occurred  two  or  three  days  after 
he  became  a  Member  of  the  House.  He 
well   remembered    the    present   Lord 


Cairns,  who  was  at  that  ti^e  a  dis- 
tinguished Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  speaking  from  the  Front  Op- 
position Bench,  use  this  language— that 
from  the  Chairman  of  Committees  no- 
body in  the  House  of  Commons  ex- 
pected impartiality.  All  that  was  ex- 
pected of  him  was  that  he  should  exhibit 
a  decent  appearance  of  impartiality.  He 
supported  the  Amendment  because  it 
would  give  the  House  the  security  of  a 
consultation  between  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  and  the  Speaker. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
the  discussion  which  had  taken  place 
furnished  another  illustration  of  the  in- 
convenience to  which  he  had  drawn  the 
attention  of  the  House  yesterday.  He 
had  then  pointed  out  the  difficulty  that 
might  arise  when  the  House  was  sitting 
in  Committee  without  the  Speaker  in  the 
Chair  ;  and  it  seemed  to  him  that  it 
would  have  been  very  much  more  con- 
venient to  have  followed  the  practice  of 
which  the  Speaker  gave  the  House  an 
example  last  year  in  regard  to  the  Rules 
of  Urgency,  and  to  have  dealt  with  these 
two  matters  separately.  It  had,  how- 
ever, been  otherwise  decided  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  the  House 
was  now  engaged  in  the  middle  of  the 
discussion  of  the  1st  Rule.  They  had 
arrived  at  the  point  when  it  became  ne- 
cessary to  give  the  initiative  for  some 
purpose  or  other  yet  to  be  defined.  They 
had  already  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  initiative  was  to  be  given  to  the 
Speaker  when  the  House  was  full,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  the 
Chair,  and  also  to  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means ;  but  to  no  other  per- 
son when  the  House  happened  to  be  in 
Committee.  He  did  not  think  they 
could  get  beyond  that ;  and  if  they  at- 
tempted to  make  distinctions,  they  would 
only  find  themselves  landed  in  confu- 
sion. For  this  reason  he  did  not  think 
they  ought  to  entertain  such  a  proposal 
as  that  which  had  been  made  by  his 
noble  Friend.  He  felt  that  there  ought 
to  be  a  distinction  between  cases  when 
the  House  was  in  full  possession  of  its 
faculties  ;  of  course,  he  used  the  word 
**  faculties  ''in  its  proper  sense,  and  it 
was  a  perfectly  accurate  word  to  use. 
There  ought  to  be  a  difference  when  the 
House  was  in  full  possession  of  its 
powers  and  faculties,  and  when  it  was  in 
the  less  perfect  condition  it  assumed 
when  in  Committee.     He  had  no  doubt 
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the  J  ought  to  plcu!6  in  the  hands  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  powers 
of  a  disciplinary  character,  and  that  he 
should  possess  ample  means  for  securing 
order  and  putting  a  stop  to  wilful  Ob- 
struction ;  but  it  would  tend,  he  thought, 
to  confuse  rather  than  to  improve  the 
Kesolution  if  they  were  to  attempt  to 
introduce  into  it  any  further  discretion- 
ary power  such  as  that  which  had  been 
proposed  by  his  noble  Friend. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
that  if  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill) 
went  to  a  division  he  would  certainly 
vote  with  him.  The  Amendment  merely 
provided  for  an  appeal  from  a  man  who 
must  necessarily  be  to  some  extent  in- 
experienced, who  found  himself  placed 
in  a  position  of  great  difficulty,  and  to 
whom  very  considerable  powers  had 
been  given.  The  Speaker  was  the  na- 
tural person  to  whom  the  Deputy  Speaker 
should  refer.  It  would  cause  no  official 
delay.  At  the  outside  20  minutes  would 
be  sufficient  to  enable  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  to  consult  the  Speaker, 
and  to  reconsider  any  step  he  might  have 
taken.  The  Prime  Minister  maintained 
that  the  Speaker,  not  being  present  at 
the  Sittings  of  the  House  in  Commit- 
tee, would  not  be  in  a  position  to  judge 
of  the  merits  of  the  question  upon 
which  his  advice  was  asked.  He  at- 
tached very  little  weight  to  that  argu- 
ment. It  would  equally  apply  to  the 
decisions  of  the  Judges  of  Appeal. 
Every  Judge  of  Appeal  was  accustomed 
to  overrule  or  support  the  decision  of  the 
Court  below,  although  he  had  not  heard 
the  case  in  the  first  instance,  and  all  his 
knowledge  of  it  was  derived  from  the 
report  made  to  him  of  the  facts.  In  the 
same  way  the  facts  of  the  case  would  be 
reported  to  the  Speaker  by  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means.  Ho  was  sure 
that  the  statement  made  by  the  Chair- 
man to  the  Speaker  would  be  accurate, 
and  that  the  Speaker  would  experience 
no  difficulty  in  giving  his  assistance  and 
advice  to  the  Chairman. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  56;  Noes 
204  :  Majority  148.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  348.) 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  thought  they  had  now  arrived  at  a 
time  when  it  was  desirable  to  move  the 
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adjournment  of  the  debate.  They  had 
reached  the  important  Amendment 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Hampshire  (Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth)  had  placed  upon  the  Paper. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  must  point  out 
that  no  such  Motion  could  be  made  at 
the  present  moment,  seeing  that  there  is 
no  Question  before  the  House. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT :  I 
was  about  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  charge  of  the  next  Amend- 
ment has  a  claim  to  be  heard. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  :  If  it  would 
not  involve  the  loss  of  my  right  to  move 
the  Amendment,  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  if  he  does  not  think 
the  time  has  now  arrived  when  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate  or  of  the  House 
might  be  agreed  to  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
hour  (12.15)  is  quite  early,  and  I  think 
the  discussion  may  be  continued  a  little 
longer.  There  are  an  enormous  num- 
ber of  Amendments  upon  the  Paper, 
and  the  ordinary  Business  of  the  Session 
is  continued  until  a  much  later  hour. 
Perhaps,  in  three  quarters  of  an  hour 
from  the  present  time,  it  may  be  advis- 
able to  adjourn. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  then  moved, 
as  an  Amendment  to  the  proposed  Ist 
Resolution,  in  line  2,  after  the  word 
**  House,"  to  insert  the  words  **  not 
being  the  Committee  of  Supply."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  he  had  not 
asked  the  Prime  Minister  to  consent  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  because 
he  was  not  prepared  to  go  on  with  his 
Amendment,  but  because  he  thought 
there  was  a  general  feeling  that  the 
adjournment  should  now  take  place.  If 
he  had  been  mistaken,  it  showed,  at  all 
events,  how  difficult  it  was  to  ascertain 
what  the  general  feeling  of  the  House 
was.  He  hoped,  in  the  few  observationB 
he  was  about  to  make  in  introducing  the 
Amendment  to  the  House,  that  he  should 
not  repeat  himself,  or  give  occasion  to 
any  other  hon.  Member  to  repeat  any  of 
the  arguments  or  representations  which 
had  been  placed  before  the  House  that 
day  and  yesterday.  He  would  assume, 
for  the  purposes  of  his  argument,  that 
there  was  to  be  an  initiative  of  the 
cloture  by  the  Speaker  and  also  by  the 
Chairman  of  Wa^s  and  Means ;  and  whut 
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he  coDtended,  and  sought  by  the  Amend- 
ment to  secure,  was  that  the  initiative 
by  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
should  not  be  permitted  in  Committee 
of  Supply.  It  was  one  thing  to  prevent 
or  to  put  an  end  to  wearisome  debates 
by  means  of  a  new,  a  strong,  and,  he 
had  almost  said,  a  violent  process ;  but 
it  would  be  quite  another  thing  to  ex- 
tort the  public  money  by  means  of  the 
same  course  of  procedure.  He  believed 
that  there  was  a  Constitutional  and  a  very 
serious  practical  objection  to  the  use  of 
this  instrument  for  closing  debate  in 
Committee  of  Supply.  It  would  be  alto- 
gether inapplicable  to  the  proceedings 
of  the  House  in  Supply.  It  was  en- 
tirely inapplicable  to  such  proceedings ; 
and  he  thought  that  no  hon.  Member  who 
took  the  trouble  to  read  the  Besolution 
would  fail  to  come  to  the  conclusion 
which  he  came  to  when  he  read  it  some 
months  ago— that  it  was  not  drawn  with 
a  yiew  to  its  being  applied  to  any  pro- 
ceedings in  Committee,  much  less  to  the 
proceedings  in  Committee  of  Supply,  but 
that  it  was  drawn  with  the  view  of  put- 
ting a  stop  to  those  protracted  discus- 
sions which  had  been  going  on  from 
day  to  day  and  from  week  to  week,  and 
of  which  they  had  had  for  several  years 
so  much  cause  to  complain  bitterly.  Any 
hon.  Member  who  remembered  the  re- 
markable speech  of  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  in  the  early 
part  of  t&e  Session  would  recollect  that 
that  was  the  burthen  of  the  song  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  and  that  the  noble 
Marquess  pointed  out  that  it  was  to  de- 
bates of  that  character  that  the  Besolu- 
tions  were  to  be  applied.  The  noble 
Marquess  even  went  still  further,  and 
named  certain  hon.  Members  whom  he 
supposed  would  be  the  first  victims  of 
the  New  Kules.  He  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 
was  of  opinion  that  the  cldture  was  en- 
tirely inapplicable  to  the  proceedings  in 
Committee  of  Supply.  Everybody  knew 
what  the  proceedings  in  Committee  of 
Supply  were.  They  came  on  generally 
at  a  very  inconvenient  hour — at  an 
hour  of  the  day,  sometimes,  when  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
W.  M.  Johnson)  declined  to  make  a 
speech  or  address  the  House  at  all. 
This  was  not  from  any  fault  on  the 
part  of  those  who  were  interested 
in  the  discussion  of  the  Estimates,  or 
vho  desired  to  take  part  in  their  discus- 


sion, but  from  the  fault  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  preferred  other  and  more 
interesting  Business,  or  the  fault  of 
Members  who  allowed  interminable  Mo- 
tions to  intervene  before  the  House  was 
allowed  to  go  into  Committee  of  Supply. 
The  House  at  9  o'clock,  when  it  went 
into  Committee  of  Supply,  was  very 
often  in  an  empty  condition ;  and  how 
was  the  proposed  new  Bule  to  be  worked 
with  the  House  in  such  a  state,  if  it 
should  appear  to  the  Chairman,  under 
such  circumstances,  during  any  debate, 
that  sufficiently  rapid  progress  was  not 
being  made  ?  The  position  of  the  House 
would  be  this.  The  great  majority  of  hon. 
Members  would  have  gone  to  dinner. 
The  few  who  remained  in  the  House 
desired  to  address  themselves  to  the 
Business  before  the  Committee ;  but 
there  were  only  one  or  two  Members 
on  the  Treasury  Bench,  and  none  at 
all  on  the  Bench  opposite.  Was  the 
conversation  which  ensued  on  the  Ques- 
tion being  put  from  the  Chair  in  any 
sense  debate  ?  He  thought  not.  The 
Question  put  to  the  Committee  was 
that  a  certain  sum  of  money  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  whereupon  hon.  Mem- 
bers, who  felt  it  their  duty  to  do  so, 
moved  Amendments  or  asked  questions, 
to  which  they  expected  replies  from  the 
Treasury  Bench.  But  if  this  Besolution 
were  adopted  it  would  be  easy  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  for  the  Chairman  to 
hold  that  the  debate  had  gone  on  to  an 
unreasonable  length,  and  the  general 
sense  of  the  two  divisions  of  the  House 
might  seem  to  sanction  the  adoption  of 
the  cldtun ;  and  in  that  way  an  important 
Amendment,  which  might  have  come 
before  the  Committee,  had  time  been 
given,  would  be  shut  out,  and  the  money 
would  be  obtained  without  further  dis- 
cussion. But  what  was  the  evident  sense 
of  the  House  which  the  Chairman  had  to 
ascertain  ?  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn),  for  in- 
stance, might  get  up  in  his  place  to 
oppose  the  salary  of  the  Lord  Privy  Seal ; 
and,  perhaps,  a  number  of  Gentlemen  of 
the  same  way  of  thinking,  who  intended 
in  the  course  of  an  hour  or  two  to  return 
from  the  Lobby  or  the  Dining  Boom  to 
give  their  vote  in  favour  of  his  Motion, 
might  be  absent.  It  was  clear,  then, 
that  the  sense  of  the  House,  as  repre- 
sented by  these  Gentlemen,  might  be 
quite  different  from  the  real  sense  of  the 
House  at  the  time.    He  said,  therefore, 
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that  the  procedure  by  way  of  eldiure  was 
entirely  opposed  and  inapplicable  to  the 
Business  m  Committee  of  Supply;  more- 
over, he  held  it  to  be  unnecessary.  It 
was  chiefly  the  second  readin(2^s  of  Bills 
that  were  opposed  in  an  Obstructive 
manner  —  certainly,  as  far  as  his  ex- 
perience served  him,  it  was  not  discussion 
in  Supply  that  required  to  be  dealt  with 
in  the  manner  proposed  by  the  Resolu- 
tion. Again,  there  were  other  directions 
in  which  procedure  in  Supply  might  be 
greatly  improved  ;  and  they  already 
had  an  intimation  of  the  views  of 
the  Government  on  this  subject,  be- 
cause they  proposed  to  extend  their 
system  of  progress  in  Supply  to  other 
than  Government  nights.  If  it  were 
not  irrelevant  he  should  be  indined  to 
object  to  the  very  limited  opportunity 
for  discussion  on  going  into  Supply 
which  the  Government  proposed  to 
afford,  and  he  would  rather  say  that 
when  once  a  Class  of  the  Estimates 
had  been  opened  no  intervcDing  Mo- 
tion should  be  admitted  until  that  Class 
had  been  completed.  That  plan  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  adopt  in 
preference  to  the  stringent  and  limited 
expedient  which  they  had  indicated  ; 
and,  further,  he  would  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  there  were  other  Kesolutions 
on  the  Paper  which  would  greatly  faci- 
litate procedure  in  Supply.  But  his 
strongest  objection  was  to  the  highly 
unconstitutional  character  which  the 
application  of  the  proposed  power  might 
assume.  Hon.  Members  were  aware 
that  at  certain  times  nothing  could  ex- 
ceed the  anxiety  of  a  Government  to  get 
money;  and  there  were  many  conceiv- 
able circumstances  under  which,  if  the 
cldture  were  in  force,  he  did  not  think 
a  Chairman  of  Committees  would  re- 
frain from  endeavouring  to  assist  them 
in  this  respect.  Anything  more  unsatis- 
factory to  the  people  at  large  could 
hardly  be  imagined  than  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  should  be  able,  by 
means  of  this  stringent  Hule,  pointing 
a  pistol,  as  it  were,  at  the  head  of  the 
Committee  to  obtain  money  in  Supply, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  silence  those 
who  desired  to  express  their  grievances 
in  a  Constitutional  manner.  This  was 
neither  an  exaggerated  nor  a  fanciful 
view  of  what  might  take  place,  and  he 
asked  hon.  Gentlemen  to  say  whether 
bis  anticipations  were  not  likely  on 
inanj  occasions  to  be  realized  ?    It  was 

Mr,  Schier-Booih 


on  Monday,  the  1  dth  of  March  last,  tbat 
the  Army  Estimates  were  taken  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  and  on  the  evening  of 
the  previous  Friday  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
came  down  and  stated  that  on  the  fol- 
lowing Monday  the  first  Vote  must  be 
passed — an  announcement  which  in  that 
House  he  had  never  heard  paralleled. 
It  was  not,  however,  so  bad  as  what 
followed,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
on  the  Monday,  did  not  begin  to  make 
his  very  important  Statement  until  1 
o'clock   in   the    morning,    and    having 
taken  ample  time  in  its  delivery,  the 
Committee  were  then  and  there  required 
to  pass  a  Vote  of  £4,000,000  for  the 
Army.     He  would  not  go  back  into  all 
the  circumstances,  but  peculiar  reasons 
were  alleged  for  the  desire  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  press  for  a  Vote 
on   that  occasion  —  reasons,    however, 
which  were  not  well  founded,  inasmuch 
as  they  proceeded  on  a  too  scrupulous 
estimate  of  the  time  required  for  the 
progress  of  a  Money  Bill  through  Par- 
liament.    Knowing,  then,  the  desire  of 
the  Government  and  the  natural  wish  of 
the  Chairman  to  facilitate  the  progress 
of  Government  Business,  no  one  could 
doubt  that  had    this  weapon    of   the 
cldture  been  available   at    the  time  it 
would  have  been  put  into  operation,  and 
£4,000,000   would  have  been  extorted 
from  the  Committee  of  Supply  without 
any  discussion,  and  with  a  precipitation 
which  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  having  knowledge  of  the  mode 
in  which  financial  Business  should  be 
conducted,  believed  to  be  entirely  un- 
necessary,   or  who,  at   all   events,  felt 
that  the  conduct  of   the   Government 
was    overstrained.       He    believed    he 
had  made  out — first,  the  want  of  ap- 
plicability of  the  cldture  to  the   usual 
course  of    Supply  ;    secondly,    that   it 
was  not  required  in  view  of  the  other 
improvements  proposed  for  the  conduct 
of  Business  which  would  probably  be 
adopted  by  the  House;    and,   thirdly, 
that  the  proposal  was  unconstitutioniu. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  believed 
the  House  would  pause  before  accepting 
it.     In  submitting  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice  to  the  con- 
sideration of  hon.  Members,  he  expressed 
a  hope  that  if  the  other  Resolutions 
should  not  find  favour  with  the  House, 
the  Government  would  endeavour  to  find 
out  some  other  means  of  facilitating 
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progress  in  Supply.    Without  any  wish 
to  prolong  the  present  discussion,   he 
mentioned  that  expressions  of  encourage- 
ment  were   frequently   given    to    hon. 
Members  in   criticizing  the    Estimates 
from  the  Front  Benches  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  and  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment were  accustomed  particularly  to 
point  out  that  full  and  ample  discussion 
was  desirable.     His  own  view  was  that, 
since  the  time  when  full  and  detailed 
explanation  of  the  Estimates  was  given 
to  the  House  weeks  and  months  before- 
hand, the  right  of  discussion  and  criti- 
cism should  be  as  free  as  possible,  but 
that  it  should  be  used  as  little  as  possible 
by  Members  of  the  House.     He  did  not 
think  that  much  practical  good   arose 
from  the  conversational  inquiries  across 
the  Table  of  the  House  upon  matters 
which,  after  all,  were  to  be  found  set 
oat  on  the  pages  of  the  Estimates,  and 
he   was  not  one  of  those  to  encourage 
discussion  of   that  kind.     It  was,   no 
doubt,  one  of  the  Constitutional  func- 
tions of  the  House  that  it  should  vote  in 
Committee  of  Supply  with  absolute  free- 
dom.    He  believed,  however,  that  the 
proposed  application  of  the  eldture  to 
procedure  in  Supply  might  be  made 
great  use  of,  he  would  not  say  by  an 
unscrupulous    Government,    but    by  a 
Government  pressed  with  regard  to  its 
finances ;  and  he  thought  they  ought  to 
obtain  from  the  present  occupants  of  the 
Treasury  Bench  a  distinct  declaration 
that  they  would  not  make  use  of  any 
suoh  means  of  pressing  forward  their 
financial  Business.     The  attention  of  the 
Qovemment  had  probably  been  called  to 
this  point,  although,  in  the  earlier  part 
of  the  Session,  no  allusion  had  been  made 
to  it.     It  seemed  to  him  that  the  idea  of 
the  Goremment  should  be  more  clearly 
framed,  and  that  much  more  stringent 
Begulations  should  be  introduced  if  the 
Mure  were  intended  to  be   made  ap- 
plicable to  such  a  Constitutional  right  of 
the  House  as  the  voting  of  public  money. 
For  these  reasons  he  begged  to  move 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  2,  by  inserting,  after  the  word 
**  Hoiue,"  the  words  "  not  being  the  Committee 
of  Supply."— (Jfr.  Sclater-Booth.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  not  being  the  Committee  of  Supply '  be 
there  inserted." 

YOL.  CCI^XXIV.    [tuied  series.] 


Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  question 
which  had  been  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  was  one  that  it  was 
perfectly  fair  to  bring  to  the  special 
attention  of  the  House ;  but  it  was  also 
one  upon  which  it  appeared  quite  clear 
to  his  mind  that  the  balance  of  the 
argument  was  altogether  against  the 
Amendment  proposed.  He  might  say, 
in  the  first  place,  that  he  saw  no  advan- 
tage in  bringing  into  this  discussion  a 
reference  to  the  **  £4,000,000  night." 
It  was  to  be  deplored  that  they  found 
themselves  obliged  to  go  into  Committee- 
of  Supply,  as  they  did  on  that  occasion, 
at  I  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  that  a 
most  important  statement  of  the  Minister 
of  War  should  have  been  made  at  an 
hour  when  it  was  too  late  to  be  reported, 
and  when  it  was  impossible  to  have  a 
proper  attendance.  That  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  compelled  to  take  that 
large  Vote  of  money  under  those  circum- 
stances was  certainly  a  strange  proceed- 
ing, the  recurrence  of  which  they  would 
do  their  utmost  to  prevent.  But  this 
was  wholly  due  to  the  precedence  given 
to  preliminary  Motions ;  and  so  far  from 
its  being  supposed  that  the  Government 
had,  on  that  occasion,  any  reason  to 
complain  of  the  House,  or  of  any  dispo- 
sition on  the  part  of  the  House  to  pro- 
long the  debate  unduly,  they  wore  very 
thankful  for  the  assistance  rendered  them 
in  their  endeavour  to  act  in  conformity 
with  the  law  ;  and,  therefore,  he  could 
not  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  occasion  in  question  afforded 
the  slightest  opportunity  for  the  appli- 
cation of  the  proposed  Kule.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  advanced  several 
arguments  in  support  of  his  Amend- 
ment. He  said,  in  the  first  place,  that 
Supply  came  on  not  infrequently  in  the 
more  early  hours  of  the  evening,  and 
at  a  time  when  there  was  a  limited 
number  of  Members  in  the  House.  But 
they  had  made  an  absolute  provision  to 
prevent  the  stoppage  of  debate  at  a  time 
when,  owing  to  the  very  limited  attend- 
ance of  Members,  the  Government  might 
have  an  undue  preponderance,  by  the 
Eule  embodied  in  the  1st  Besolution, 
which  absolutely  required  that  what- 
ever might  be  the  number  of  Mem- 
bers opposing,  there  must  be,  at  least, 
100  Members  as  a  minimum  support- 
ing the  application  of  the  Hule.  The 
idea,  therefore,  that  this  was  to  be 
done  by   a  handful  of  Members  in  a 
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House,  comparatively  speaking,  empty 
had  no  foundation.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tloman  then  said  there  was  nothing  to 
justify  the  application  of  the  Eule  to 
procedure  in  Committee  of  Supply.     He 
was  sorry  to  differ  from  him  on  this  point ; 
but  there  had  been*  frequent  occasions  of 
diflB.culty  in  Committee  of  Supply,  and 
it  would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  that  ** All-Night  Sittings"  had 
to  be  held  in  consequence  of  the  dispo- 
sition which  had  been  shown  to  retard 
Business.    But  was  there  any  reason  for 
exempting  a  particular  class  of  Com- 
mittees from  the  Rule  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  apply  to  Committees  in  general? 
He  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  they  should  be  most  careful  of 
the  Privileges  of  the  House  in  regard  to 
Supply;  and,  anxious  as  he  was  to  see 
efficiency  restored  to  their  Procedure,  he 
should  be  most  jealous  of  limiting  the 
right  of  any  Member  of  the  Committee 
to  speak  as  often  as  he  thought  neces- 
sary.    Let  the  House  consider  whether 
they  should,  on  that  ground,  exempt  the 
Committee  of  Supply  from  the  operation 
of  this  Hule.     So  far  from  its  being  the 
fact  that  in  Committee  of  Supply  there 
were    fewer   opportunities    of    moving 
Amendments  than  in  Committee  on  a 
Bill,    their    number    was    very    much 
greater  ;    and  for  this  reason — when  in 
Committee  on  a  Bill,  if,  after  an  Amend- 
ment had   been    disposed    of,    another 
Amendment,  not  identical  with  it,  but 
approximating  to  it,  were  proposed,  the 
Chairman  would  probably  rule  it  out  of 
Order ;   but  if  an  approximate  Amend- 
ment were  proposed  in   Committee  of 
Supply  it  could  not  be  so  ruled.     If,  for 
instance,  it  were  proposed  to  reduce  a 
Vote  by  the  sum  of  £600  and  the  Mo- 
tion  were  negatived,  an   hon.  Member 
could  then  move  a  reduction  of  £550, 
which    might  be  followed  by  another 
proposal  to  reduce   the  Vote  by  £500, 
and  these  could   not  be  ruled   out   of 
Order  by  the  Chairman,  because  each 
Motion  was  specifically  different  from 
the  others.     Therefore,  while  the  power 
of  speaking  in  Committee  of  Supply  was 
unlimited,    and    he   hoped     would   re- 
main so,  the  power  of  moving  Amend- 
ments in  Supply  was  far  greater  than  it 
was  in  Committee  on  a  Bill.     But  what 
was  the  procedure  which  followed  Com- 
mittee on  a  Bill  ?  The  Bill  was  reported, 
and  no  Question  was  put  from  the  Chair 
but  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  considered." 

Mr.  ehdstane 


Members  who  desired  to  raise  queetions 
must  themselves  frame  their  Amend- 
ments and  make  their  references  to  par- 
ticular parts  of  the  Bill.  But  what  was 
the  case  in  Supply,  where  every  Beso- 
lution  of  Committee  must  be  cited  from 
the  Chair,  and  a  distinct  opportunity  of 
amendment  must  be  open  to  all  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  ?  For  these  reasons, 
he  believed  it  was  essential  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  be  rejected.  Supply  was 
the  most  important  Business  of  the 
House ;  and,  therefore,  it  ought  to  be  the 
last  to  be  submitted  to  gagging  laws. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  could  as- 
sure hon.  Members  that  he  had  had 
some  experience  of  this  question  in 
Committee  of  Supply.  He  had  heard 
with  some  surprise  the  statement  that 
after  an  Amendment  to  reduce  a  Vote 
of  £600  to  £550  had  been  moved  and 
rejected.  Motions  to  reduce  it  to  £500, 
£450,  and  so  on  ad  infinitum  could  he 
made.  He  did  not  think  it  possible  for 
such  Motions  to  be  made.  When  he 
had  ventured  upon  that  course  he  had 
always  been  quickly  stopped  by  the  pre- 
siding authority ;  and  he  really  could 
not  say  that  the  presiding  authority  had 
been  very  wrong  in  stopping  him.  He 
was  afraid  the  Prime  Minister  was  un- 
acquainted with  the  later  practice  of  the 
House.  There  was  strong  reason  why 
the  Committee  of  Supply  should  be  free 
from  the  operation  of  the  Gagging  Clause, 
and  that  was  that  Supply  was  the  main 
Business  of  the  House  of  Commons — 
the  Business  which,  above  all  other  Busi- 
ness, should  be  protected  against  Mi- 
nisterial interference  or  the  arbitrary 
action  of  Ministerial  nominees  or  place- 
men. If  the  experiment  was  to  be  tried, 
and  tlie  gagging  laws  were  to  have 
application,  they  ought  to  be  applied 
to  other  Departments  of  the  Business  of 
the  House,  and  they  ought  to  see  whe- 
ther Supply  could  not  be  left  unaffected 
by  this  Kesolution.  The  only  result  of 
applying  the  gagging  laws  to  the  Busi- 
ness of  Supply  would  be  that  the  Go- 
vernment, knowing  they  had  power  to 
shut  up  discussion,  would  put  off  Supply 
to  the  last  moment,  when,  under  the 
plea  of  Urgency,  they  could  manufacture 
as  much  *'  evident  sense  of  the  House" 
as  they  needed. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  would  not 
detain  the  House  more  than  a  moment 
or  two  in  supporting  the  Amendment  of 


261  Parliament— Business  of  the  {Octobeb  26,  1882)     Rous$-'T}ie  New  RuUs.  262 


his  right  hon.  Friend.  With  regard  to 
the  Nayj  Estimates  for  the  last  two  Ses- 
sions, for  a  yariety  of  reasons  they  had 
been  introduced  at  a  period  of  the  year 
which  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  had  recognized  as  extremely 
inconvenient.  With  regard  to  these  Esti- 
mates, there  were  a  limited  number  of 
naval  officers  and  others  in  the  House 
who  possessed  special  information  on 
these  subjects — certainly  not  40,  which 
number  was  necessary  to  make  the 
quorum  which  had  been  alluded  to  as 
necessary  to  support  the  discussion. 
Under  this  New  Rule,  then,  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Navy  Estimates  might 
be  put  a  stop  to  at  any  moment.  The 
Prime  Minister,  having  other  things  to 
attend  to,  was  seldom  present  during 
the  discussion  of  naval  subjects.  Many 
others  were  usually  absent ;  and  it  might 
be  difficult  to  make  a  quorum.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself,  however,  would 
admit  that  the  subjects  discussed  — 
involving,  as  they  did,  the  expenditure 
of  £10,000,000  or  £12,000,000— were 
subjects  which  should  be  adequately 
discussed  in  the  House.  But,  seeing 
that  the  presence  of  140  Members  would 
be  necessary  to  close  such  a  debate,  if 
the  discussion  of  the  Navy  Estimates 
was  being  taken  in  August,  and  the 
Government  found  it  inconvenient  to 
allow  it  to  continue,  they  could  easily 
bring  down  100  Members  to  silence  the 
40  who  were  discussing  those  Votes, 
and  shut  up  the  debate.  The  result  of 
that  might  be  that  they  might  have 
£10,000,000  voted  without  discussion  at 
all.  During  the  time  he  had  had  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  Parliament  he  had 
known  only  two  Speakers ;  but  he  had 
sat  under  seven  Chairmen  of  Commit- 
tees ;  and  he  was  sure,  from  the  way  in 
which  subjects  in  Supply  were  disposed 
of,  that  in  the  future  the  Navy  Estimates 
would  be  shut  out  of  discussion  unless 
this  Amendment  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SALT  said,  they  must  consider 
the  operation  of  the  adturey  not  with 
regard  to  hon.  or  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  sat  on  the  Ministerial  or  the  Oppo- 
sition side  of  the  House,  but  with  regard 
to  the  position  and  action  of  some  Go- 
vernment at  some  future  time,  and  pos- 
rihly  at  a  very  near  time.  They  must 
remember  that  every  future  Government 
would  not  only  apply  the  Kules  that 
oxisted  in  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
be  guided  and  be  trained  up  by  the 


Bules  they  found  in  existence  when  they 
acceded  to  Office.  They  might  be  tempted 
to  use  the  Hules  they  found  in  existence 
in  a  manner  that  was  not  intended  when 
the  Rules  were  first  framed.  He  did 
not  wish  to  make  too  much  of  this ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  it  was  a  point  they 
should  not  lose  sight  of  throughout 
the  whole  of  those  discussions.  There 
was  one  other  thing  he  wished  to  say 
on  this  matter.  As  to  Supply,  it  was 
extremely  important,  both  for  the  sake 
of  the  House  and  the  country  at  large, 
that  there  should  be,  not  only  no  real 
interference  with  the  freedom  of  dis- 
cussion in  Supply,  biit  no  apparent 
interference  with  it.  It  ought  not  to 
be  possible  to  interfere  with  it;  but, 
more  than  that;  it  ought  to  be  impos- 
sible for  anyone,  either  inside  or  out- 
side the  House,  however  hostile  to  the 
Government  of  the  day,  to  be  able  to 
say  that  the  Eules  of  the  House  had 
been  so  framed  that  it  was  possible  to 
interfere  with  the  freedom  of  Supply. 
With  regard  to  the  application  of  this 
Rule  to  Supply,  he  would  observe  that 
if  it  were  once  applied  to  it,  it  would  be 
extremely  difficult  to  withdraw  it  after- 
wards; and,  on  the  other  hand,  if  it  were 
not  applied  to  Supply,  and  were  found 
to  work  exceedingly  well  in  those  cases 
in  which  it  was  applied — which  it  might 
do,  for  he  was  not  at  all  prejudiced  in 
the  matter  one  way  or  the  other — it 
would  be  very  easy  indeed  to  extend  it 
to  Supply.  He  should  say  in  all  busi- 
ness matters,  large  or  small,  and  espe- 
cially in  matters  of  great  Constitutional 
importance,  such  as  those  they  were  now 
discussing,  it  was  very  much  wiser  to  go 
below  or  within  what  they  wished  rather 
than  above  or  beyond  it — it  was  not  only 
wiser,  but  very  much  safer,  and  better 
for  the  House  and  everybody  concerned. 
It  was  the  wise  and  business-like  way 
of  acting.  If  they  abstained  from  ap- 
plying this  Cloture  Rule  to  Supply,  if  it 
was  found  to  work  well  in  other  cases, 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  at  some 
future  time  in  extending  it  to  Supply. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
It  is  to  be  regretted  that  any  necessity 
at  all  should  have  arisen  for  the  adop- 
tion of  Rules  for  the  limitation  of  de- 
bates. Everyone  knows  it  would  be 
much  better  if  Members  were  willing 
universally  to  bow  of  their  own  accord 
to  the  general  sense  of  the  House,  and 
to  refrain  from  prolonging  debates  when 
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the  general  sense  of  the  House  that 
they  should  terminate  had  been  mani- 
fested. All,  however,  must  now  acknow- 
ledge that  the  time  has  gone  by  for  us 
to  expect  that.  There  is  a  certain  sec- 
tion of  Members  who  are  not  disposed 
to  allow  such  manifestations  to  guide 
their  course  of  conduct,  and  it  is  gene- 
rally admitted  that  some  restrictions  on 
the  liberty  of  debate  are  necessary. 
That  being  so,  I  would  ask  the  House 
to  consider  whether  it  is  wise  to  exclude 
any  class  of  debate  from  the  operation 
of  the  Eule  the  House  may  think  it 
necessary  to  adopt  ?  If  the  House  should 
ever — I  trust  that  the  necessity  may  not 
occur — but  if  the  House  should  ever  at 
any  future  time  have  again  to  enter  into 
a  contest  with  organized  Obstruction, 
hon.  Members  may  rest  assured  that 
every  weapon  at  the  disposal  of  the 
House  will  have  to  be  made  use  of  to 
put  a  stop  to  it.  It  would  be,  in  my 
opinion,  the  height  of  folly  to  pass  Eules 
restricting  debate  on  certain  subjects, 
and  yet,  by  the  omission  of  Supply, 
acknowledge  that  Obstruction  in  that 
important  Business  may  take  place.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
Amendment  said  he  did  not  know  that 
Obstruction  had  taken  place  in  the  Busi- 
ness of  Supply.  Well,  perhaps  it  has  not 
taken  place  so  frequently  in  Supply  as 
on  other  occasions ;  but  I  can  recollect 
during  recent  years  several  occasions  on 
which  large  majorities  on  both  sides  have 
been  reluctantly  compelled  to  sit  up  the 
best  part  of  the  night  at  the  will  of  a 
small  minority  to  pass  some  Irish  Votes. 
That  kind  of  thing  has  not  only  occurred 
during  the  existence  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment, but  I  find  that  in  1877  a 
precisely  similar  case  occurred — during 
a  period  when  the  late  Government 
were  in  Office.  On  the  2nd  of  July, 
1877,  on  the  Army  Estimates,  at  half- 
past  12  o'clock,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  moved  to 
report  Progress,  and  he  did  so  for  the 
purpose  of  calling  attention  to  the  ab- 
sence of  Irish  Volunteers  from  the  Eng- 
lish Volunteer  Vote.  The  Government 
protested  against  the  course  that  was 
being  taken,  and  entered  into  a  long 
contest  with  a  small  number  of  Irish 
Members.  The  usual  course  was  followed 
—namely,  Motions  to  report  Progress, 
followed  by  Motions  that  the  Chairman 
do  leave  the  Chair,  and  various  at- 
tempts to  coont  out  the  House.     Several 
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scenes,  so  common  on  those  oocasions, 
took  place,  and  all  I  would  call  attention 
to  is  the  concluding  observation  of  the 
remaining  Member  of  the  Government 
(Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson),  who  was 
then  the  sole  occupant  of  the  Treasury 
Bench.     He  said  that — 

"  The  probable  result  of  the  courae  pursued 
would  bo  an  alteration  of  the  Rules  of  Debate, 
and  a  curtailment  of  the  privilegea  of  Mem- 
bers." 

Notice  was  then  taken  that  there  were 
not  40  Members  present,  and  the  House 
stood  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  7  in 
the  morning. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
the  remarks  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
just  sat  down  were  very  interesting,  and 
threw  some  light  on  the  intention  of  the 
Government  as  to  the  further  progress 
of  the  proposition  now  before  the  House. 
He  undarstood  the  noble  Lord  distinctly 
to  state — and  he  heard  it  with  great 
satisfaction — that  in  the  proposals  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  submitted 
with  a  view  to  restrict  debate,  they  had 
had  in  their  minds  only  the  fact  that 
there  was  a  certain  section  of  Members 
in  the  House  who  were  unwilling  to 
defer  to  the  general  opinion  of  the 
House.  No  one  would  for  a  moment 
venture  to  suggest  that  that  could  be 
truly  stated  of  the  whole  of  the  Mem- 
bers who  sat  upon  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House,  or  of  the  minority  of 
one,  whatever  Government  might  be  in 
Ofhce.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  they 
might  have  some  further  statement,  when 
they  came  to  the  proposal  of  his  riffht 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gib- 
son), which  would  show  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  prepared  to 
adopt  that  proposal  to  meet  the  evil 
they  really  desired  to  put  down.  The 
noble  Lord  had  gone  on  to  say  that  he 
would  give  them  an  example  of  the  way 
in  which  Votes  in  Supply  had  been  ob- 
structed under  the  present  system.  The 
noble  Lord  had  not  ventured  to  suggest 
that  Votes  in  Supply  had  ever  been  ob- 
structed by  the  general  body  of  the 
Opposition  in  that  House.  The  noble 
Lord  had  simply  quoted  instances  where, 
both  in  the  time  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment and  in  the  time  of  their  Prede- 
cessors, the  Irish  Votes  had  been  re- 
sisted by  a  very  small  minority  indeed. 
The  noble  Lord  had  gone  on  to  say  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  Sedretaiy 
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to  the  Treasuij  (Sir  Henry  Selwin- 
Ibbetson)  on  one  occasion,  when  Ob- 
struction in  Supply  was  practised,  ex- 
pressed  his  opinion  that  the  privileges 
of  Members  in  debate  must  in  some 
degree  be  restricted.  That  was  un- 
doubtedly true,  and  it  was  proposed  to 
restrict  the  privileges  of  Members  in 
debate  in  Supply  precisely  on  those 
points  on  which  Obstruction  then  pro- 
ceeded ;  for  what  did  he  find  in  the 
2nd  Hesolution  that  the  Prime  Mini- 
ster had  placed  on  the  Paper?  He 
found  there  certain  provisions  laid  down 
that,  if  adopted,  would  render  it  abso- 
lutely impossible  for  any  small  number 
of  Members  to  defer  a  Vote  taken  in 
Supply  by  the  means  adopted  on  the 
occasion  referred  to.  And,  again,  he 
found  that  Obstructive  Motions  of  the 
kind  mentioned,  and  which  he  had  no 
doubt  had  been  made  use  of  on  many 
occasions,  were  to  be  put  down  by  the 
authority  of  the  Speaker,  or  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means,  without  appeal  of 
any  kind  to  the  House.  He  certainly 
must  say  that,  looking  at  these  pro- 
posals of  the  Government,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  everything  that  was  necessary 
to  enable  the  House  to  proceed  fairly 
and  properly  with  the  consideration  of 
Yotes  in  Supply  was  met  by  the  other 
proposals  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  placed  on  the  Paper,  and  that, 
in  pressing  the  application  of  this  par- 
ticular Kule  to  Supply,  they  were  press- 
ing a  Hule  not  required  to  deal  with  the 
topic  they  were  discussing,  and  likely  to 
be  understood — as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Salt) 
had  said — by  the  country  as  limiting 
the  privilege  of  debate  in  Supply, 
which  was  the  proudest  privilege  of  the 
House. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  had  sat  patiently  three-quarters  of  an 
hour  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  had  said  would  enable  the 
House  to  dispose  of  the  Amendment,  and 
yet  the  discussion  had  not  terminated. 
They  were  in  the  middle  of  a  most  im- 
portant debate  with  reference  to  Sup- 
ply ;  and  the  Prime  Minister  himself, 
Knowing  the  importance  of  the  discus- 
sion, and  knowing  the  time  that  had 
elapsed,  would  not,  he  would  venture 
to  say,  further  object  to  adjournment. 
He  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  would, 
tlisfefore,  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
dsbate. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  very  sorry 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  has  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  [Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot  :  Why  ?]  Be- 
cause it  appears  to  me  to  be  a  pure  loss 
of  time.  In  my  opinion,  the  question  is 
a  very  fair  one  to  raise ;  but  it  is  one  of 
limited  scope.  p*No,  no!"]  Yes;  I 
think  so.  We  have  discussed  it  and 
sifted  it  tolerably  well.  I  have  a  high 
opinion  of  the  ingenuity  of  several  hon. 
Members  of  the  House ;  but  it  seems  to 
me  that  even  they  must  be  unable  to 
discover  new  topics  for  discussion  on  this 
Amendment.  However,  as  this  is  the 
first  night  of  the  debate,  I  will  assent  to 
what  appears  to  be  the  general  wish  of 
the  House — namely,  to  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  would  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  27th  October,  1882. 


MINUTES.]— New  Writ  Issubd— Jbr  Edin- 
burgh City,  V,  James  Cowan,  esquire,  Chiltern 
Hundreds. 


Q  UE8TI0N8. 

LAND  REVENUE— THE  CLAREMONT 

ESTATE. 

Mr.  AETHUR  AENOLD  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
recent  sale  of  the  reversionary  interest 
of  the  Land  Eevenue  in  the  ClaremoDt 
Estate  to  Sir  Henry  Ponsonby  has  not 
caused  a  permanent  addition  to  that 
revenue  of  nearly  £3,000  a  year ;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  such  advantage,  the 
Office  of  Woods  and  Forests  will  be  pre- 
pared to  receive  and  to  report  with  equal 
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favour  upon  similar  oflfers  for  the  pur- 
chase of  all  saleable  lands  in  charge  of 
that  Department  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY  :  Sir,  this  is  a  very 
argumentative  Question  ;  but  I  will  en- 
deavour to  answer  it  in  a  short  compass. 
My  hon.  Friend  asks  whether  the  sale 
of  the  reversion  of  Claremont  has  not 
caused  a  permanent  addition  of  nearly 
£3,000  a-year  to  the  Land  Revenue. 
My  answer  is.  No.  There  has  been  an 
immediate  increase  of  revenue  at  the 
cost  of  a  reduction  on  the  amount 
which  would  hereafter  have  been  re- 
ceivable if  the  present  lease  had  been 
allowed  to  run  out.  The  rest  of  the 
Question  thus  proceeds  on  an  imaginary 
advantage ;  but  I  may  add  that  even  if 
the  Crown  farms  were  now  to  be  sold, 
the  proceeds  could  not,  under  the  exist- 
ing law,  be  invested  permanently  other- 
wise than  in  real  property.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  sell  thom  and  invest  the  money 
in  any  other  way  except  temporarily. 

AFRICA  (SOUTH)— ZULULAND— 
RETURN  OF  CETEWAYO. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther there  is  any  truth  in  the  statement 
of  the  Natal  Correspondent  of  the  '*  Daily 
News  "  that  Cotewayo  will  not  return  to 
Zululand  for  at  least  six  months  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Sir,  I 
hope,  and  I  believe,  that  no  such  long 
time  will  elapse  as  that  named  in  the 
Question  before  the  return  of  Cetewayo 
to  Zululand.  The  Colonial  Office  has 
been  in  constant  communication  with 
Sir  Henry  Bulwer,  with  reference  to  the 
details  of  the  arrangements  to  be  made ; 
and  my  hon.  Friend  knows  well  that 
there  are  very  complicated  interests  and 
circumstances  to  bo  considered.  But  in 
the  last  communication  from  Sir  Henry 
Bulwer,  ho  informs  us  that  a  despatch 
from  hira  is  on  its  way  to  England  con- 
taining the  final  details  and  provisions 
which  he  proposes  ;  and  he  adds  that  if 
these  proposals  are  approved  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  he  believes  that 
arrangements  may  be  made  for  Cete- 
wayo's  return  before  the  end  of  the 
year. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  lay. 
the  Papers  on  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  could  not  say  at  present. 

Mr,  Arthur  Arnold 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 

RULE  27— ORTGINATINO 

NOTICES. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  while  power  has  been  taken 
under  the  Land  Act  to  allow  land- 
lords to  serve  writs  and  ejectments  by 
registered  letter,  tenants  are  compelled 
to  effect  personal  or  house  service  of 
originating  notices  (Rule  27)  under  the 
Land  Act,  and  of  ten  days  notices  under 
the  Arrears  Act,  thus  causing  a  poor 
class  of  persons  much  needless  trouble 
and  expense;  whether  instructions  can 
be  given  affording  tenants  in  such  cases 
the  same  facilities  as  are  given  to  land- 
lords in  case  of  ejectments,  &c. ;  and, 
whether  the  Rules  framed  under  the 
Arrears  Act  have  been  presented  to 
Parliament  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
no  power  was  taken  under  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Act  to  allow  landlords  to 
serve  writs  or  ejectments  by  registered 
letter.  The  Act  gave  no  such  power, 
and  none  was  assumed.  Possibly,  this 
Question  has  in  view  a  Rule  of  the  Land 
Commission  presented  to  Parliament  ia 
March  last,  by  which  service  of  notice 
by  an  execution  creditor,  bankrupt's  as- 
signee, or  personal  representative  of  de- 
ceased tenants,  of  intention  to  sell  or 
purchase  a  tenancy  in  a  prescribed  dis- 
trict was  authorized  to  be  made  by  re- 
gistered letter.  This  Rule  has  ceased  to 
be  operative  with  the  expiration  of  the 
Protection  Act,  and  landlords  and  ten- 
ants are  precisely  in  the  same  position 
as  regards  the  service  of  notices  under 
the  Land  Act  and  Arrears  Act.  There 
was  a  Rule  under  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Act  which  autho- 
rized service  in  prescribed  districts  by 
registered  letter  of  all  writs  of  summons 
issuing  out  of  the  High  Court  of  Jus- 
tice ;  but  that  Rule  has  also  ceased  to 
be  operative  with  the  expiration  of  the 
Protection  Act. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  would  give  No- 
tice that  on  Monday  he  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  Whe- 
ther, in  many  cases,  tenants  were  obliged 
to  travel  long  distances,  sometimes  20 
and  30  miles  Irish,  on  foot,  in  order  to 
servo  notices  under  the  Arrears  Act, 
which  could  be  served  as  well  by  regis- 
tered letter  ? 
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The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  joe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson),  in 
reply,  said,  it  was  obvious  that  the  an- 
swer to  that  Question  could  not  be  satis- 
factory, as  it  would  be  impossible  for 
the  Land  Commissioners  to  ascertain  the 
distance  travelled  by  tenants,  or  whether 
the  journey  was  performed  on  foot ;  but 
if  the  hon.  Member  supplied  him  with 
the  Question  in  w'riting,  he  would  com- 
municate with  the  Land  Commissioners 
to  see  what  could  be  done  in  the  mat- 
ter. 

EGYPT— BURNING  OF  ALEXANDRIA- 
INDEMNITY. 

Mr.  J.  HOLLOND  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  Government  have  received 
any  communication  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Khedive  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  it  is  proposed  to  raise  tho  money 
required  to  indemnify  the  sufferers  from 
the  burning  of  Alexandria  for  the  loss 
of  their  property ;  and,  whether  it  is 
proposed  that  a  new  loan  shall  be  issued 
for  the  purpose  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  any 
such  fresh  addition  to  the  indebtedness 
of  the  Country  would  meet  with  the  ap- 
proval of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
mode  of  raising  the  money  which  may 
be  required  for  the  indemnification  at 
Alexandria  has  been  under  considera- 
tion ;  but  no  agreement  has  as  yet  been 
come  to  as  to  the  precise  mode  of  pro- 
▼iding  the  funds. 

8IAM-:&nSSI0N  FROM  CHINA. 

Mk.  FITZ-PATRICK  asked  tho  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the 
"Evening  News"  of  Tuesday,  that  a 
Chinese  Embassy  arrived  at  Bangkok 
to  treat  for  the  resumption  of  the  Suze- 
rainty of  China  over  Siam  ;  whether,  as 
stated  in  a  telegram  of  the  ' '  Central 
News,"  from  Nagasaki,  dated  October 
22nd,  a  difficulty  is  apprehended  between 
France  and  China ;  and,  whether  the 
troops  of  both  Countries  have  entered 
Annam  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
Her  Majesty's  Agent  and  Consul  Gene- 
ral in  Siam  reported,  in  October  of  last 
year,  the  arrived  of  a  Chinese  official 
with  proposals  for  the  renewal  of  rela- 
tions between  Siam  and  China  on  their 
former  footing.  These  proposals  appear 
to  have  been  declined  by  the  Siamese 


Government.  We  have  no  information 
that  a  difficulty  is  apprehended  between 
France  and  China.  A  small  French 
force  entered  Annam  some  months  ago  ; 
but  we  have  no  report  of  the  Chinese 
having  done  so. 

EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITION)— 

BREAKDOWN  OF  TUE  ARMY 

MEDICAL  DEPARTMENT. 

Mr.  FITZ-PATRICK  (for  Colonel 
Milne-Homk)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If,  as  lately  announced 
in  the  Public  Press,  he  has  instituted  an 
inquiry  into  the  organization  of  the 
Army  Medical  Department ;  if  he  is  in 
a  position  to  state  its  nature ;  and,  if  it 
has  any  special  reference  to  the  malad- 
ministration of  the  Department  during 
the  recent  Egyptian  campaign  ? 

Mb.  guy  DAWNAY  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
considers  the  organization  and  working 
of  the  Medical  Department  during  the 
late  campaign  in  Egypt  to  have  been 
satisfactory ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he 
will  cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made  with  a 
view  to  ascertaining  the  causes  of  the 
alleged  very  serious  breakdown  of  the 
medical  arrangements  for  the  treatment 
of  the  sick  and  wounded,  and  to  the 
remedying  of  those  causes  in  the  future  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  Sir,  I  am  very 
sorry  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man (Colonel  Milne-Home),  whom  we 
all  wish  to  congratulate  on  his  safe  re- 
turn from  Egypt,  where  his  gallantry 
was  so  marked,  should,  on  his  first 
appearance  among  us,  have  assumed 
that  his  medical  comrades  were  guilty 
of  maladministration,  instead  of  merely 
asking  whether  the  allegations  about 
some  of  them  had  been,  or  would  be, 
the  subject  of  inquiry.  In  answer, 
however,  to  his  main  Question,  I  have 
to  say  that,  without  assuming  the  accu- 
racy of  many  of  the  complaints  made, 
some  of  which  have  been  shown  to  be 
greatly  exaggerated  and  others "  alto- 
gether unfounded,  I  have  arranged  to 
refer  all  these  matters  to  a  Committee 
which  I  had  appointed  in  the  summer 
to  inquire  into  the  organization  of  the 
Army  Hospital  Corps,  and  the  Reference 
to  which  I  have  enlarged  so  as  to  include 
all  hospital  arrangements  in  the  field 
and  on  board  ship.  1  have,  therefore, 
greatly  enlarged  the  Committee  over 
which  Lord  Morley  presides,  including 
in  it  for  that  purpose   persons  uncon- 
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nected  with  the  Department  coneorned.  into  operation,  the  present  Coanatioik  duU 

In  jnatice  to  thnt  Department,  I  thiafc  I  ™°«'°  '"  *""  ^°"^  ""**  «*«*  ■ 

ought  to  add  tliat  Sir  Garnet  Wolaoley  if  the  capitulationswith  Foreign  Powen 

has  greatly  praised  the  niodicftl  officers  were  not  explicitly  ratified  in  the  Treaty 

generally  in  Egypt.      In  reply  to  the  of  1881,  made  between  the  French  and 

on.  Member  for  North  Yorkshire  (Mr.  the  Bey  of  Tunis,  and  by  repeated  aa- 

Dawnay),    I  have  to  express  my  hope  surancesfrom  M.BarthfilemySt.Hilaire; 

that  he  will  be  (cood  enough  to  assist  nn<l,    whether  Her  Mejesty'fl   Govem- 

tho  inquiiy  by  giving  evidonpn  in  sup-  ment  have  since  received  any  commuai- 

port  of  the  statsajenta  on  this  subject  cation    from    the    French   Oovemmeiit 

which  I  understand  that  he  has  made  announcing  their  project  of  abolishing 

in  print.  these  capitulations  by  virtue  of  a  vote 

Mr.  FITZ- PATRICK  :  What  are  the  of  the   French    Chambers  eatabliflhing 

names  of  the  Committee  of  Inquiry?  French  tribunals  in  Tunis;  and,  if  »o, 

Mb.    CHILDER8:    Tho    Earl    of  what  steps  Her  Majesty's  Government 

Morloy  (Chairman),  Admiral  Sir  Wil-  have  taken  to  maintain  the  mercantile 

liam    Mends,    K.C.B.,    Major  General  and  other  advantages  secured  by  these 

Hawley,    C.B.,   Major   General  Sir  3.  capitulations? 

Evelyn  Wood,    K.O.B.,    Mr.    Thomas  Sih  CHAELES    W.   DILKE:    Sir, 

Crawford,  M.D.,  Sir  William  MacCor-  before   replying   to    my  hon.    Friend's 

mac,  F.R.C.S.,  and  Mr.  George  Lawson.  Question,  I  think  it  well  to  point  out 

Captain    AYLMER     asked,     if    the  that  he  is  mistaken  in  supposing  that 

right  hon.  Gentleman  would  also  make  the  Treaty   of    1875   provides   for  the 

inquiry  into  the  Transport  and  Commis-  "  exclusive  "  jurisdiction  in  all  cases  of 

aariat  Department?  the   British   Agent,    the   words  of  the 

Mr.  CHILDEKS  replied  that,  if  the  Treaty  being  "  betn-een  British  aubjeota 

hon.   Gentleman  would   give  Notice  of  exclusively."     He  is   also  miataken  in 

such  a  Question,  he  would  tell  him  what  supposing  that  the  Treat;  expired  on 

was  being  done.  the    19th  of    July,    1881.      The  eevea 
years,  for  which  the  Treaty  was  origi- 

FRANCE    AND    TUNIS  —  COMMERCIAL  EoUy  concluded,  expired  on  tho  19th  of 

TREATY  OF  1875— TIIF,  L'APITULA-  July,  1882 ;  but  by  the  terms  of  Article 

TIOSS.  ■10,  as  no  new  Convention  was  concluded, 
that  of  IBTS  remained  in  full  force  and 
effect.     The  French  Government  have 


MONTAGUE    GUEST    asked 


the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  ,  .,  i  i  .  i     ■  „     („__,. 

A  IT  ■        -iiTL  .1  ■         ,1      m      4.       *  frequently,  and  lately  in  express  terms, 

thai  Ih.  UnMh  Con.ul.  V,c.  Con.d.  j^^j    .^  j^^,,  ,,     *^^  j^,,     „,  ,„», 

and  Consular   Ag.nt.   .hall    enjo,    dl  A,  rogard.  tho  e.tabli.hm.nt  of  IVand. 

privileges  accorded  to  those  of  the  most  ,  ■■     °„,     -     m,   ■     tt„_  ■u-~;.,~.„t.  n„ 

J  J       .■  J   *    .u      !■     iu  tribunals  in  lunis,  Mar  Majesty  s  Uo- 

favoured  nations,    and   further  for  the  „„„„,„„»  „„„ij  „„;  v„  „„„:ii:„„,„„„ 

,.       ,    -     M    ■  ■!      J     ■    ■     1  ■     ■  J-  verament  would  not  be  unwilling  to cob- 
"  exclusive     civil  and  criminal  iunsdic-  .  j    .u       v  vi'         t  n         ^      •     • 

..         f  .1      i>  ■.-  1     .        .        s  n         1  sent  to  the  abolition  of  Consular  lur"- 

tion  of  the  Ifritiah  Agent  and  Consul  ..  .■  .  .,  ,.        .,        J  . 

^  .  .,..."..  .     .  diction.  reserviiiB'  all  tna  othar  nirt 


/n           ,            „  ...  ,     °,  .     ,         J  .1    ,  diction,  reserving  all  the  other  nghts, 

a.n».lo,.t  B„t„h  .nbjeol.,  and  that  .„„„„;,,„,  and  olhor.i.o,   gnaranlorf 

tho  ,th  Clau.0  provided  that  „  ,,,,„  j,^  ,r,„g„     ^hi  fn.tiMtlon. 

"  the  Bey  shall  not  prohibit  li.e  importation  n-bich  have  grown  up  under  the  Capitu- 

iDto  tho  Rogencyof  any  nrlicleof  prod,.CQor  lotions   ^ith   Turkey  have   been    found 

nianutocturo  of  the  dommiooii  nnd  posacBaiona  .-   i  r      ..i.     _     .     i-         tr       • .  _ 

of  Her  Britannic  llajcstv.  from  whatever  pli.ce  essential  for  the  protection  of  foreigners 

arriring,  nnd  that  tho  Duties  to  bo  levied  upon  under  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 

■uch  articlea  shull  in  no  cnso  exceed  one  fixed  Ottoman  Empire,  and   the  necessity  for 

rata  of  eight  per  cent,  ndvalorom;"  tligni     disoppeara    when     tribunals   01^ 

further,  in  that  Treaty,  which  came  to  ganized  and  controlled  by  an  European 

an  end  on  the  19th  of  July  1881,  there  Government    take    the    place    of    the 

was  a  special  proviso,  that  at  the  ex-  Mussulman  Courts. 

piration  of  the  Treaty  either  party  to  it  Sir    ARTHUR    OTWAT    aaid,    he 

might  aak  for  a  revision,  but  wished  to  ask  a  Question  of  his  hon. 

•■th»t  until  such  revision  AM  hava  been  f^^nd   **»«   V"der   Secretary   of   State 

aooompliihed,  b;  common  consent,  and  a  new  for  l^oreign   Affairs,   arising   out   of  an 

Coarention  ahall  bare  been  concluded  nnd  put  answer  which  he  had  given.    He  und«S- 
J/r.   CkHiltrs 
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stood  his  hon.  Friend  to  state  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  willing  to 
abolish  the  Capitulations,  when  thejhad 
receiyed  assurances  from  the  French 
Government  of  the  continuance  of  the 
mercantile  advantages  secured  to  British 
subjects  by  Treaty.  That  being  so,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
whether  those  advantages  were  secured 
at  present  only  by  the  promise  of  the 
French  Government,  or  whether  it  was 
proposed  that  there  should  be  a  Conven- 
tion between  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  the  French  Government  to  give  the 
same  security  as  existed  by  the  present 
Treaty  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  they  had  not  at  present  re- 
ceived any  distinct  proposal  as  to  any 
change,  and  the  Treaty  was  in  force  at 
the  present  moment.  With  regard  to 
the  future,  he  did  not  say  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  willing  to  con- 
sent to  the  abolition  of  the  Capitulations. 
What  he  said  was  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  be  not  unwilling  to 
consent  to  the  abolition  of  the  Consular 
jurisdiction,  and  he  gave  his  reason 
for  it. 

KOYFT— ALLEGED  ILL-TREATMENT 
OF  PRISONERS. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  is  now  able  to  state 
the  result  of  the  inquiries  which  he  has 
made  into  the  treatment  of  the  political 
prisoners  in  Egypt  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir, 
Colonel  Sir  Charles  Wilson  reports  that, 
since  the  17th  of  September,  he  has 
visited  the  prisons  in  Cairo  frequently, 
that  he  saw  and  spoke  to  M.  Ninet  on 
three  occasions,  and  that,  if  any  of  the 
prisoners  had  been  treated  with  cruelty, 
he  would  almost  certainly  have  heard  of 
it.  M.  Ninet  always  expressed  himself 
as  satisfied  with  the  treatment  which  he 
and  his  fellow-prisoners  received,  except 
that  they  were  too  crowded.  Sir  Charles 
found  the  prison  authorities  ready  to 
adopt  any  suggestions  which  he  made 
to  them  from  time  to  time.  He  states 
that  the  cleanliness  of  the  prisons  and 
the  treatment  of  the  prisoners  are  in 
very  marked  contrast  to  what  prevails 
in  Turkish  prisons,  and  he  does  not 
think  the  prisoners  have  any  reasonable 
ground  of  coraplaint.  There  are  140 
political    prisoners.     Sir    Charles   has 


heard  of  no  cases  in  Cairo  of  the  appli- 
cation of  thumb-screws,  and,  except  con- 
demned criminals,  he  has  seen  no  men 
in  chains.  Sir  Charles  knows  nothing 
of  the  Provinces.  Cherif  Pasha  informed 
Sir  Edward  Malet  a  short  while  ago 
that  there  were  very  few  prisoners  in 
the  Provinces.  Sir  Edward  is  awaiting 
answers  to  his  Circular  to  Consular  au- 
thorities on  the  subject.  Consul  West 
reports  from  Suez  that  there  are  only 
two  political  Prisoners  there.  M.  Ninet 
was  liberated  from  prison  at  Sir  Edward 
Malet's  request.  Sir  Charles  Wilson 
and  Colonel  Stewart  visited  the  prisons 
yesterday  before  drawing  up  the  above 
Report. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked, 
whether  his  hon.  Friend  had  seen  the 
statement  in  the  morning  papers  that 
some  of  the  prisoners  had  been  spat 
upon,  threatened  with  death,  beaten 
with  slippers,  and  treated  with  con- 
tumely in  other  ways  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  se- 
veral weeks  ago  a  distinct  statement  was 
made  about  an  insult  said  to  have  been 
offered  to  Arab!  Pasha.  The  alleged 
insult  is  being  made  the  subject  of  an 
inquiry,  and  I  expect  explanatory  de- 
spatches shortly.  Perhaps  I  may  be  in 
a  position  to  give  more  explicit  informa- 
tion on  Monday,  if  my  hon.  Friend  will 
ask  me. 

EGYPT— COMMAND  OF  THE  EGYPTIAN 
ARMY— APPOINTMENT  OF  BAKER 
PASHA. 

Mr.  G'KELLY  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Wliether  His  Majesty  the  Sultan  was 
consulted  about  the  appointment  of 
Baker  Pasha  as  General  of  the  Egyp- 
tian Army ;  whether  it  is  true  that 
Baker  Pasha  abandoned  his  post,  and 
left  Constantinople  without  the  permis- 
sion of  the  Sultan  or  his  Military  supe- 
riors ;  and,  whether  Baker  Pasha  is 
now,  in  fact,  a  deserter  from  the  Turkish 
Army? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  no  concern 
with  any  question  which  may  have 
arisen  between  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment and  Baker  Pasha  with  regard  to 
his  employment  in  Egypt,  or  as  to  who* 
ther  he  is  a  deserter  or  not. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  not  told  us  whether  or  not  the  Sui* 
tan  was  consulted  in  the  appointment  of 
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place  under  the  Prevention  of  Crimes  clKnen  by  any  one  in  conneiicn  »ith  tha 
\   ,p  Oovemment  would  or  onsht  to  attract  con- 

i,     r,T  •  T-.t'i-rtnTn     T>    1.         iv    1  lldencp,  and  I  ahould  coasiaer  it  k  moat  doubtfol 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Porhapi  the  hon.    eiperi^gnt ;  •• 
Qentleman   would  be  kind   enough  to 
give  Notice  of  the  Question  ?  and,  whether  he  has  had  any  reason  to 

Mu.  DAWSON  :  With  regard  to  the  change  the  oonddsion  at  trhich  he  then 
last  part  of  the  Question,  I  would  like  apparently  arrived  ? 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  whe-  Mr.  HEALY  :  Before  the  right  hen. 
ther  ho  ia  aware  that  appointments  to  Gentleman  annwcrs the  Question,  I  should 
the  magistracy  in  Ireland  arc  given  in  Kko  to  ask  him,  Whether  ho  is  aware 
exact  proportion  to  the  unpopularity  of  that  the  hon.  Member  who  aska  this 
the  persons  appoiuted  ?  Question  brought   forward   a   Bill  lost 

[The  Question  was  not  answered.]  Session  to  provide  for  the  very  thing 

"■  which  he  now  objects  to;  whether,  in 

Mr.  HEALT:  I  wixli  to  ask  the  tlie  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Amendment 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  he  would  Bill,  which  was  prepared  and  brought  in 
have  any  objection— ["  Oh,  oh  !  "  and  by  Mr.  Findlater  and  Mr,  Dickson,  it 
"  Order!  "]  If  I  am  not  in  Order,  I  will  was  provided  that,  inallcaaesof  applica- 
soon  put  myself  in  Order.  The  New  tion  under  the  Act,  two  valuers  should 
Bules  are  not  pansed  yet.  I  would  ask  be  ap[H)inted  who  should  return  to  the 
the  right  hon.  Gentloninn  whotliet  he  Court  a  ropnrt  which  should  be  entered 
has  any    objection   to   give    a  Return    on  the  record  ? 

showing  the  number  of  the  jury  panels  Mk.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  I  thinkthat 
called  under  the  recent  Special  Oommia-  it  is  unnecessary  to  reply  tothe  hon.  Mem* 
sion,  and  giving  the  names  of  the  ber  forWexfordasconcorDsthematterto 
Catholica  and  Protestanta  on  the  panel,  which  the  hon.  Qentleman  has  referred. 
and  the  number  of  Catholica  and  Pro-  Indeed,  it  appears  to  me  to  be  a  matter 
teetanta  who  were  told  to  stand  aside  by  of  public  record,  of  which  he  is  already 
the  Crown  t  in  posaession  of  evidence  eo  much  supe- 

Mh.   GIADSTONE,   in   reply,    said,    rior  in  kind  to  anything  I  can  state  from 

that,  considering    the  hon.   Gentleman    my    fallible  recollection  that  I   sbonld 

asked  for  names,  he  would   rather  take    rather  decline  to  enter  on  the  subject 

time  to  judge  as  to  the  practicability  of    In  reference  to  the  Question  of  my  Don. 

granting  the  Eeturn  desired  by  the  hon.    Friend  behind  me  (Mr,  T.  A,  Diokson), 

Member.     He  certainly  thought  it  was    I  have  to  say  that  the  quotation  that  be 

right  that  a  Beturn   showing  the  reli-    baa  made  from  the  report  of  my  speech, 

giouB  professions  of  the  jurors  should    is,  I  have  no  doubt,  substantially  correct 

be  given.  It  was  a  very  important  question  which 

arose  during  the  discussion  of  the  Land 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION—         Bill ;  and  I  certainly  then  preferred  in- 

OFFICIAL  VALUATORS.  veatigatiou  by  the  Commissi  oners,  wto 

.,     ™,     .    .,T^,,nn,T      II.,     T.-         wore  tlio  responaiblo  Judges,  to  mvesb- 

Me.  T.  A.  DICKSON  asked  the  First  j^^   by  valuators,  which  I  thought 

Lord  of  the  Treasury  If,  taking  into  „igbt  have  had  a  different  effect.  Bot 
consideration  the  fact  that  on  the  15th  ^j^j^  j^  ^  ^^  ^orae  in  mind,  that  what- 
July,  I8SI,  when  the  Land  Law  (Ire-  ever  may  be  said  of  the  proceedinga  o! 
land)  Bill  WW  under  discuasion,  this  ^^^^  Com  mission  era -and  wo  on  tliii 
House  rejected  without  a  Division  an  Bench  have  been  very  well  satisfied  with 
Amendment  moved  by  the  Member  for  them— whatever  may  be  said  of  the  pro- 
West  Surrey,  "  To  appoint  vduers  of  ^^^^^^„^  «(  the  Commisaioners,  there  is 
knowledge  and  experience  in  the  value  this  undoubtedly  to  be  said  of  them,  that 
of  land,^'  the  Government  will  conce  their  strength  was  not  equal  to  the  work 
the  appointmenta  of  seventeen  official  they  had  to  do.  and  this  was  shown— fin* 
valuers  at  expiration  of  first  three  of  all,  in  the  difficulty  lately  they  had  in 
months  ;  whether,  m  the  course  of  the  overtaking  the  enormous  mass  of  appli- 
Debate,  he  is  reported  to  have  oaid—        cationa  sent  in  during  the  early  period  of 

"Th«to  words,  if  added  to  ths  Bill,  would  the  Act;  and,  secondly,  in  tile  rather 
lead  to  the  concluBion  that  it  is  intended  to    congidorahle   number    of   appeals.     My 
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Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  when  he  joined 
him  in  the  Administration  of  Ireland, 
vere  yerj  desirous,  indeed,  to  find  a 
remedy  for  the  state  of  things,  and  to 
accelerate  the  business  of  the  Court.  It 
was  with  a  view  to  that  acceleration  that 
they  thought  it  wise  to  try  the  expe- 
riment of  Ycduators  for  three  months.  It 
was  done  with  a  single-minded  view  to 
that  result,  and  no  other  whatever,  for 
we  had  every  reason  to  believe  that  the 
judgments  of  the  Courts  had  been  tho- 
roughly judicial  in  their  character, 
according  to  our  persuasion,  and  I  am 
only  speaking  now  of  our  persuasion. 
When,  under  these  circumstances,  the 
Irish  Government  applied  to  the  Treasury 
for  the  experimental  appointment  of 
valuators,  and  when  they  gave  it  as 
their  opinion  that  the  business,  without 
being  injured  in  its  quality,  would  be 
very  considerably  accelerated  in  its  rate, 
which  was  an  object  of  great  public  im- 
portance, it  was  determined  that  a  cer- 
tain number  of  valuators  should  be 
appointed  for  a  term  of  three  months. 
Of  that  three  months  a  few  weeks — I 
believe  not  more  than  four  or  five — have 
elapsed,  and  it  is  evident  that  every 
additional  week  improves  our  means  of 
judgment.  I  should  be  glad,  having  ex- 
plained the  motives  of  our  proceedings, 
not  to  enter  further  into  the  subject  at 
present ;  but  probably  my  hon.  Friend 
wiU  take  counsel  with  my  right  hon. 
f*riend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
in  order  to  form  his  own  judgment  upon 
tbe  propriety  of  putting  any  further 
Questions. 

Mb.  GIBSON:  With  reference  to  the 
answer  which  has  been  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  would  like  to 
ask  him  whether  the  appointment  of 
these  valuers  was  the  act  of  the  Execu- 
tive Government,  or  the  act  of  the  inde- 
pendent Court  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  It  was  con- 
nected  with  the  Executive  Government 
through  the  medium  of  the  Treasury, 
and  without  the  agreement  of  the  Trea- 
Buiy  no  proceeding  of  the  kind  could 
take  place.  I  am  obliged  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  for  putting 
the  Question  to  me,  because  it  reminds 
me  to  mention  what  I  had  omitted  to 
mention  before^namely,  that  a  strong 
recommendation  in  favour  of  these  ap- 
pointments proceeded  from  the  Land 
QommiaaiQn. 


Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON:  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say.  Sir,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy),  that 
my  name  was  on  the  back  of  the  Bill  to 
which  he  referred.  The  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  provide  that  where  a  tenant 
and  a  landlord  agpreed  upon  a  valuation 
in  order  to  facilitate  the  working  of  the 
Act,  a  valuator  should  be  appointed. 

EGYPT— MTTRDER    OF    PROFESSOR 

PALMER,  CAPTAIN  GILL,  LIEUTENANT 

CHARRINGTON,  AND  OTHERS. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
any  further  information  had  been  re- 
ceived touching  the  deaths  of  Professor 
Palmer  and  his  Colleagues;  whether 
Mr.  Blunt  had  not  offered  his  services 
to  make  inquiries  in  the  matter;  and, 
whether  the  Government  had  not  de- 
clined to  accept  them  ?  He  also  wished 
to  ask,  whether  Professor  Palmer's  mis- 
sion was  purely  to  purchase  camels,  or 
with  a  diplomatic  obiect? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN,  in 
reply,  said,  he  was  sorry  to  state  that 
no  further  information  had  reached  the 
Admiralty,  or,  he  believed,  the  Foreign 
Office,  with  respect  to  Professor  Palmer. 
As  to  Mr.  Blunt,  it  was  not  the  case,  as 
the  hon.  Member  had  suggested,  that 
the  Government  had  received  an  offer 
from  him  of  his  services  in  the  matter. 
With  respect  to  the  third  part  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Question,  as  to  the  object 
of  Professor  Palmer's  mission,  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  that  Notice  should 
be  given  by  the  hon.  Member  of  the 
Question,  in  order  that  he  might  be 
certain  of  the  precise  facts. 

EGYPTIAN  EXPEDITION— SIB  GARNET 
WOLSELEY  AND  SIR  BEAUCHAMP 
SEYMOUR— VOTES  OF  MONEY. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister,  Whether  he  intends 
to  bring  forwcurd  the  Vote,  during  the 
present  Session,  of  money  to  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  and  Sir  Beauchamp  Seymour ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  full  Notice  of  the  day 
on  which  the  Yote  is  to  be  taken  will  be 
given? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  will  take  care. 
Sir,  that  if  any  proposal  of  that  kind  is 
made  before  the  close  of  the  Session,  of 
which  I  cannot  speak  positively  at  pre* 
sent,  we  shall  give  full  Notice, 
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PARLIA^IENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE—CASUAL CHAIRMEN. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked,  When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  would  be  able  to  put 
down  on  the  Paper  the  proposed  Regula- 
tions relating  to  the  Appointment  of 
casual  Chairman  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir  ;  we  have 
no  intention  at  present  to  make  any 
proposal  on  that  subject.  On  the  con- 
trary, it  would  be  a  contravention  of  the 
distinct  understanding  which  we  have 
entered  into  with  the  House.  That 
matter  will,  I  think,  properly  and,  I 
would  almost  say,  of  necessity,  as  far  as 
we  are  concerned,  after  what  we  have 
stated,  have  to  stand  over  till  a  future 
period. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— THE 
MONTHLY  RETURN  OF  APPLICA. 
TIONS. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  can  say  how  soon  the 
Return  of  applications  under  the  Land 
Act,  down  to  the  end  of  the  month,  will 
be  in  the  hands  of  Members  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  Return 
up  to  the  end  of  September  will  be  laid 
before  the  House  almost  immediately. 
As  regards  the  Return  up  to  the  end  of 
this  month,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
ready  before  the  6th  or  6th  of  November ; 
but  I  will  see  that  it  is  laid  on  the  Table 
as  soon  as  possible,  and  with  that  view 
I  shall  communicate  with  the  Irish 
Office. 

NOTICE, 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  gave 
Notice  that,  on  the  resumption  of  the 
discussion  on  the  Rules  of  Procedure, 
he  would  move  to  amend  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Storey),  so  that,  when  amended,  it 
should  read  as  follows : — 

"  WheD  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker,  or  to 
tho  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House,  during  any  Debate, 
that  the  subject  has  been  adequately  discussed, 
and  that  the  discussion  is  being  prolonged  for 
the  purpose  of  obstruction,  he  may  so  inform 
the  House  or  Committee,' 
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MOTION. 

PARLIAMENT— PRIVILEGE 
(MR.  EDMOND  DWYER  GRAY,  M.P.) 

NOMINATION   OF   SELECT   COMMITTEE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  tho  Select  Committee  do  consist  of  the 
following  Members : — Mr.  Gladstone,  Sir  Staf- 
ford NoRTHCOTE,  Mr.  G08CHEN,  Mr.  Whit- 
bread,  Sir  John  Mowiirat,  Mr.  Raikes,  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  Sir  Hardinoe  Giffard, 
Mr.  Plunket,  Mr.  Parnell,  Sir  Charles  For*- 
TER,  Mr.  Skxton,  Mr.  ,Tustin  McCarthy,  Mr. 
Dillwyn,  and  Mr.  Healy  : — Power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  records;  Five  to  be  the 
quorum." — {Mr,  Gladatom.) 

Sib  HEEBERT  MAXWELL  :  I  trust 
I  may  not  be  considered  captious  if  I 
take  exception  to  the  list  of  names  just 
read ;  but  on  looking  over  the  names  I 
find  there  are  five 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  too  late.  I  have  put  to  the  House 
each  name  as  it  was  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  no  ob- 
jection has  been  taken  to  any  single 
name. 

Sir  HERBERT  MAX  WELL :  May  I 
not  move  to  add  two  names  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
could  not  add  any  name  without  giving 
Notice. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN:  Cannot  the 
hon.  Member  object  to  the  last  name? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  called  every  name, 
and  no  objection  was  taken. 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL :  I  beg 
your  pardon.  Sir  ;  I  was  on  my  legs  the 
moment  you  read  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy). 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
objects  to  the  name  ? 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL :  I  only 
wish  to  suggest  to  the  Prime  Minister 
that  it  would  be  a  graceful  act  on  his 
part,  as  it  seems  to  me,  if  he  were  to 
recognize  the  existence  of  certain  con- 
stituencies North  of  the  Tweed  and  their 
Representatives  in  this  House.  In  doing 
60,  Sir,  I  do  not  underrate  or  ignore  in 
any  degree  the  position  of  the  Prime 
Minister  himself  as  a  Scottish  Represen- 
tative, nor  do  I  forget  his  nationality ; 
but  we  are  accustomed  to  regard  him  in 
North  Britain  more  in  the  light  of  the 
Leader  of  this  House,  and  of  Her  Ma« 
je8ty*8  Government,  than  as  the  Repre- 
sentative of  any  particular  district.  In 
fact,  we   regard  him  somewhat  as  an 
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exotic  in  Scotland — or,  if  I  may  apply 
to  him  a  somewhat  musty  quotation,  we 
look  upon  him  as 


A  creature  all  too  bright  and  good 
For  human  nature's  daily  food. 

Therefore,  it  is  in  no  sense  of  captious 
criticism  that  I  venture  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  this  Besolution ;  and  I 
beg  to  move  that  the  last  name,  that  of 
Mr.  Healy,  be  omitted,  and  the  words 
''  Admiral  Sir  John  Hay  "  inserted. 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  will  be  open  to 
the  hon.  Member  to  move  the  omission 
of  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
posed; but  he  could  not  propose  any 
other  name  without  givinfc  Notice. 

Sib  HERBERT  MAXWELL :  I  beg 
to  move  the  omission  of  the  last  name. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Healy  be  omitted."— ( 5»r 
Etrlmrt  Maxwell.) 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  Before  the 
Motion  is  put  I  venture  to  address  a 
question  of  some  importance  to  the 
Prime  Minister — namely,  whether  he 
will  undertake,  before  the  Prorogation 
takes  place,  that  we  shall  have  an  op- 
portunity of  discussing  the  Report  of 
this  Committee  ?  The  other  night,  when 
the  Oommittee  was  moved  for  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  he  pointed  out  the  ob- 
vious impropriety  of  a  general  discus- 
sion upon  the  facts  of  this  unhappy  in- 
cident. The  House  recog^zed  the  pro- 
priety of  that  suggestion  and  abstained 
from  discussion ;  but  the  discussion  was 
only  postponed,  not  abandoned.  I  take 
it  that  this  Committee  will  have  to 
report  to  the  House  whether  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  alleged 
contempt  was  committed  justified  the 
imprisonment  of  a  Member  of  this 
House.  I  apprehend  that  the  Report 
will  necessarily  provoke  considerable 
discussion  and  differences  of  opinion. 
I  think  the  question  of  the  imprisonment 
of  a  Member  of  Parliament  is  quite  as 
grave  a  matter  as  the  Procedure  of  Par- 
liament itself.  Whatever  our  opinions 
may  be,  I  carefully  abstain  from  ex- 
pressing any,  although  I  feel  very 
strongly  upon  it ;  but  I  venture  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  whether  the  House 
will  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  Report,  which,  I  venture  to  think, 
will  be  one  of  the  most  important  ever 
presented  with  reference  to  the  impri- 
•oument  of  a  Member  of  Parliament  ? 


Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  venture  to 
suggest  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
question  he  has  put  had  better  stand 
over  until  probably  the  very  early 
period  at  which  this  Report  will  be  pre- 
sented. He  will  understand  the  diffi- 
culty in  which  we  are  placed  for  the 
moment.  I  make  the  same  admission 
to  him  which  I  made  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote)  the  other  night,  that  there  are  cer- 
tain questions  which  it  may  be  the  de- 
sire of  the  House  to  discuss  before  the 
Prorogation,  and  I  likewise  ag^ee  with 
him  in  the  observation  that  the  arrest  of 
a  Member  of  this  House,  if  there  be  any 
matter  in  it  which  seems  to  call  for  at- 
tention, constitutes  one  of  the  subjects 
which  must  be  considered ;  but  the  time 
is  not  yet  come  when  any  more  positive 
answer  caji  be  given,  and  I  hope  my 
hon.  Friend  will  allow  the  itiatter  to 
stand  over  until  the  time  does  come 
when  the  Report  is  presented,  which 
must  come  in  a  few  days.  I  need  not 
say  that  the  Government  having  agreed 
to  the  list  of  names  as  they  stand,  of 
course,  we  shall  vote  upon  the  affirma- 
tive on  the  Motion  which  is  now  made 
of  striking  out  the  last  name. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
venture  to  suggest  to  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  a  more  satisfactory 
way  of  dealing  with  the  matter — namely, 
that  he  should  give  Notice  that  he  will 
move  on  Monday  that  the  Committee 
should  consist  of  an  additional  number 
of  names,  and  that  two  additional  names, 
the  choice  of  Representatives  of  Scot- 
land, should  be  added  to  the  list.  I 
think  that  will  be  a  preferable  course 
to  the  one  proposed,  to  strike  out  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  Healy). 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER :  In  refer- 
ence to  the  important  point  to  which 
attention  has  been  drawn  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler),  it  occurs  to  me  that  unless  the 
wording  of  the  Resolution  appointing 
the  Select  Committee  be  amended,  we 
have  no  guarantee  whatever  that  the 
Select  Committee  would  make  its  Ifeport 
before  the  close  of  the  present  Session. 
I  do  not  know  that  it  is  in  the  power  of 
the  Government  to  exercise  any  pressure 
on  the  Select  Committee.  It  will  be  a 
matter  for  the  Select  Committee  itself  to 
report  or  not  before  the  close  of  the  Ses- 
sion.   Of  course,  looking  at  the  names 
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which  it  is  proposed  should  constitute 
this  Committee,  there  are  undoubtedly 
names  on  the  Committee  over  whom  the 
Government  might  naturally  be  expected 
to  exercise  influence ;  but  thoy  are  not 
obliged  to  do  that.  If  we  are  to  have  a 
discussion  upon  this  very  important  sub- 
ject, we  ought  to  insert  some  words  in 
the  Kesolution  appointing  the  Commit- 
tee requesting  them  to  report  before  the 
close  of  the  Session.  I  am  not  aware 
that  that  is  usual ;  but  really  that  must 
be  done  if  we  are  to  be  assured  of  a  dis- 
cussion upon  this  important  subject.  In 
reference  to  the  Amendment  which  has 
been  proposed,  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  moved  it  whether  it  is 
worth  while  to  press  the  Amendment  to 
a  division  ?  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  (Sir  John 
Hay),  who  sits  near  me,  has  any  parti- 
cular desire  to  inquire  into  this  question 
of  Privilege.  I  am  not  aware  that  he 
considers  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Healy)  is  a  bit  less  qualified 
to  pursue  this  investigation  than  him- 
self; and,  looking  at  the  matter  from 
that  standpoint,  and  feeling  that  it  is  the 
general  desire  of  the  House  that  this 
Committee  should  be  appointed  without 
delay,  and  that  we  should  have  the  re- 
sult of  its  investigations  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, in  order  to  afford  us  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  tliem,  I  hope  the 
Amendment  as  to  the  list  of  names  will 
not  be  pressed. 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL :  I  beg 
to  withdraw  my  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  tcithdratcn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL  :  I  beg 
to  give  Notice  that  on  Monday  I  shall 
move  that  the  name  of  Sir  John  Hay 
and  a  Scotch  Liberal  Member  be  added 
to  the  Select  Committee. 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Before  proceeding 
to  the  Orders  of  the  Bay,  I  think  it  may 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House 
that  I  should  state  that  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin),  which  stands  third  on 
the  Notice  Paper,  will  be  out  of  Order, 
and  cannot  be  put.  It  will  be  ob- 
Berred  that  the  let  Resolution  relates  to 

ftf'  0*  Connor  Power 


the  closing  of  debate,  while  the  Amend- 
ment concerns  the  discipline  of  indivi- 
dual Members — a  matter  which  forms 
the  subject  of  the  5th  Resolution.  It  is 
true  that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  comprises  some  provisions  dif- 
fering from  the  terms  of  that  Resolution ; 
but  they  could  be  more  properly  and 
conveniently  discussed  as  Amendmentu 
to  that  Resolution,  to  which  they  are 
germane.  To  the  Isfr  Resolution  they 
are  not  relevant,  and  cannot  be  enter- 
tained at  this  stage  of  the  proceedings. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  did  not  in- 
tend  for  a  moment  to  resist  the  ruling  of 
the  Speaker ;  but  as  this  decision  would 
place  many  of  those  who  sat  on  this 
side  of  the  House  in  a  position  of  sudden 
and  unexpected  difficulty,  he  ventured, 
with  great  respect,  by  the  permission  of 
the  Chair,  and,  he  hoped,  with  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House,  in  a  very  few 
words,  to  state  some  of  the  consequences 
which  must  ensue  from  this  ruling— 
I  Cries  of  '*  Order!  "]— and  which,  he 
gathered  from  the  Speaker's  observa- 
tions, had  not,  perhaps,  yet  attracted 
his  attention.  He  should  not  presume 
against  the  Speaker's  wish  in  making 
any  observations ;  but  he  concluded  from 
his  silence  that  he  had  permission. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  be  more  in  Order  in  raising  any 
question  of  this  kind  on  the  Order  of 
the  Day  being  called,  and  when  the 
question  comes  on.  The  hon.  Member 
now  proposes,  as  I  understand  him,  to 
question  the  ruling  of  the  Chair.  Of 
course,  that  would  involve  a  matter  of 
argument  and  debate  ;  and  it  is  plain,  I 
think,  to  the  hon.  Member  that  at  the 
present  time  it  would  be  inconvenient,  if 
not  irregular. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  would  defer 
his  observations. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN  asked  whe- 
ther  there  were  any  other  Amendments 
which  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Speaker  to  rule  out  of  Order  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  persuaded  the 
House  would  consider  it  a  most  fncon- 
venient  course  if  the  Chair  were  to  go 
through  the  whole  of  the  42  Amend- 
ments to  the  Ist  Resolution  seriatim, 
and  state  to  the  House  whether  each 
one  of  them  was  regular  or  irregular ; 
and  I  must  observe  to  the  House  that 
hon.  Members,  if  I  did  so,  might  form 
very  incorrect  conclusions,  becanso 
Amendments  which  might  be  in  Order 
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at  this  Sitting  mi^ht  be  out  of  Order  at 
a  sabsequent  Sitting,  in  consequence  of 
the  oouTse  the  House  had  taken  in  the 
interval. 

ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAT. 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
H0U8E-THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE.—RESOLUTIONS. 

[adjourned  debate.]      [ninth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Main 
Question,  as  amended, 

"  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  tiie  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House,  duringany De- 
hate,  to  he  the  evident  sense  of  the  House,  or 
of  the  Committee,  that  the  Question  he  now  put, 
he  may  so  inform  the  House  or  the  Committee ; 
and,  if  a  Motion  he  made  *■  That  the  Question 
he  now  put,'  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman, 
shall  f orUiwith  put  such  Question ;  and,  if  the 
mme  he  decided  in  the  affirmative,  the  Ques- 
tion under  discussion  shall  he  put  forthwith: 
Provided  that  the  Question  shall  not  he  decided 
in  the  affirmative,  if  a  Division  he  taken,  unless 
it  shall  appear  to  have  heen  supported  hy  more 
than  two  hundred  Memhers,  or  unless  it  shall 
appear  to  have  heen  opposed  hy  less  than  forty 
Memhers  and  supported  hy  more  than  one  hun- 
dred Memhers." 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  insert,  after  the  word  '*  House,"  the  words 
''  not  heing  the  Committee  of  Supply."— (Jfr. 
SeUUr-Booth,) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  '  not  being  the  Uommittee  of  Sup- 
ply '  be  there  inserted." 

Debate  r$iumed. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  desired  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Speaker  to  some 
consequences  of  his  ruling  which  ap- 
peared to  have  escaped  his  attention. 
The  Amendment  he  had  placed  on  the 
Paper  was  by  no  means  the  same  as 
Bule  5.  That  gave  the  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  the  power  of 
silencing  Members ;  but  his  Amendment 
placed  the  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
Mouse.  In  the  second  place,  the  Amend- 
ment was  proposed  not  as  an  addition 
to  the  1st  Besolution  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman,  as  was  Bule  5,  but  it  was 
proposed  as  an  alternative,  or,  as  a  sub- 
stitute for  it.  It  was  quite  true  that 
the  Ist  Besolution  dealt  with  the  ques- 
tion of  eldtwre ;  but  there  was  a  differ- 
ence between  the  eld6ur$  proposed  by 
the  Goyemment  and  the  el6tur$  pro- 

VOl^,  OOLXXJV.    [thibd  stoies.] 


posed  by  his  Amendment.  '  Many  Mem- 
bers, while  they  did  not  yield  to  the  Go- 
vernment in  their  desire  to  restore  effi- 
ciency to  the  House,  had  said  that  the 
Ist  Besolution,  while  it  would  prejudice 
seriously  the  liberties  of  the  House, 
would  not  be  efiPective  in  checking  Ob- 
struction, and  it  was  only  by  some 
system  of  individual  eldture  that  that 
object  would  be  accomplished.  If  the 
ruling  of  the  Speaker  were  to  prevail, 
the  unfortunate  result  would  be  that 
they  would  be  precluded  from  taking 
the  sense  of  the  House  on  the  question 
of  individual  eldture  as  a  substitute  for 
general  eldture.  At  the  beginning  of  the 
Session,  when  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion called  attention  to  Amendments  on 
the  Paper  and  asked  whether  they  would 
be  shut  out  by  the  form  of  putting  the 
Question,  the  Speaker  said  the  Question 
was  put  in  a  particular  form  for  the 
purpose  of  not  shutting  out  other  Amend- 
ments. He  trusted  the  Speaker's  ruling 
in  this  case  would  be  modified  by  a  con- 
sideration of  the  facts. 

Sib  WALTEB  B.  BABTTELOT  said, 
the  question  he  rose  to  discuss  was  one 
of  very  serious  importance  to  both  sides 
of  the  House.  That  was  the  question  of 
Committee  of  Supply.  It  was  the  pecu- 
liar Business  of  the  House  to  go  care- 
fully  into  the  Committee  of  Supply  and 
see  that  the  Votes  were  proper  and 
right;  and  if  he  understood  the  argu- 
ment of  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  on  the  previous  night,  which 
was  replied  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  Gloucester- 
shire (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  the 
noble  Marquess  admitted  that  he  had 
never  known  the  Opposition  pure  and 
simple,  as  disting^shed  from  the  Third 
or  any  other  Party,  wilfully  and  know- 
ingly obstruct  Committee  of  Supply,  and 
that  he  should  think  it  was  only  a  very 
small  section  of  the  House  that  had  at 
any  time  obstructed  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply. This  Obstruction  to  the  Committee 
of  Supply  commenced  about  the  year 
1877.  If  he  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
recollected  right,  the  present  Prime  Mi- 
nister having  given  up  his  position  as 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  was  never  at 
that  time  in  the  House.  He  was  never 
there  to  raise  his  voice  in  support  of  the 
then  Leader  of  the  House,  with  a  view 
to  prevent  the  very  same  kind  of  Ob- 
struction which  he  was  now  endeavour- 

L  ll^inih  Night,\ 
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infi^  to  put  down.     If  abuse  could  have 
been  put  down  with  a  little  firmer  hand 
at  the  commencement  by  the  then  Loader 
of  the  House,  and  if  the  then  Govern- 
ment had  had  the   assistance  of  those 
now  sitting  on  the  Front  Bench,  which 
they  never  had,  things  would  never  have 
arrived  at  their  present  position.     The 
fact  was  that  some  of  the  most  flagrant 
cases   of  Obstruction   were   aided    and 
abetted  by  three  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  now  sitting  on  the  Treasury 
Bench.  He  ventured  to  say  that  when  the 
Prime  Minister  aimed  at  putting  an  end 
to  freedom  of  speech  in  Committee  of 
Supply,   he   was  doing  the  most    mis- 
chievous thing  which  a  Prime  Minister 
had  ever  done  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.     Could    the   Government    show 
that  the  Conservative   Opposition   had 
ever  wilfully  prevented  the  progress  of 
debate  with  regard  to  any  Bill  or  Vote 
of    Supply?      [*^0h,    oh!"   from    th^ 
MiniHerint  Benches. ^    He  should  be  glad 
if  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  follow 
him,  and  name  the  occasion   on  whioli 
the  Conservative  Opposition    had   wil- 
fully obstructed  the  Business  before  the 
House.     But  there  was  something   far 
more  serious  ;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the   head   of    the  Government   had 
pointed  out,  in  tlie  pleasantest  manner, 
what  he  intended  to  do  with  Committee 
of  Supply.     One  of  the  main  things  ho 
proposed  to  do  was  to  take  away  Tues- 
days from  private  Members  and  devote 
it  to  Committee  of  Supply.  ['•  Oh,  oh !  "] 
He  saw  the  Prime  Minister  shako  his 
head ;    at    all   events,   the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  meant  to  take  Morn- 
ing Sittings   on   Tuesday  much  earlier 
than  heretofore — perhaps  in  February, 
if  the  House  would  allow  it,  but  certainly 
in  March.     Thus,  if  Members  allowed 
it,  they  would  have  early  Morning  Sit- 
tings for  Supply,  and  the  cl6ture  as  well. 
What  chance,  he  should  like  to  know, 
would  a  private  Member  have  of  bring- 
ing forward  a  subject  or  a  grievance  on 
Tuesday  evening  after  a  Morning  Sitting 
which    had,  perhaps,  succeeded   a   late 
and  exhaustive  Sitting  on  the  Monday 
night?     After  a  lace  Sitting  on  Mon- 
day and  a  Day  Sitting  on  Tuesday,  the 
House  would  be  counted  out  at  9  o*clock. 
That  deserved  the  serious  consideration 
of  the  House.     The  Prime  Minister  had 
pointed  out  a  way  in  which  Committee 
of   Supply  might    be    indefinitely  ob- 
struoted  by  moving  successive  reductions 

Sir  Walter  B.  BartUlot 


of  different  amounts  in  the  Votes,  and 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  that  being 
done ;  but  he  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
did  not  think  that  even  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  would  attempt 
to  put  those  tactics  in  operation,  if  they 
were  not  provoked  to  do  so  by  the  appli- 
cation of  the  cldiure.     He  had  attended 
Supply  as  much  as  most  Members,  and 
he  unhesitatingly  affirmed  that  the  last 
portion  of  the  1  st  Bule  would  defeat  the 
object  of  the  Prime  Minister.     If  ever 
there  was  a  time  when    this    subject 
should  be  carefully  considered  and  dis- 
cussed it  was  the  present.     There  was, 
indeed,  a  way  out  of  the  difficulty ;  and 
it  was  strange  that  the  Prime  Minister, 
knowing  the  feelings  of  his  own  sup- 
porters on  the  subject,  would  not  afford 
the  House  some  indication  whether  he 
intended  to   give  way  in  the  slightest 
degree  on  the  1st  Kesolution.    He  hoped 
everyone  had  read  the  leading  article  in 
the  leading  journal   of  that   morning. 
[Laughter  on  the  Ministerial  side.']  It  was 
all  very  well  for  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site to  laugh ;  but  the  leading  journal 
placed  the  matter  exactly  as  it  stood. 
He  was  himself,  he  confessed,  against 
the  cUture  in  any  form  ;  but  it  was  cer- 
tainly a  very  different  thing  whether  it 
was  applied  by  a  large  majority  of  both 
sides  of  the  House,  or,  as  now  proposed 
by  the  Government,  by  a  majority  of  1. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  refused  to 
discuss  this  question,  and  had  left  the 
Government  to  flounder,    as  they  did 
yesterday  and  the  day  before,  stating 
different  things  at  different  times,  and 
meaning   different   things   at    different 
times;   but  their  supporters  were  quite 
willing  to  swallow  anything  the  Govern- 
ment chose  to  offer  them,  absolutely  for- 
getting that  this  was  a  question  whidi 
ought  not  in  any  sense  to  be  a  Party 
question,  but  that  it  was  one  which  in- 
volved the  well-being  of  the  nation  as 
well  as  of  that  House,  and  that  if  they  did 
not  give  careful  consideration  to  everyone 
of  the  questions  raised  by  these  Resola- 
tions,  they  were  gravely  neglecting  their 
duty  to  their  constituents.     They  had 
received  warning  from  that  discussion  of 
what  would  happen,  or  might  happen, 
if  the  Mure  was  in  force.     If  a  Prime 
Minister  who  had  determined  to  pass  a 
particular  measure  could  command  the 
silence  of  his  followers,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  seemed  at  present 
able  to  do,  then  there  would  be  a  one-sided 
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debate.  The  Opposition  would  lay  their 
riews  before  the  House  without  any  re- 
joinder from  the  independent  Members, 
whose  duty  it  was  to  consider  these  mo- 
mentous questions ;  and  the  result  would 
be  that  it  would  be  said  that  the  ''  evi- 
dent sense  of  that  House  "  was  in  favour 
of  terminating  the  debate,  and  the  cl6- 
Uir§  would  at  once  be  applied.  The 
House  was  now  about  to  lay  down  that 
which  would  for  years,  and,  perhaps,  for 
generations,  be  the  rule  for  their  guid- 
ance, and  that  because  some  things  had 
been  done  which  would  not  have  been 
tolerated  in  former  days.  They  were 
going  to  sacrifice  more  than  they  could 
possibly  gain.  They  were  going  to  sacri- 
fice that  freedom  of  speech  and  that 
freedom  of  debate  which  the  Speaker 
demanded  in  their  names  at  the  com- 
mencement of  every  Parliament,  and 
which  was  asserted  to  be  the  right  of 
every  Englishman.  It  was  parjicularly 
important  that  they  should  enjoy  this 
freedom  of  speech  during  the  proceed- 
ings in  Committee  of  Supply;  and  it 
was  his  clear  and  decided  opinion  that  if 
they  did  not  exempt  the  proceedings  in 
Committee  of  Supply  from  the  operation 
of  the  eldiure,  they  would  be  found  to 
haye  done  a  most  mischievous  piece  of 
work,  unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  would 
giro  way  in  reference  to  the  majority  by 
which  the  eldture  was  to  be  imposed. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  as  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  made  a 
personal  charge  against  him,  he  wished 
at  once,  with  the  indulgence  of  the 
House,  to  meet  it,  though  he  would  not 
now  rectify  what  he  had  said  on  the 
subject  of  Committees,  but  would  re- 
serve to  a  future  occasion  his  remarks 
on  that  subject.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  had  asserted  that  he  never 
attended  the  House  during  the  late  Par- 
liament to  give  any  support  to  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  about  Ob- 
struction. 

Sib  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT  ex- 
plained that  he  did  not  say  that.  [''  Oh, 
oh!"l  What  he  said  was,  that  the 
right  non.  Gentleman  had  given  up  his 
position  as  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
aad  that  he  had  neglected  to  come  down 
tad  support  the  then  Leader  of  the 
House,  and  to  discharge  in  his  high 
position  any  of  those  onerous  duties 
vhich  he  would  have  had  to  discharge 
H  Leader  of  %he  Opposition, 


Me.  QLAD'STONE  said,  that  if  that 
were  the  charge,  he  would  remind  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that  he  did 
support  distinctly  the  proposal  of  the 
late  Government  with  regard  to  Obstruc- 
tion. But  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man charged  him  with  being  a  negligent 
attendant  in  the  House  during  the  last 
Parliament.  Upon  that  he  would  only 
say  one  sentence,  and  that  was  that, 
when  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had 
sat  for  45  years  in  that  House,  perhaps 
he  would  consider  that  he  had  a  rignt 
to  give  himself  a  little  relaxation. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  was  sorry  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  should  think  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  endeavour  to  meet 
his  argument.  He  claimed  to  repudiate 
what  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
had  said — namely,  that  the  present  oc- 
cupants of  the  Treasury  Bench  did  not, 
when  they  sat  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  assist  the  Government  in  resist- 
ing Obstruction.  He  himself  sat  up 
night  after  night  doing  all  he  could  to 
assist  them  in  resisting  Obstruction  when 
it  first  developed  itself  in  the  celebrated 
fight  on  the  South  African  Bill,  and  also 
on  the  Army  Discipline  Bill.  He  then 
did  his  best  to  assist  the  Government  in 
jotting  through  the  Business  which  he 
deemed  essential  to  the  welfare  of  the 
country.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man was  extremely  dissatisfied  because 
hon.  Members  did  not  talk  enough  on 
the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House.  Let 
him  consider  arithmetically  how  the  mat- 
ter stood.  Upon  that  side  of  the  House 
he  believed  there  were  10  speeches 
made  on  one  Amendment  on  a  single 
line.  If  that  did  not  satisfy  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman,  how  many  did 
he  wish  for?  If  he  was  not  satisfied 
with  10  speeches  on  that  side  and  20 
on  the  other,  what  was  his  opinion  of 
the  number  of  speeches  that  would  be 
necessary  for  each  Amendment  ?  Then 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  said, 
''Your  argument  is  a  bad  one.''  If  that 
were  the  case,  so  much  the  better  for  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  who  had 
twice  as  many  arguments,  which  were 
twice  as  good  as  those  of  his  opponents. 
Then  there  was  the  accusation  that  the 
independent  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House  had  spoken,  not  in  favour  of 
the  propositions  of  the  Government,  but 
against  them.  A^ain,  he  said,  so  much 
the  better  for  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
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tleman.    Then    the   hon.  and    gallant 
Member    charged    against    them    the 
worst  thing  of  all — namely,  the  silence 
of   the  Irish  Members.     How  in  the 
world    could    the  Government   be    re- 
sponsible for  that  ?    [Lord  Randolph 
Churchill:  The  Kilraainham  Treaty.] 
It  seemed  to  him  (Sir  William  Harcourt; 
that  it  was  a  very  one-sided  Treaty,  for 
he  found  that  in  the  remarkable  division 
of  last  night  the   greater  part  of  the 
supporters  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodfltock  were  those  very  Irish 
Members.      Therefore,    the    argument 
seemed  to  be  that  the  Irish  Members 
were  to  be  silent  in  favour  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  were  to  vote  with  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.      That  was  not  an 
arrangement  of  which  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  0*8hea)  would  have  been  proud. 
He  (Sir  William   Harcourt)  expected, 
though  he  had  to  speak  delicately  on  a 
matter  of  which  he  knew  nothing,  that 
perhaps  the  Irish   Members  might  be 
sitting  in  amused  silence,  astonishment, 
and  admiration  at  finding  that  in  the 
Conservative  Party  they  had  got  their 
superiors  in  debate  ;  and,  perhaps,  they 
wished  the  country  to  see  that  they  could 
be  excelled  by  others  who  understood 
the  arts  of  debate  better  than  themselves. 
He  thought  that  that  was  a  very  obvious 
policy,  and  it  might  turn  out  to  be  a  very 
wise  one.     Ho  would   now   say  a  few 
words  on  the  Amendment.  If  the  cidture 
were  good  at  all,  it  was,  above  all  things, 
necessary  in  Committee  of  Supply.     To 
prevent  by  Obstruction  the  passing  of 
measures  of  legislation  might,  no  doubt, 
cause  injury  to  the  nation.     But  Supply 
stood  on   a  different  ground.     It  was 
not   only  important ;    it   was    essential 
and  vital.       If   Supply  were   stopped, 
the  whole  machinery  for  carrying    on 
the    Business  of   the    State  would  be 
destroyed.      Supply  was  the  life-blood 
of  the  State.     The  Amendment  took  no 
notice  of  proportionate  majorities.     Ob- 
struction in  Committee  of  Supply  would 
be  absolutely  unlimited  and  unrestrained 
on  the  part  of  a  minority,  however  small. 
If  they  obstructed  the  Votes  for  the  Army 
and  Navy,  what  would  become  of  the 
strength  of  the  country?    And  if  they 
stopped  the  Votes  for  the  Civil  Service, 
what  would   become  of   the  police  in 
England  and  Ireland,  and  all  the  ma- 
chinery for  the  safety  of  the  country? 
Supply  must  very  often  be  passed  by  a 
partioolar  day;  but  supposing  there  were 
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a  small  minority  who  were  determined 
to  obstruct  the  Vote  of  men  for  the  Army, 
how  long  could  they  go  on  ?    Why,  as 
long  as  they  liked,  and  their  Obstruction 
could  only  be  put  an  end  to  by  a  covp 
cPitat,  In  the  case  of  a  great  emergency, 
on  which  a  Vote  of  Credit  was  required, 
in  the  present  state  of  things  an  ex- 
tremely small  minority  might  indefinitely 
postpone  the  Vote,  and  bring  the  coun- 
try into  imminent  peril.     There  was  an 
extraordinary  inconsistency  in  the  pro- 
posal that  in  the  Whole  House  a  debate 
should  be  summarily  closed  and  a  deci- 
sion arrived  at  for  the  carrying  out  of 
which  a  Vote  of  Supply  should  be  abso- 
lutely necessary,  while  in  Committee  of 
Supply  a  small  minority  might  prevail 
over  the  voice  of  a  majority  and  prevent 
the  execution  of  the  policy  which  had 
previously  been  determined  upon  by  the 
application  of  the  eldture.     It  was  in 
Committee  of  Supply,  above  all,  that 
Obstruction  was  to  be  feared.     Wilful 
and  malignant  Obstruction  was  far  more 
injurious  there  than  in  any  other  part  of 
the  Business  of  the  House.  A  Bill  might 
be  lost  owing  to  Obstruction,  but  it  might 
be  brought  in  again.     But  the  loss  of 
Supply  could  not  be  repaired.     It  was 
monstrous  that  the  purse-strings,  which 
were  held  by  the  House  of  Commons, 
should,  as  they  would  be  if  that  Amend- 
ment were  carried,  be  placed  under  the 
control  of  a   minority  which  chose  to 
abuse  its  power.     [Sir  Stafford  Nokth- 
coTE :  Getting  the  money  in  is  the  first 
thing.]     But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  had  experience  of  the  enor- 
mous importance  of  the  question  of  giv- 
ing the  money  out.     The  Farliamentory 
phrase  for  keeping  in  the  money  was 
**  Stopping  the  Supplies;"  and  it  had 
always  been  considered  a  very  strong 
thing,  even  for  a  majority,  to  stop  the 
Supplies.     What  would  be  the  case  if 
such  a  power  was  given  to— say,  20 
Members  ?      The  argument  might  be 
stated  in  another  way.  A  minority  might 
desire  to  stop  a  Government  Bill.     Ob- 
struction during  the  debates  in  the  House 
would  be  put  down  by  the  eldture.    Bat 
the  same  object  would  be  attained  by 
indefinitely  prolonging  the  debates  in 
Committee  of  Supply,  so  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  have  no  time  left  for 
its  Bills.  The  Amendment  was  like  lock- 
ing the  back  door  and  leaving  the  front 
door  wide  open.     It  was  perfectly  im- 
possible to  make  an  improvement  in  tbo 
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transaction  of  the  Basiness  of  the  House 
unless  an  effectual  restraint  upon  Ob- 
struction were  applied  in  Committee  of 
Supply ;  and  all  the  objects  of  Obstruc- 
tion could  be  accomplished  in  Supply  in 
a  manner  far  more  injurious  to  the  public 
interest  than  in  the  House  itself. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  he  had 
never  heard  an  argument  more  boldly  and 
skilfully  stated  for  depriving  the  House 
of  Commons  of  the  power  and  the  duty 
to  carefully  consider  the  proposals  of  the 
GoYemment  with  regard  to  that  ques- 
tion.    The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  spoken  of  keeping  the  money 
in.     It  was  not  the  duty,  nor  was  it  in 
the  power,    of  the  Opposition  or   any 
minority  to  propose  the  expenditure  of 
public  money.     But  it  was  precisely  the 
duty  of  Parliament,  and  of  the  Opposi- 
tion in  particular,  to  criticize  with  the 
greatest  possible  care  the  Government 
proposals  for  the  expenditure  of  public 
money.  The  question  was  whether  there 
was  any  present  necessity,  from   what 
had  passed  during  the  last  two  or  three 
years,  for  a  change  in  the  nature  of  a 
grrave    limitation    of    the    liberty    and 
power  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  dis- 
cuss Supply.     What  had  occurred  last 
year  ?    The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
came  down  at  1  a.m.,  and  asked  for  a 
Tote  which  he  said  was  of  the  highest 
importance  to  the  Public  Service.     The 
Vote  was  given.     The  present  Irish  Se- 
cretary bad  asked  for  Votes  in  a  pre- 
cisely similar  way,  and  had  got  them ; 
and  on  no  occasion  did  he  remember, 
after  a  considerable  experience,  that  a 
Vote  had  ever  been  refused  or  delayed 
if  it   was  shown   that   that  Vote   was 
necessary  for  the  Public   Service.     No 
doubt,  there  had  been  delay  and  Obstruc- 
tion ;  but  he  had  come  deliberately  to 
the  conclusion  that,  on  the  whole,  it  was 
a  saving  of  time  to  bear  patiently  with 
occasional  Obstruction,  when  that  Ob- 
struction did  not  bring  itself  within  the 
Hules  which  many  of  the  Opposition 
were  prepared  to  enact  as  against  those 
who   made   use  of   the   Forms  of  the 
House  with  a  view  to  obstruct  Business 
of  all  kinds,  and  to  bring  the  House 
itself  into   contempt  —  men  who  were 
rebels  against  the  system  of  govern- 
ment under  which  we  lived.     Such  wore 
the  men   who  were  to  be  dealt  with 
tmder  the  Hules.    But  it  would  be  most 
inexpedient,   and  would    tend   to    the 
.vaate  rather  than  the  saving  of  time,  to 


repress  men  having  strong  opinions 
with  regard  to  a  particular  policy  of 
the  Government,  but  who  had  no  such 
motives,  merely  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  guilty  of  repetition  and  prolixity, 
and  because  their  arguments  became, 
perhaps,  intolerable,  and  the  loss  of 
time  a  serious  injury  to  Gentlemen  who 
sat  on  the  Government  Benches.  What 
had  been  the  experience  of  the  last 
seven  or  eight  years  ?  There  had  been 
Obstruction.  But  Obstruction,  like  a 
fire,  burnt  itself  out.  But  the  real 
Obstruction  had  been  in  Public  Busi- 
ness, which  had  prevented  Supply  from 
being  put  on  the  Paper  early  in  the 
Session.  It  was  certainly  the  case  that 
less  time  had  been  occupied  in  the  con- 
sideration of  Supply  during  the  last  two 
Sessions  than  at  any  focmer  period 
within  his  experience  of  14  years  of 
that  House.  Was  this,  then,  the  time 
to  take  away  opportunities  from  Mem- 
bers of  considering  Votes  in  Supply  ? 
He  could  not  imagine  anything  more 
likely  to  increase  delay  than  the  opera- 
tion of  that  Eule.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  taken  the  illus- 
tration of  a  Vote  of  Credit,  upon  which 
might  depend  peace  or  war. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  ex- 
plained that  what  he  said  was  that  after 
the  question  of  peace  or  war  had  been 
decided  in  the  House,  there  might  be 
Obstruction  by  a  small  minority. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that,  no 
doubt,  such  a  thing  might  occur ;  but  he 
should  like  to  know  whether  anything 
of  the  kind  had  ever  occurred  ?  He 
thought  they  ought  to  legislate  from  the 
experience  of  what  had  happened,  and 
from  what  they  believed  to  be  necessary 
to  meet  the  circumstances  of  the  case  at 
the  present  time.  He  believed  that  the 
proposal  before  them  was  totally  un- 
necessary. Instead  of  discouraging  dis- 
cussion in  Supply,  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  encourage  it.  He 
believed  that  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury would  far  better  discharge  his  duty 
if  there  were  more  discussion  than  there 
had  been.  In  his  opinion,  the  result  of 
checking  these  discussions  would  lead  to 
a  larger  waste  of  public  time  than  was 
at  present  the  case.  If  a  discussion  was 
closed  on  one  Vote  it  would  provoke  re- 
taliation on  others,  for  it  was  not  in 
human  nature  that  men  should  have 
their  mouths  closed  without  finding  some 
other  opportunity  to  bring  forward  their 
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grievances.  The  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  referred,  during 
the  previous  Evening  Sitting,  to  a  case 
-where  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Essex  (Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbet- 
son)  had  occupied  the  Chair  until  7 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  when  the  House 
was  counted  out.  Perhaps,  if  an  ap- 
peal had  been  made  to  the  good  sense 
of  the  House,  a  better  result  might  have 
been  produced.  But  what  would  the 
cldture  have  done  in  that  case  ?  Was  it 
to  be  supposed  that  at  any  time  there 
were  100  Members  present  r  The  occa- 
sions on  which  that  number  of  Members 
was  present  in  Committee  of  Supply 
were  exceedingly  rare;  and,  therefore, 
this  Rule  could  only  be  put  into  opera- 
tion by  sending  out  for  Members,  who 
would  have  to  come  in  and  vote  on  a 
question  the  discussion  of  which  they 
had  not  heard.  Any  procedure  of  that 
sort  would  be  a  scandal.  He  still  felt 
that  the  old  ways  were  better  than  the 
proposed  new  ones,  and  that  personal 
influence  and  authority  and  appeals  to 
the  good  sense  and  responsibility  of 
Members  would  tend  much  more  to 
facilitate  the  discharge  of  Public  Busi- 
ness than  an  attempt  to  enforce  a  law 
which,  because  it  was  a  law,  would  have 
excluded  from  its  operation  everything 
which  did  not  come  strictly  within  it. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  his  remarks 
by  referring  to  the  good  sense  and  good 
feeling  of  the  House  in  these  cases. 
But  surely  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  remember  the  frequent  occasions 
on  which  appeals  after  appeals  had  been 
made  by  both  Front  Benches  and  many 
independent  Members,  without  any  effect 
whatever  having  been  produced.  There 
was  one  fallacy  which  seemed  to  underlie 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  of  the  Conservative  Party — 
namely,  that  the  intended  or  actual  ope- 
ration of  the  proposed  Rule  was  to  stifle 
and  prevent  discussion.  That,  he  need 
hardly  say,  was  not  the  case.  The  evil 
they  had  to  deal  with  was  this.  It  was 
not  that  there  was  not  ample  discussion, 
but  there  was  exaggerated  discussion  on 
minor  points,  so  that  really  important 
matters  were  neglected.  Frequently  in 
Supply  a  lengthened  debate  took  place 
on  the  Ist  or  2nd  Vote,  and  the  remain- 
ing Votes  were  passed  without  discus- 
sion. He  was  disposed  to  think  that 
SeoretarioB  of  State  for  War  and  other 
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Ministers  were  not  thoroughly  displeased 
with  that  proceeding ;  but  it  was  obvioas 
that  in  such  cases  many  Yotes  were 
passed  over  that  ought  to  be  discnssed. 
He  believed  that  the  effect  of  the  Rule 
would  be  that  there  would  be  a  more 
equal  distribution  of  discussion  over  im- 
portant subjects,  and  that  protracted  and 
wearying  discussion  on  minor  points 
would  be  avoided.  The  Conservative 
Party  could  not  think  that  the  Liberal 
Party  were  likely  to  stifle  discussion  in 
voting  public  money.  [^Ironical  cheers 
from  the  Oppohition,']  Under  the  excite- 
ment of  the  moment,  it  was  possible  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might  work 
themselves  up  to  that  belief;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  absolutely  incredible  that 
the  bulk  of  the  Liberal  Party  would 
allow  Votes  to  be  taken  without  discus- 
sion. [An  hon.  Member:  Last  Ses- 
sion.] If  it  was  done  last  Session  it  was 
because  the  Government  and  the  majo- 
rity were  driven  into  such  a  corner  by 
Obstruction  that  it  was  impossible  for 
them  to  escape.  The  object  of  the  Rule 
was  clearly  not  to  stifle  discussion,  bat 
rather  to  encourage  fair  and  proper  dis- 
cussion of  the  different  Votes.  He  be- 
lieved that  if  the  closing  power  were 
not  applied  to  Committee  of  Supply, 
the  effect  would  be  that  the  whole  of  the 
Obstruction  would  be  concentrated  upon 
those  Committees. 

SiH  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  whether 
they  really  could  be  of  opinion  that  the 
Liberal  Party  would  ever  interfere  so 
as  to  stifle  discussion  on  the  expenditure 
of  public  money.  He  hardly  ventured 
to  stand  up  and  say  what  the  Liberal 
Party  were  capable  of,  or  what  they  were 
not  capable  of ;  but,  so  far  as  his  own 
experience  went,  he  was  inclined  to  say 
that  the  question  must  be  answered  with 
reference  to  the  side  of  the  House  on 
which  the  Liberal  Party  were,  for  the 
time  being,  seated.  It  was  certain  that 
some  dintinguished  Members  of  the 
Liberal  Party — notably  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands) 
— when  they  sat  upon  the  Opposition 
Benches,  had  criticised  with  much  se- 
verity the  Estimates  of  the  ConservatiTe 
Government ;  and  they  ought,  when  they 
sat,  as  they  now  did,  upon  the  Minis- 
terial Benches,  to  be  criticizing  the  Esti- 
mates of  a  Liberal  Government,  though 
they  failed  to  do  so.     He  could  quite 
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understand  that  the  Members  of  the 
Liberal  Party  drew  a  distinction,  satis- 
factory enough  perhaps  to  themselves, 
between  the  Estimates  of  the  one  Go- 
vernment and  of  the  other.  They  would 
say,  perhaps,  that  when  a  Conservative 
Oovemment  proposed  pernicious  mea- 
Bures,  their  Estimates  ought  to  be  se- 
verely criticized ;  but  that  when  a  Libe- 
ral Government  was  in  power,  everything 
was  sound  and  right,  and  that  there  was 
no  necessity  for  them  to  exercise  the 
powers  of  criticism  which  they  had  so 
nreely  exercised  when  that  Party  was  in 
Opposition.  Indeed,  the  line  taken  up 
by  the  Liberal  Members  on  this  point 
reminded  him  of  what  was  said  of  the 
Highlanders  in  an  amusing  sketch  of 
the   Highlands  that  had  been  recently 

Enblished,  that  whenever  any  accident 
appened  to  others  they  called  it  a  judg- 
ment, but  that  whenever  it  happened  to 
themselves  they  called  it  a  trial.  Thus, 
whenever  any  expenditure  was  proposed 
by  a  Conservative  Government  it  was 
characterized  as  monstrous  extravagance, 
but  when  a  much  higher  expenditure 
was  proposed  by  a  Liberal  Government 
it  was  described  as  judicious  and  praise- 
worthy. Therefore,  it  was  impossible, 
with  regard  to  such  matters,  to  place 
implicit  reliance  upon  the  instincts  of  the 
Liberal  Party  even  as  it  existed  now,  and 
still  less  could  they  trust  to  that  Party 
as  it  might  be  constituted  in  the  future. 
The  late  Mr.  Hume,  whose  name  was 
still  highly  honoured  in  that  House  and 
would  be  regarded  .with  respect  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  would  have  been  unable 
to  have  continued  his  valuable  efforts  in 
favour  of  economy  if  the  provisions  of 
this  Bule  had  been  enforced  against  him 
by  an  impatient  majority,  and  it  must 
be  recollected  that  the  results  of  his 
efforts  were  felt  not  so  much  in  that 
Honse  as  throughout  the  country.  Under 
the  provisions  of  this  Rule,  however,  the 
country  might  be  precluded  by  the  ma- 
jority from  hearing  arguments  which,  if 
uttered,  might  have  a  most  important 
effect  upon  the  national  mind.  He  must 
remind  the  House  that  these  Kules  would 
give  the  Ministry  who  possessed  a  ma- 
jority in  that  House  an  enormous  advan- 
tage over  their  Predecessors  in  bringing 
forward  their  Estimates.  Thus  they 
would  be  able  to  ^o  into  Supply  without 
being  delayed  by  previous  Motions,  con- 
tmaed  Motions  to  report  Progress  would 
be  prevented,  and  precautions  would  be 


taken  against  Obstruction.  Surely  the 
Liberal  Party  ought  to  be  content  with 
achieving  such  advantages  as  those 
without  seeking  to  prevent  free  discus- 
sion in  Committee  of  Supply.  He  had 
certainly  been  surprised — although  peo- 
ple were  ceasing  to  be  surprised  at 
many  things  now — at  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter;  and  until  he 
had  seen  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  actually  walk  into  the 
other  Lobby  he  should  still  trust  that 
this  Amendment  would  have  his  sup- 
port. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  could  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  that  the  Liberal  Party  were 
perfectly  aware  that  these  Eules  might 
be  used  against  them  whenever  they 
were  in  the  minority,  and  that  they  were 
not  so  short-sighted  as  to  propose  Hules 
as  applicable  to  others  which  they  were 
not  prepared  to  abide  by  cheerfully 
when  they  were  applied  to  themselves. 
Reference  had  been  made  to  Mr.  Hume, 
but  Mr.  Hume  was  a  friend  to  economy 
in  days  when  economy  was  less  popular 
than  now.  He  (Mr.  Dodson)  did  not 
say  that  economy  was  exceedingly  popu- 
lar in  these  days.  Mr.  Hume  fought 
an  up-hill  battle  in  its  favour,  and 
fought  it  with  firmness,  courage,  and 
pertinacity,  no  doubt ;  but  neither  he 
individually,  nor  yet  the  small  body  with 
whom  he  acted,  had  ever  carried  on  the 
fight  by  means  of  that  system  of  Ob- 
struction which  the  House  had  witnessed 
in  recent  years.  There  was  a  marked 
and  sensible  difference  between  ho7id  fide 
resistance,  however  protracted,  obstinate, 
and  pertinacious  it  might  be,  to  a  mea- 
sure or  a  Vote,  as  long  as  it  was  carried 
on  with  a  reasonable  hope  of  amending 
the  proposal,  of  convincing  opponents,  or 
even  of  making  a  sufficient  protest  in  the 
face  of  the  House  and  of  the  country,  and 
resistance  which  was  carried  on  after  all 
such  hope  was  extinguished,  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  delay,  of  annoyance,  or  of 
self-display.  It  was  against  Obstruction 
of  the  latter  kind  that  these  Kules  were 
framed.  The  present  Rule  provided  that 
after  a  subject  had  been  adequately  dis- 
cussed the  House  should  not  be  pre- 
vented from  coming  to  a  decision  in  re- 
gard to  it,  and  the  necessity  for  arriving 
at  a  practical  conclusion  with  regard  to 
a  subject  was  just  as  clear  in  the  case  of 
Committee  of  Supply  as  it  was  in  that 
of  any  other  Committee  or  Sitting  of 
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the  House.  By  a  subsequent  Bule  the 
Government  had  provided  the  greatest 
possible  opportunity  for  discussion  in 
Committee  of  Supply,  because  they  had 
proposed  that  the  House  should  be  able 
to  go  into  Committee  of  Supply  without 
being  stopped  by  antecedent  Motions. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  Rule  would 
not  be  efficacious  for  its  purpose.  If  so, 
it  could  not  be  so  dangerous  as  hon. 
Gentlemen  supposed;  and  as  to  the 
argument  that  acceptincr  it  would  be 
laying  down  a  Rule  wnich  would  be 
binding,  and  making  a  precedent  which 
could  not  be  reversed,  the  real  fact  was 
that  it  was  nothing  more  than  a  Reso- 
lution adopted  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  only  binding  within  these 
four  walls ;  it  was  not  even  an  Act  of 
Parliament  the  repeal  of  which  would 
require  the  assent  of  the  other  Branch 
of  the  Legislature.  If,  therefore,  it  was 
found  to  be  abused,  to  require  amend- 
ment or  repeal,  nothing  more  was  re- 
quired than  another  Resolution  of  the 
House.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  not  be 
prepared  to  accept  the  Amendment, 
which  would  weaken  the  Rule  by  taking 
the  check  away  in  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply, where  it  was  so  legitimately  neces- 
sary. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  had  heard  with 
a  good  deal  of  astonishment  the  question 
of  the  Estimates  argued  simply  as  if  it 
were  a  question  of  the  '*  ins "  and 
"outs"  of  Party,  losing  sight  of  the 
fact  that  it  was  the  country  which  was 
interested  in  the  due  discussion  of  the 
Estimates  that  were  laid  before  the 
House.  Suggesting  that  it  would  be  the 
turn  of  the  Conservatives  at  some  time  to 
be  in  power  was  a  very  inadequate  and 
low  way  of  looking  at  the  matter.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  and  many  speakers  had 
said  that  the  Rule  was  aimed  at  Ob- 
struction ;  but  he  failed  to  find  any  in- 
ternal evidence  in  the  Rule  itself  to 
support  that  assertion.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  it  would  put  an  end  to  all  discus- 
sion by  a  bare  majority ;  and  private 
Members  must  recollect  that  such  a 
Rule  would  bear  far  more  hardly  upon 
them  than  upon  official  Members  of  the 
House.  If  the  Prime  Minister  really 
aimed  at  putting  down  Obstruction,  he 
Bhoold  consent  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  GHibson),  which  would  effectually 

Mr.IMkon 


dispose  of  anything  of  that  character. 
He  confessed  there  was  much  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Ripon  (Mr.   Goschen)  with   which  he 
agpreed,  for  he  had  seen  very  consider- 
able Obstruction  in  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply ;  such,  for  instance,  as,  on  one  occa- 
sion in  the  last  Parliament,  of  a  night 
being  devoted  to  the  question  whether  a 
charwoman  in  a  public  office    should 
have  2«.  %d,  or  2«.  9(/.  a- day.     Dae  dis- 
cussion of  the  general  Estimates  might 
be  and  had  been  interfered  with  by  pro- 
longed debates  on  such  trivialities.  That 
was  the  opinion,  he  was  sure,  of  every- 
one on  the  Conservative  Benches.    The 
only  difference,  therefore,  between  the 
two  sides  of  the  House  was  how  such 
Obstruction  should  be  put  an  end  to. 
He  regretted  that  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin),  which  would  have  dealt  with 
the  difficulty  as  an  alternative  measure 
to  the  proposal  then  before  the  House, 
had  been  ruled  out  of  Order.   If  his  hon. 
Friend  was  not  permitted  to  propose  his 
Amendment,  he  would  be  debarred  alto- 
gether;  and,  therefore,  it  was    to  be 
hoped  that  the  decision  of  the  Speaker 
would  be  reconsidered.    While  acknow- 
ledging the  Obstruction,  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  appealed  to  the  Government 
to  take  care  that  in  remedying  one  evil 
they  did  not  create    another  and  far 
greater  evil — that  of  closing  discussion 
by  a  mere  majority.    That  Rule  would 
be  especially  liable  to  abuse  in  a  most 
important  class  of  lousiness  in  which,  as 
a  rule,  few  Members  took  part — he  re- 
ferred to  the  Business  in  Committee  of 
Supply.     If  free  discussion  was  to  be 
precluded  by  the  bare  majority  Role, 
the  confidence  of  the  constituencies  in 
the  discharge  of  their  duties  by  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  would  be  greatly 
shaken.     He  was  surprised  that  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  did  not  see  the 
matter  in  that  light,  or  understand  how 
they  would  throw  discredit  on  the  finan- 
cial arrangements  of  the  Government 
Late  in  the  day  as  it  was,  he  would  even 
now  venture  to  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  reconsider  his  decision 
and  consent  to  abandon  cldture  by  a  bare 
majority ;  and  he  would  also  appeal  to 
hon.   Members  opposite  to   break  the 
silence  they  had  maintained  and  avow 
their  disapprobation  of  it, 

Mb.  BORLASE  said,  he  was  quite 
willing  to  accept  the  challenge  of  hon. 
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Gentlemen  opposite ;  and,  althougli  he 
thooj^ht  enough  had  been  heard  on  the 
subject,  he  would  ask  leave  to  intervene 
for  two  or  three  minutes  before  the 
division,  which  he  hoped  would  soon 
take  place.  Members  who,  like  himself, 
sat  behind  the  Ministry  had  been  twitted 
with  their  silence,  and  their  silence  had 
been  misunderstood.  He  would  tell  hon . 
Members  opposite  the  reason  of  their 
silence.  They  had  been  silent,  because 
the  issues  of  this  whole  matter  were  so 
distinct  and  so  plain,  and  because  the 
necessity  for  the  eldture  was  so  obvious 
to  all  who  had  sat  in  the  House  only  for 
the  last  three  years  as  he  had.  For 
example,  what  could  be  plainer  than 
the  issue  just  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Westminster 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  ?  He  stated  that 
there  was  no  necessity  for  the  cldture  in 
Committee  of  Supply.  Did  an  argu- 
ment such  as  that  really  require  a 
serious  answer?  Supposing  there  was 
eJdture  in  the  other  Departments  of  the 
Business  of  Parliament,  what  would 
become  of  Supply?  Why,  the  flood- 
gates of  Obstruction  would  be  opened 
upon  Supply?  The  most  important 
portion  of  all  the  Business  of  the  House 
would  be  subject  to  the  gpreatest  amount 
of  Obstruction.  If  there  was  any  part 
of  the  Business  of  Parliament  in  which 
there  ought  to  be  cldture,  it  was  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  and  for  two  special 
reasons — first  of  all,  because  that  was  the 
occasion,  above  all  others,  when  persistent 
Obstruction  could  do  the  most  serious 
damage  to  the  nation  at  large ;  and,  se- 
condly, because  that  was  the  very  occa- 
sion when  the  Chairman  would  be  most 
unlikely  to  feel  bias  of  any  sort  or  kind. 
It  was  becoming  clearer,  as  these  debates 
proceeded,  that  the  central  point  on 
which  the  discussions  had  been  focussing 
themselves  was  this — the  amount  of 
confidence  and  trust  which  they  could 
^ace  in  the  presiding  authority  of  the 
House.  It  was  among  the  Opposition 
that  mistrust  of  the  Speaker  and  the 
Chairman  had  been  shown,  and  not 
upon  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Hampshire  (Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth),  in  introducing  this  Amendment, 
iigned  that  the  initiation  of  the  cldture 
diould  not  be  allowed  to  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means ;  because,  with  the 
lid  of  the  Government  of  the  day, 
"money  might  be  extorted  thereby." 
Be  copied  these  words  down  as  they 


were  spoken.  He  begged  the  Hou^e  to 
mark  the  indirect  insult  to  every  inde- 
pendent Member  of  the  House.  No 
one,  except  a  Member  of  the  House  and 
a  Eepresentative  of  the  people,  could 
be  Chairman  of  Committees.  [Mr.  War- 
ton  :  Hear,  hear !  ]  Did  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  believe  that  there 
could  be  imagined  a  Government  so 
base,  or  that  there  could  breathe  in  the 
House  a  man  with  heart  so  base  as  to 
be  guilty  of  such  portentous  perfidy  ? 
Hon.  Members  opposite  had  a  far  worse 
opinion  of  the  individual  honour  of  their 
fellow-Bepresentatives  in  that  House 
than  he  (Mr.  Borlase)  had.  Outside 
those  walls  hon.  Members  of  that  House, 
in  virtue  of  their  position,  were  often 
called  on  to  preside  at  public  meetings. 
Was  their  fairness  then  called  in  ques- 
tion ?  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
had  alluded  to  the  present  Chairman  of 
Committees  in  terms  which  must  have 
been  most  painful  to  all  who  heard  him. 
What  would  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber's conduct  have  been  had  he  occupied 
the  Chair?  Would  his  temper  have 
been  .equal  to  the  occasion  ?  He  (Mr. 
Borlase)  thought  not,  if  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet's  recent  speeches  sup- 
plied any  indication.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  said  there  was  no  Ob- 
struction on  his  side  of  the  House.  If 
that  were  so,  there  must  be  another  split 
on  the  other  side,  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  must  have  disowned 
* '  the  Fourth  Party."  He  (Mr.  Borlase) 
never  could  forget  that,  during  his  first 
Session,  it  was  **  the  Fourth  Party," 
under  the  Leadership  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ean- 
dolph  Churchill),  which  was  most  en- 
gaged in  the  manipulation  of  the  tactics 
of  Obstruction,  which  had  done  so  much 
to  render  this  measure  necessary.  [  *  *  Oh, 
oh !  "]  He  believed  the  measure  was 
necessary,  and  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  would  be 
able  to  pass  it  in  its  entirety.  If  there 
was  one  thing  more  than. another  he 
would  say  about  these  Pules — if  there 
was  one  objection  he  had  to  them — it 
was  that  they  were  not  strong  enough. 
He  believed  that  that  was  the  best 
measure  that  could  at  the  present  mo- 
ment be  devised,  although  he  only  wished 
he  thought  it  would  have  any  real  effect 
in  stopping  Obstruction,  which  he  can- 
didly told  the  House  he  believed  to  be 
an  impossible  task. 
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Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, referring  to  him,  had  stated  that 
he  should  be  much  surprised  to  see  him 
walk  through  the  Lobby  against  the 
Amendment.  The  reasons  why  he 
should  certainly  do  so  were  very  simple. 
He  having  watched  the  course  of  Supply 
for  many  years,  when  both  Parties  were 
in  power,  was  impressed  with  the  neces- 
sity of  adequately  discussing  the  Esti- 
mates. As  things  were,  the  most  trifling 
matters  were  often  discussed  at  inordi- 
nate length  in  order  to  secure  the  post- 
ponement of  more  important  questions ; 
and  the  result  was  that  Votes  of  the 
utmost  consequence  were  frequently 
passed  without  debate  at  the  end  of  the 
Session.  He  believed  that  if  tlie  power 
was  granted  that  was  now  asked  for 
such  waste  of  time  for  the  purposes  of 
Obstruction  could  bo  prevented,  and  a 
more  full  discussion  of  the  whole  of  the 
Estimates  could  be  secured. 

Mr.  REDMOND  said,  some  allusion 
had  been  made  to  the  silence  which  had 
been  observed  by  the  Irish  ^lembers 
during  this  discussion.  On  that  side  of 
the  House  it  was  accounted  for  by  the 
supposed  existence  of  a  mysterious  Treaty 
between  the  Irish  Party  and  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  explanation  given  of  it 
from  the  other  side  was  not  niurh  better. 
To  his  mind  the  silence  of  the  Irish 
Members  was  to  be  accounted  for  by  the 
fact  that  they  looked  with  a  mixed  feel- 
ing of  indifference  and  amusement  upon 
the  debates  in  which  the  House  was  now 
engaged.  Tlieir  indifference  proceeded 
from  the  confidence  that  though  the  New 
Rules  were  evidently  aimed  at  the  Irish 
Party,  they  would  not  succeed  in  sup- 
pressing its  Parliamentary  energy  and 
influence.  But  the  feeling  of  amusement 
was  still  stronger,  because  of  the  spec- 
tacle of  the  Liberal  Party  attacking  free- 
dom of  debate  and  the  Conservative 
Party  endeavouring  to  uphold  it.  He 
had  endeavoured  to  recognize  the  fact 
that  the  Rules  were  aimed  against  the 
Irish  Members.  He  believed  that  was 
not  denied  ;  but  he  did  not  think  the 
Irish  Members  need  have  the  least  ap- 
prehension of  the  result.  He  believed, 
in  spite  of  any  Rules  they  might  make, 
the  Irish  Members  would  always  find  it 
possible  to  discuss  adequately  all  mat- 
ters in  which  they  were  interested, 
though  to  deal  with  Obstruction  they 
did  not  need  Rules  at  all.    It  had  been 


proved  already  that  when  Obstraction 
was  carried  on  in  the  House,  it  could 
be  dealt  with  without  any  Rules  at  alL 
He  would  endeavour  to  look  at  the  mat- 
ter, not  from  an  Irish,  but  from  an  im- 
partial point  of  view.  If  he  looked  at  the 
matter  from  an  Irish  point  of  view,  he 
could  hardly  be  partial  when  he  said 
that  the  Rules  were  aimed  at  his  Col- 
leagues. There  were  two  things  which 
were  aimed  at  in  the  original  Resolution. 
Not  only  would  it  strike  against  Obstruc- 
tion, but  it  would  strike  against  persis- 
tent and  legitimate  criticism.  The  late 
Mr.  Hume  was  never  guilty  of  Obstruc- 
tion ;  and  yet  his  mouth  would  have 
been  closed  if  such  a  Rule  as  the  one 
under  discussion  were  in  force  in  his 
tiuie.  There  was  a  difference  between 
legitimate  persistent  criticism  and  Ob- 
struction. As  soon  as  persistent  and 
legitimate  criticism  passed  into  wilful 
Obstruction,  then  the  House  was  able  to 
deal  with  it  by  a  power  which  had  been 
exorcised  more  than  once  by  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  and  the  Speaker  to 
summarily  suppress  any  individual  or 
bodies  of  individuals  who  were  guilty  of 
the  offence.  The  paper  of  eUture  which 
was  now  contended  for  in  Supply  could 
only  be  required  in  order  to  put  an  end 
to  criticism  which,  though  it  was  not 
obstructive,  was  inconvenient  to  the  Mi- 
nister in  charge  of  the  Estimates.  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  said  that  if  the  Rules  were 
unjust  the  Ministers  now  in  Office  would 
suffer  when  they  got  into  Opposition. 
But  he  did  not  think  that  was  the  ides 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House  had.  They  believed 
that  with  the  assistance  of  the  ei6iwr$ 
Rules  they  would  be  able  to  pass  the 
franchise  measure,  and  thus  obtain  a 
permanency  of  Office.  There  was  no- 
thing so  good  as  discussion  of  the  Esti- 
mates. In  every  Department  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  Irish  affairs  it  was  ad- 
mitted that  tliero  was  abuse  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  How  were  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers to  bring  home  to  the  Legislature 
and  the  country  those  grievances  if  not 
by  continued  discussion  ?  Ho  regarded 
the  Rules  they  were  about  to  make  with 
indifference.  For  himself  and  his  Col- 
leagues he  could  say  that  they  intended 
to  support  this  and  every  other  Amend- 
ment which  sought  to  curtail  the  mon- 
strous and  tyrannical  powers  the  Govern- 
ment were  about  to  confer  on  the  Chai^ 
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man  of  Committee  of  Supply.  There 
was  no  means  whereby  the  Irish  Kepre- 
sentatiyes  could  bring  home  to  the 
House  the  g^evances  of  their  country  so 
effectual  as  the  discussion  of  the  Esti- 
mates. He  was  not  so  dishonest  as  to 
pretend  that  he  supported  this  Amend- 
ment out  of  a  desire  to  support  the  dig- 
nity of  the  House  or  the  Chairman  of 
Committees.  He  had  no  such  feeling  in 
his  heart.  The  feeling  there  was  very 
different,  and  although  it  was  not  strong 
enough  to  induce  him  to  vote  against 
the  Amendment,  still  he  could  not  help 
saying  that  he  felt  no  little  satisfaction 
at  finding  that,  in  attempting  to  strike 
at  the  Irish  Members  and  Irish  repre- 
sentation in  that  House,  they  were 
obliged  to  strike  down  those  Privileges 
which  had  been  the  proudest  boast  of 
the  British  Constitution. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  if  he 
thought  the  Qovemment  were  going  to 
accept  the  two- thirds'  majority,  he  should 
feel  bound  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  North  Hants 
(Mr.  Sclater- Booth),  because  then  the 
surest  guarantee  for  the  minority  would 
at  once  and  for  ever  be  gone;  but, 
assuming  that  they  adhered  to  their  pro- 
posal as  to  a  bare  majority,  he  coula  not 
support  the  Amendment.  They  were  all 
aware,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  there 
was  but  a  very  limited  number  of  Mem- 
bers who  took  part  in  discussions  in 
Supply ;  and  the  Amendment  to  which  he 
had  referred  would,  if  there  were  60 
Members  present  in  Committee,  enable 
40  to  close  the  mouths  of  the  other  20. 
But  under  the  Rule,  as  proposed  by  the 
Cbvernment,  small  minorities  in  Supply 
had  an  amount  of  security  guaranteed 
to  them  which  would  practically  render 
it  impossible  for  the  eldture  to  be  put  in 
force  against  them,  except  in  case  of  per- 
sistent Obstruction.  There  was  no  part 
of  the  duties  of  the  House  discharged  in 
a  more  mechanical  manner  than  the 
voting  of  Supply,  and  none  in  which  a 
mechanical  majority  would  have  greater 
force.  Therefore,  the  guarantee  of  the 
Government  that  where  there  were  fewer 
than  40  Members  there  should  be  100 
on  the  other  side,  and  where  there  were 
more  than  40  there  should  be  200  on  the 
other  side,  before  the  discussion  could 
be  closed,  was  a  good  one.  As  for  the 
objection  that  Liberal  Members  did  not 
discuss  Votes  in  Supply  when  a  Liberal 
Government  was  in  Office,  the  fact  was 


that  of  late  years  the  House  had  prac- 
tically been  denuded  of  its  functions  of 
Supply.  That  Votes  taken  in  Supply 
might  be  challenged  on  Report,  and  that 
when  the  Appropriation  Bill  was  passing 
through  Committee  any  Member  might 
move  to  strike  out  any  item  in  the  Sche- 
dule, were  additional  guarantees  so  far 
as  Supply  was  concerned.  He  could  not 
see  why  Committee  of  Supply  should  be 
left  as  a  sort  of  Land  of  Goshen  for  Ob- 
structionists. The  result  of  exempting 
Committees  of  Supply  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Besolution  would  be  that  all 
the  forces  of  Obstruction  would  be  con- 
centrated in  such  Committees.  For  the 
reasons  which  he  had  given,  he  should 
vote  against  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Ripon  (Mr.  Goschen)  was  right  in  attri- 
buting wholly  to  Obstruction  the  fact 
that  Supply  came  on  for  consideration 
so  late  during  the  present  Session.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  would  recollect  that, 
during  the  time  he  was  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Supply  was  often  very 
late  owing  to  the  legislative  measures  of 
the  Government.  It  had  been  pointed 
out  that  Chairmen  of  Ways  and  Means 
were  Gentlemen  who  looked  for  pro- 
motion to  the  Party  in  power ;  but  he 
(Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler)  wished  to  remark 
that,  in  addition  to  dependence  on  the 
Members  of  their  Party,  they  were 
peculiarly  dependent  on  the  constitu- 
encies, as  they  generally  held  imcertain 
scats.  The  three  last  Chairmen  had  all 
lost  their  seats.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Dodson)  sat  for  East 
Sussex  when  he  filled  the  Chair.  He 
then  removed  to  Chester,  and,  finally, 
owing  to  circumstances  with  which  the 
House,  was  familiar,  had  to  take  refuge 
at  Scarborough.  He  was  preceded  by 
a  very  courteous  Gentleman  (Mr.  Bon- 
ham-Carter),  who  lost  his  seat  for  Win- 
chester, and  disappeared  from  the  scene. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Raikes)  had  been  driven 
from  Chester  by  Liberal  corruption. 
He  would  cordially  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Hants  (Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth). 

Mr.  HICKS  said,  that  although  the 
Committee  of  Supply  was  usually  con- 
ducted with  a  small  attendance  of  Mem- 
bers, yet  there  was  nothing  to  prevent 
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an  unscrupulous  Minister  bringing  in  a 
large  number  of  Members  and  applying 
the  eldture.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  consent  to  make  separate  arrange- 
ments for  the  control  of  Committees. 
They  would  then  know  whether  the 
right  of  independent  Members  to  criti- 
cize Votes  in  Supply  was  to  be  main- 
tained in  its  integrity. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  it  was 
but  a  few  months  since  the  Conservative 
Party  in  that  House  gave  their  aid  and 
assistance  to  the  Government  to  pass  a 
Coercion  Bill  for  Ireland.  It  had  come 
to  their  turn  to  have  a  little  coercion 
applied  to  themselves  now,  and  they  did 
not  seem  to  like  it.  They  believed  that 
the  honour  and  dignity  of  Parliament 
were  involved  in  this  matter,  and  that  if 
these  Hules  were  passed  the  prestige 
and  position  of  that  ancient  Assembly 
would  be  lowered.  In  that  contention 
he  entirely  agreed.  The  Home  Secre- 
tary, in  defending  this  new  aiTangement, 
drew  an  alarming  picture  of  the  perils 
to  the  Constitution  and  to  the  Legisla- 
ture that  wore  possible  under  the  exist- 
ing state  of  things.  No  one  saw  better 
than  the  Homo  Secretary  the  absurdity 
of  that  argument,  because  if  they  exa- 
mined the  wliole  scheme  of  the  British 
Constitution  thoy  could  discover  unnum- 
bered possibilities  of  danger  and  peril 
under  it ;  but  it  did  not  follow  tliat  these 
were  to  occur.  They  were  asked  to  trust 
to  the  impartiality  of  future  Speakers 
and  Chairmen  of  Committees;  but  the 
British  Constitution  went  on  the  very 
opposite  principle,  and  he  certainly 
should  object  to  trust  to  the  impar- 
tiality of  any  Chairman  or  any  Minister. 
A  powerful  and  unscrupulous  Prime 
Minister  was  one  of  the  possibilities  of 
the  future,  and  one  day  he  might  make 
the  House  regret  that  they  placed  in 
the  hands  of  one  man  the  power  of 
stifling  discussion  and  destroying  liberty. 
The  House  would  yet  regret  this  work, 
and  in  its  day  of  degradation  it  would 
have  but  the  poor  consolation  of  remem- 
bering that — 

"  'Twas  self -abasomcnt  pared  the  way 
To  villain  bonds  and  despot  sway." 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  102  ;  Noes 
166  :  Majority  64.— (Div.  List,  No.  349.) 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  rose  to 
xnoTO  an  Amendment  to  the  proposed 
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1st  Eesolution  of  the  Prime  Minister  by 
adding,  after  the  word  ''  Debate,"  the 
words  ''  not  being  a  Debate  on  Privilege 
or  the  Business  of  the  House."  Hu 
main  object  was  to  prevent  the  applica- 
tion of  the  gag,  supposing  it  to  be 
adopted,  to  the  discussion,  in  the  first 
place,  of  the  remaining  Bules  dealing 
with  the  Business  of  the  House ;  and, 
secondly,  of  debates  upon  Privilege. 
He  thought  it  would  be  extremely  dan- 
gerous for  the  House,  when  approaching 
discussions  of  such  importance,  to  have 
the  ''evident  sense  of  the  House" 
manufactured  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment at  any  opportune  or  inopportune 
moment.  Powers  of  this  description 
should  not  be  intrusted  to  any  Ministry, 
whether  Liberal  or  Conservative.  Sup- 
pose a  question  of  Privilege  should  arise 
with  regard  to  the  introduction  of  a 
Member  whom  the  majority  considered 
to  be  disqualified,  but  who  happened  to 
be  a  favourite  of  the  Liberal  Party,  and 
suppose  the  Ministry  had  the  power  of 
cutting  short  a  debate,  then,  when  they 
had  tlieir  numbers  fully  arrayed,  they 
might  snatch  a  vote  from  the  majority 
unawares,  and  thus  a  false  vote  would 
be  obtained.  Not  long  since  a  four-line 
Whip  was  sent  out  for  the  Government 
ostensibly  for  the  purpose  of  summoning 
Members  to  consider  the  Lords  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  Land  Act,  when  in  reality  it 
was  intended  to  be  used  to  secure  sup- 
port in  the  Bradlaugh  debate ;  and  in 
that  case  if  the  cidture  had  existed  the 
consequences  would  have  been  very  se- 
rious. Again,  the  proposed  innovation 
of  Grand  Committees  was  one  which  re- 
quired to  bo  very  carefully  and  tho- 
roughly discussed;  and  it  should  be 
remembered  that  they  had  not  yet  be- 
fore them  even  the  substance  of  the 
Ministerial  proposals  in  regard  to  those 
Committees,  which  might  be  ''packed" 
by  the  Whips.  He  objected  to  any  Go- 
vernment, whether  composed  of  Liberals 
or  Conservatives,  applying  the  cidture  to 
an  innovation  of  that  character.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  3,  after  the  word  "Debate,"  to  insert 
the  words  **  not  being  a  Debate  on  Privilege,  or 
the  Business  of  the  Uouse."— (ifr.  O'Jhmtiit.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  wordfl 
be  there  inserted." 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would  not 
answer  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  any  length,  because  it  consisted 
of  a  resort  to  ms  usual  method  of  de- 
scribing in  the  most  ofiPensive  language 
the  actions  of  those  who  differed  from 
him,  and  imputing  to  them  motives  of 
fraud  and  dishonourable  conduct. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  I  rise  to  Order. 
I  imputed  no  motives  of  fraud  or  dis- 
honourable conduct  to  the  actual  Ministry, 
bat  applied  what  I  said  generally  to  any 
Ministry,  whether  Liberal  or  Conserva- 
tive. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  was  not 
a  point  of  Order.  The  hon.  Member 
had  employed  his  usual  tactics,  and 
had  risen  to  a  point  of  Order  where  he 
only  desired  to  contradict.  He  had 
no  doubt  the  hon.  Member  believed  he 
had  risen  to  Order,  or  what  he  be- 
lieved to  be  Order.  He  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) had  not  referred  to  that  portion 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech,  but  to 
his  cool  reference  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Flintshire  (Lord  Kichard 
Grosvenor),  who,  he  said,  had  untruly 
inserted  in  his  four-line  Whip  one  motive 
for  calling  the  House  together  when  his 
real  motive  was  to  bring  them  together 
for  another  purpose.  He  would,  how- 
ever, deal  with  the  Amendment  on  its 
merits,  and  without  reference  to  the 
speech  which  introduced  it.  The  House 
had  already  determined  that  it  would 
not  except  from  the  proposed  Eule  the 
Business  of  Supply,  which  undoubtedly 
touched  the  most  important  privilege  of 
the  people— namely,  that  taxes  should 
not  be  laid  on  them  without  the  fullest 
opportunity  for  discussion.  He  con- 
tended that  the  fullest  opportunity  for 
all  reasonable  discussion  would  be  pre- 
served unimpaired  under  that  Rule;  and, 
that  being  so,  the  House  could  not  con- 
sistently exclude  from  the  operation  of 
the  Rule  discussions  on  Privilege  or  on 
the  Business  of  the  House.  There  was 
no  greater  difficulty  in  regard  to  debates 
on  Privilege  and  on  the  Business  of  the 
House  than  in  regard  to  other  debates, 
and  there  was  no  ground  for  establishing 
any  such  special  distinction  in  respect  to 
them  as  that  which  the  hon.  Member 
aoaght  to  draw.  He  must,  therefore, 
meet  the  Amendment  with  a  direct 
nM^tive. 

jIb.  GIBSON  said,  he  did  not  know 
the  exact  meaning  that  would  be  at- 
Wbuted  to  the  wowis  '*  Privilege  "  and 


"  Business  of  the  House  "  in  connection 
with  the  consideration  of  the  remainder 
of  the  Rules  on  the  Paper;  but  he 
thought  it  of  great  importance  that  the 
House  should  be  given  clearly  to  under- 
stand whether  or  not  the  1st  Resolution, 
if  passed,  and  immediately  it  was  passed, 
would  be  made  to  apply  to  the  discus- 
sion of  the  remaining  Resolutions.  He 
thought  it  very  advisable  that  they 
should  insure  for  these  discussions  the 
most  perfect  freedom  of  debate.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  Prime  Minister 
had  been  discussing  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  with  reference  only  to  the 
effect  of  the  Resolution  on  future  de- 
bates, or  whether  he  had  present  to  his 
mind  the  point  which  he  (Mr.  Gibson) 
had  present  to  his,  and  whether  he 
thought  the  Rule  under  discussion  would, 
as  soon  as  it  was  passed,  become  ap- 
plicable to  the  remaining  Resolutions 
as  to  the  Procedure  of  that  House.  If 
this  was  meant,  it  was,  of  course,  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  effect 
to  that  view ;  but  this  was  certainly  a 
view  in  which  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  could 
not  agree,  and  which  he  should  feel 
bound  to  contest.  He  therefore  hoped 
the  Prime  Minister  would  state  exactly 
what  was  the  view  he  held  on  this 
matter. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  interposing,  said, 
that  was  a  matter  on  which  it  was  no 
part  of  his  duty  or  that  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  come  to  any  special  conclusion. 
He  believed  that,  according  to  the  gene- 
ral Rules  of  the  House,  a  Resolution, 
when  arrived  at,  took  special  effect.  He 
did  not  believe  that  if  that  Resolution 
took  special  effect  it  would  have  any  in- 
fluence at  all  on  the  subsequent  Resolu- 
tions ;  but  it  would  be  open  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite, 
if  he  pleased,  to  raise  any  discussion  as 
to  the  time  when  that  Resolution  would 
take  effect 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  held  that  this 
was  a  point  of  very  considerable  import- 
ance. The  distinction  pointed  out  last 
night  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford 
(Mr.  Salt)  between  proceeding  by  Reso- 
lution and  proceeding  by  Bill  was  worthy 
of  their  attention.  In  dealing  with 
matters  by  Bill  they  had  repeated  op- 
portunities of  discussion,  and  if  mis- 
takes were  made  they  could  be  corrected ; 
but,  in  the  case  of  Resolutions,  they 
had  only  one  opportunity  of  considering 
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them,  and  they  must  speak  on  them 
once  for  all.  He  must,  therefore,  enter 
a  grave  protest  against  that  1st  New 
Bale  passing  in  a  shape  that  would  en- 
able it  to  be  applied  so  as  to  fetter  the 
absolute  freedom  which  tliey  ought  to 
enjoy  in  the  discussion  of  the  remaining 
Resolutions.  IIo  should  have  been  ex- 
tremely glad  if  the  Prime  Minister  had 
made  it  clear  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  that,  whatever  might 
be  the  case  hereafter,  at  any  rate  during 
the  present  Autumn  Sitting,  while  these 
Bules  of  Procedure  were  being  debated, 
hon.  Members  should  have  the  same 
freedom  that  appertained  to  them  in 
other  matters.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
that,  before  the  debate  on  the  Amend- 
ment closed,  something  would  be  said 
that  would  clear  up  the  matter. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  might  remind 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  there  would  be  another  opportunity 
for  discussion  when  the  Question  was 
put  that  the  Eesolutions  be  made  Stand- 
ing Orders  of  the  House.  Unless  that 
were  agreed  to,  the  Rules  would  be 
absolutely  futile,  as  they  would  have  no 
effect  except  for  this  Session. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  point  was  to 
prevent  them  being  put  into  operation 
this  Session. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister  had  urged  the  inconvenience  of 
moving  an  Amendment  of  a  temporary 
character  to  a  Rule  which  was  to  be 
permanent.  He  wished,  therefore,  to 
ask  when  such  an  Amendment  could  be 
moved.  He  understood  that  it  would 
take  effect  as  soon  as  it  was  carried,  and 
that,  therefore,  there  would  be  no  op- 
portunity of  raising  the  question  except 
in  the  form  of  an  Amendment.  What 
he  wanted  to  know  was,  when  the  Mo- 
tion would  be  brought  forward  to  make 
the  Resolutions  Standing  Orders?  Would 
it  be  made  at  the  close  of  the  whole 
series  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  when 
the  Motion  was  made  that  the  Resolu- 
tions should  be  Standing  Orders,  it  would 
be  open  to  any  hon.  Member  to  raise  the 
question  whether  they  should  come  into 
operation  in  the  present  Session. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  asked  when  that  Mo- 
tion would  be  made  ?  It  would  seem 
to  come  naturally  when  all  the  proposed 
Bules  had  been  considered.  Tliey  wished 
to  exclude  the  consideration  of  the  re- 
maining Bules  from  the  operation  of  the 
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1  st  Rule.  One  good  reason  for  raising 
this  point  was  found  in  the  attitude  dis- 
played on  the  Ministerial  side  of  Uie 
House,  from  which,  over  and  over  again, 
cries  of  ''Divide!"  had  come  in  the 
course  of  these  discussions.  If  that 
conduct  were  repeated  during  the  consi- 
deration of  the  subsequent  Rules,  they 
would,  perhaps,  be  taken  as  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House,  and  the  Mture  could 
then  be  applied.  The  importance  of 
the  remaining  Bules  could  not  be  over- 
estimated ;  and  there  ought  to  be  a  dis- 
tinct understanding  that,  at  all  events, 
the  House  should  be  allowed  to  discSuss 
them,  without  any  fear  of  the  applica- 
tion of  the  cldture. 

Sir  WILLIAM  H ABCOXJBT  said,  he 
did  not  think  there  was  any  ground  for 
saying  that  any  unusual  haste  had  been 
manifested  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House ;  and  he  was  not  aware  that  the 
supporters  of  the  Government  had  in  any 
way  tried  to  force  on  divisions.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gibson) 
said  that  Members  could  only  speak  once 
on  these  Resolutions ;  but  he  had  himself 
spoken  six  or  seven  times  in  the  last 
few  days,  and  in  that  time  there  had 
been  about  100  speeches  in  all  against 
the  cldture.  With  regard  to  the  Ist 
Rule,  he  did  not  think  that  there  was 
the  smallest  chance  of  its  being  applied 
to  the  discussion  of  the  remainder,  nom 
the  point  of  view  of  the  Government  it 
could  not  be  applied  if  a  Rule  had  not 
been  adequately  discussed.  As  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  believe  the  Bule  would 
in  any  case  prevent  adequate  discussion, 
they  could  not  acquiesce  in  the  exemp- 
tion from  it  of  a  particular  class  of  Busi- 
ness. To  make  that  admission  would 
be  absolutely  fatal  to  all  their  arga- 
ments. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  that 
the  New  Rules  were  either  disconnected 
suggestions  for  the  improvement  of  Pro- 
cedure, or  were  a  consistent  and  regular 
Code.  If  they  were  a  consistent  and  re- 
gular Code,  it  would  be  inconsistent  and 
incongruous,  and  against  the  precedent 
of  all  civilized  and  intellectual  Business, 
that  the  ancient  state  of  things  should 
cease  till  the  new  state  of  things  wfls 
completely  and  fully  cast  into  its  final 
shape.  If  the  1st  Rule  were  to  be  ap- 
plied to  the  discussion  of  the  remainder, 
and  any  row  or  wrangle  occurred,  the 
new  system  would  be  brought  into  dis- 
repute.   He  hoped  that  the  Government 


817 


inm  of  the  {Octtobeb  27,  1882}     nome-^The  New  Rule*,  318 


would,  out  of  regard  to  their  own  credit 
and  the  popularity  of  their  proposal, 
accept  so  reasonable  an  Amendment. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  thought 
the  House  had  a  claim  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Head  of  the  Govern- 
ment fairly  to  indicate  what  course  the 
Oovemment  purposed  pursuing.  It 
appeared,  however,  that  the  point  whe- 
ther the  Hule  was  to  be  applied  imme- 
diately it  was  carried  had  not  yet  been 
considered  by  the  Government.  The 
Prime  Minister  now,  however,  appeared 
to  indicate,  by  way  of  interjection,  that 
he  was  prepared  to  propose  that  Reso- 
lution No.  1 ,  as  soon  as  carried,  should 
be  made  a  Standing  Order  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  intimated 
that  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  rais- 
ing the  question  immediately  on  the 
passing  of  the  1st  Resolution. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  wished  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant 
that  he  would  move  that  the  1st  Reso- 
lution should  be  made  a  Standing  Order 
of  the  House  ?  He  thought  that,  before 
they  considered  any  Amendment  dealing 
with  this  matter,  they  ought  to  be  clearly 
informed  as  to  the  views  of  the  Cbvern- 
ment  respecting  it.  He  thought  the 
House  had  some  right  to  complain  about 
bttng  left  in  the  dark. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  35  ;  Noes 
98 :  Majority  58.— (Div.  List,  No.  350.) 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  3,  to  leave  out  the  words  '*to  bo,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  words  *'  that  the  subject  has 
lieen  adequately  discussed,  and  that  it  is," — (Jfr. 

— instead  thereof. 

Question,  "That  the  words  'to  be' 
stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and 
negatived. 

Queftion  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
'that  the  subject  has  been  adequately 
discussed,  and  that  it  is/  be  there  in- 
serted." 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
lie  was  glad  that  the  Government  had 
•ecepted  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey), 
and  he  proposed  to  add  words  which  he 
looked  upon  as  the  necessary  conse- 
quence of  the  adoption  of  that  Amend- 
mit  He  would  move  to  add,  in  line  3, 


the  words  **  and  that  the  discussion  is 
being  prolong^ed  for  purposes  of  Ob- 
struction." If  the  Amendment  were  ac- 
cepted, he  should  propose  a  subsequent 
one,  which  would  mase  the  Besolution 
read  thus — 

**  That  when  it  should  appear  to  !Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in 
Committee  of  the  "Whole  House,  during  any 
Debate,  that  tho  subject  has  been  adequately 
discussed,  and  that  tho  discussion  is  being  pro- 
longed for  the  purposes  of  Obstruction,  ho  may 
so  inform  the  House  or  the  Committee,"  &c. 

He  thought  the  opinion  of  the  House 
was  fairly  expressed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kipon  (Mr. 
Goschen),  who  said  that  he  believed  no 
one  would  vote  for  a  Resolution  which 
would  stifle  discussion.  It  would  be  ob- 
served, on  reference  to  the  Kesolution, 
that  the  ruling  factor  of  it  was  ''the 
evident  sense  of  the  House ; ''  but  there 
was  no  attempt  at  defining  that  term. 
The  evident  sense  of  the  House  could  only 
be  expressed  by  noise  or  interruption; 
and,  as  a  majority  of  1  in  a  large  House 
could  close  the  debate,  the  Speaker  would 
inevitably  become  the  instrument  of  the 
noisiest  and  most  intolerable  Members  of 
a  majority  of  1 .  It  was  on  the  assumption 
that  the  Speaker  was  a  judicial  autho- 
rity that  that  power  was  to  be  vested  in 
him ;  but  if  the  Besolution  remained 
unchanged,  he  ventured  to  say  that  in 
future  years  a  serious  complaint  would 
be  made  against  some  Speaker  that  he 
had  not  immediately  taken  notice  of  the 
noise  of  the  majority,  because,  when 
the  Besolution  was  passed,  a  Speaker 
who  refused  to  do  that  would  be  de- 
priving the  majority  of  their  legal  right 
of  silencing  the  minority.  They  would 
probably  be  told  that  that  was  a  strained 
construction  to  put  on  the  Besolution; 
but  it  must  be  remembered  that  a  Beso- 
lution when  passed  was  interpreted  very 
much  according  to  the  Parliamentary 
exigencies  of  the  moment.  He  remem- 
bered the  opposition  to  the  Besolution 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  in  1880.  Did  anyone  sup- 
pose, at  the  time  of  its  passing,  that 
under  cover  of  it  15  Members  could  be 
suspended  for  constructive  Obstruction, 
when  a  certain  number  of  them  had 
been  absent  from  the  House  more  than 
12  hours?  He  was  not  going  to  con- 
tend that  what  was  then  done  was 
illegal ;  all  he  said  was  that  at  the  time 
of  the  passing  of  that  Besolution  it  was 

INinih  Night.^ 


319  Parliament— Bu9ine88  of  the     {COMMONS)        IIouie—The  New  EuUi.     820 


never  intended  that  such  action  should 
be  taken  under  it.     It  was  because  of 
such  interpretations  as  that  that  it  was  im- 
portant that  no  words  having  a  double 
signification  should  be  left  in  a  Eesolu- 
tion  of  that  kind.     He  believed  it  to  be 
the  ease  that,  at  any  rate  during   the 
last  20  years,  Obstruction  had  never  been 
carried   on  by   a  very  large   body    of 
Members.   But  the  Rosolution  proposed 
that  whenever  there  was  a  majority  of 
over  200  they  should  be  able  to  silence 
any  minority  whatever.     It  was  a  re- 
markable fact  that  during  the  whole  of 
the   last  Parliament,    when  the  Party 
now  in  power  were  in  Opposition,  they 
were  never  able  to  muster  200  votes  in 
condemnation  of  the  foreign  policy  of 
the  late  Government,  which  formed  the 
chief  object  of  their  attack  at  the  last 
General  Election  ;  and  it  was  quite  con- 
ceivable that  many  Members  of  the  then 
Conservative  majority  might  have  been 
tempted  to  enforce  with  stringency  the 
provisions  of  this  Rule  if  it  had  been  in 
force  against  those  who  so  persistently 
attacked  the  foreign    policy    of    Lord 
Beaconsfield.     Why  should  the  House 
put  it  into  the  power  of  a  few  persons  to 
declare  the  evident  sense  of  the  House 
by  making  a  noise  ?     Let  them  depend 
upon  it  that  if  they  allowed  the  noisy 
few  to  interrupt  a  debate,  the  so-called 
**  evident  sense  of  the  House "  would 
not  comprise  the  common  sense  of  the 
House.     He  put  forward  this  Amend- 
ment in  a  spirit  of  conciliation,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  Government  would  ac- 
cept it,  because  then  the  Speaker  would 
not  be  compelled  to  yield   his  better 
judgment  to    mere    noise,     while    the 
amended  Kule  would  carry  out  the  exact 
intentions   of    Her   Majesty's    Govern- 
ment. If  his  Amendment  wore  adopted, 
the  Hule  would  read  as  follows : — 

**  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in 
Committee  of  tho  Whole  House,  during  any 
Bcliatc,  that  tho  subject  has  been  adcfjuately 
discussed,  and  that  the  discussion  is  being  pro- 
longed for  the  purposes  of  obstruction,  he  may 
so  inform  the  House  or  the  Committee.*' 

He  begged  to  move  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said 
proposed  Amendment, 

To  leave  out  the  words  **itis,*'  in  order  to 
insert  the  words  "  the  discussion  is  being  pro- 
longed for  the  purposes  of  obstruction," — (Lord 
Oeorg$  SamtUatty) 

— inBtead  thereof. 


tiori  Oecrge  Hamilton 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  it  is '  stand  part  of  the  said  proposed 
Amendment." 

Sir  WILLIAM   HARCOURT  said, 
that  it  was  remarkable  that  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
acted  with  him  should  only  have  thon^^hi 
of  this  Amendment  that  afternoon.    But 
although   the  lAmendment  might  hare 
come  by  surprise  upon  some  Members 
of  that  House,  it  had  not  come  by  sur- 
prise  upon    the   Government,   because 
they  had  already  fully  considered  the 
propriety  of  adopting  some  such  words 
as  those  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord, 
and  had  come  to  the  determination  to 
reject  them,  for  the  reason  that  they 
considered  that  in  accepting  the  words 
'*  that  it  has  been  adequately  discussed" 
they  had  really  secured  the  object  they 
had  in  view.     The  noble  Lord's  Amend- 
ment introduced,  besides  adequate  dis- 
cussion, the  idea  of  motive ;    and  the 
Government  thought  that  to  adopt  these 
words   would   be    imposing    upon   the 
Speaker  a  duty  which  he  had  no  means 
of  performing — of  diving  into  the  minds 
of  Members  in  order  to  discover  what 
was  their  motive  in  going  beyond  ade- 
quacy of  discussion.     To  his  mind,  more- 
over, the  motive  which  dictated  a  courae 
of  Obstruction  was  entirely  beside  the 
question,    because    Obstruction    might 
result  from  motives  of  personal  vanity 
or  of  spite,  and  not  merely  from  a  desire 
to  delay  the  debate  being  brought  to  a 
conclusion.     If  Obstruction  existed  from 
whatever  cause  it  ought  to  be  put  down ; 
and,   therefore,    he   thought   that  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  would 
weaken  the  effect  of  the  Rule,  and  ought 
to  be  rejected. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  that 
it  would  not  be  desirable  to  impose  upon 
the  Speaker  the  duty  of  diving  into 
motives ;  but  he  thought  that  the  real 
reason  that  the  present  Amendment  was 
not  accepted  was  owing  to  the  absence 
of  the  Trime  Minister.  He  greatly  re- 
gretted that  the  Prime  Minister  haa  not 
been  in  his  place  to  hear  the  very  con- 
vincing arguments  of  the  noble  Lord, 
because,  whatever  conclusion  the  Govern- 
ment might  have  come  to,  he  presumed 
that  they  were  open  to  reason  and  would 
adopt  an  Amendment  if  it  were  clearly 
shown  that  it  was  an  improvement  upon 
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the  Rule  as  it  stood.     He  thanked  the 
noble  Lord  for  having  brought  forward 
this    Amendment,    because    it    clearly 
showed    that    the  Opposition  were  as 
sincere  as  anyone  in  their  wish  to  put 
down  real  Obstruction.     Hon.  Members 
opposite  were  in  the  habit  of  accusing 
those  who  sat  near  him  of  saying  that 
they  wished  to  put  down  Obstruction, 
while  their  actions  showed   that  they 
did  not  want  to  do  so  ;  but  the  action  of 
the  Opposition,  in  assisting  the  Govern- 
ment to  put  down  Obstruction  on  former 
occasions,   had  shown   that   they  were 
really  desirous  of  putting  an  end  to  it. 
It  was  clear,  however,  that  the  Govern- 
ment, under  colour  of  wishing  to  put 
down  Obstruction,  had  something  else 
in  their  minds.     He  believed  that  a  very 
large  majority  of  the  country  would  feel 
more  acutely  than  almost  anything  else 
the  stifling  of  legitimate  discussion  in 
that  House.     Now,  the  noble  Lord  said, 
take  away  all   suspicion  of  any   such 
thing.    If  the  Government  really  desired 
merely  to   put  down  Obstruction,  why 
would  they  not  write  down  clearly  what 
their  meaning  was  ?    The  Government, 
however,  knew  well  enough  that  their 
object  was  not  to  put  down  Obstruction, 
and  that  they  were  making  the  abuse 
of  the  Boles  of  the  House  by  the  few 
the  excuse  for  punishing  and  putting  to 
silence  the  many.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  admitted  that  the  subject 
had  been  considered!by  the  Cabinet ;  and 
it  was  clear  that  the  Government  had 
rejected  these  words,  not  because  they 
would  not  put  down  Obstruction,  but 
because  they  would  not  bring  about  the 
something  else — the  evident  sense  of  the 
House,  when  it  was  fatigued,  perhaps, 
or  wearied  at  the  end  of  the  Session — 
which  the  Government  desired  should 
be  brought  about.    It  was  that  some- 
thing else  to  which  the  Conservative 
Party  objected,  and  which  they  would 
oppose  by  all  means  in  their  power. 
They  were  perfectly  willing  to  do  away 
with  Obstruction,  but  they  would  not 
have  the  proper  functions  of  a  Parlia- 
mentary  Opposition  destroyed.     They 
therefore  said — ''  Insert  these  words  in 
the  Besolution  and  make  the  duty  of  the 
Speaker  in  regard  to  the  eldture  a  judicial 
one.''    The  Government  were  not  pre- 
pared to  do  that,  because  they  wanted 
the  noisy  sense  of  the  House  and  crying 
for  divisions  to  weigh  with  the  Speaker ; 
and  they  knew  perfectly  well  that  if 
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cheers  and  pressure  came  from  below 
the  Gangway  they  would  back  it  up 
with  their  own  cheers  and  almost  compel 
the  Speaker  to  interfere.  Let  them 
leave  the  Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  to  exercise  the  judicial 
Office  which  they  now  held,  and  then 
their  dignity  and  impartiality  would  not 
be  questioned.  Mr.  Frederick  Harrison, 
a  gentleman  who  had  the  confidence  of 
a  large  portion  of  the  working  classes, 
and  who  had  studied  that  question,  and 
had  very  carefully  discussed  it  in  a 
leading  periodical,  had  not  hesitated 
openly  to  espouse  the  eldture;  but  he 
had  also  fully  accepted  the  natural  con- 
clusion which,  in  his  opinion,  must  come 
from  it.  In  his  article  Mr.  F.  Harrison 
said  that  under  it  they  must  bid  farewell 
to  all  the  judicial  Speakers  they  had  here- 
tofore had  ;  and  they  would  find,  though 
he  deeply  regretted  it,  that  the  Speakers 
for  the  future  would  lose  their  judicial 
position,  and  would  rapidly  become  poli- 
tical partizans  more  than  judicial  officers. 
That  result  Mr.  Harrison  held  to  be  in- 
evitable ;  but  he  was  prepared  to  face  it 
because  of  the  advantages  he  expected 
to  get  from  the  eldture  in  other  ways. 
If  the  object  of  the  Government  really 
was  to  put  down  Obstruction,  let  them 
adopt  the  words  proposed  by  his  noble 
Friend.  If  they  rejected  those  words 
the  inference  would  be  drawn  that  they 
had  ulterior  objects  beyond  that  of  put- 
ting down  Obstruction.  Did  they  mean 
by  the  present  form  of  the  Besolution 
to  take  advantage  of  the  noisy  clamour 
that  might  be  made  in  some  parts  of  the 
House  during  a  debate  to  press  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  to  apply  the 
eldture  so  as  to  put  an  end  to  legitimate 
discussion  ?  The  Home  Secretary  said 
that  the  words  suggested  by  his  noble 
Friend,  or  words  substantially  the  same, 
had  been  carefully  considered  by  the 
Cabinet,  and  rejected;  and  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  asked  how 
was  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  to 
dive  into  the  motives  of  Members  ?  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  re- 
presented that  it  would  be  practically  im- 
possible for  the  Speaker  or  the  Chair- 
man to  give  effect  to  those  words  if  they 
were  inserted  in  the  Bule.  He  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary  that  in  the 
Bules  placed  on  the  Table  by  the  Go- 
vernment those  very  words  to  which  that 
objection  was  taken  actually  occurred. 
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The  10th  of  tlio  proposed  Now  Rules 
ran  as  follows : — 

*'  That  if  Mr.  Sp«  akfT,  or  tho  Chairman  of  a 
Cwinmittw  of  tho  Whoh?  IIdusp,  shall  be  of 
ojiiTiionthat  a  Motion  for  tho  A«lj«»nrimiont  of  a 
l)«;bato,  or  of  tho  Ilouso,  diiriiiL''  any  Dohato,  or 
that  th(!  Chairman  do  I{»'i»ort  IVocrcs?*,  or  dci 
leave  tho  Chair,  is  ma«li'  for  tljo  purpose;  of  (»h- 
Btruction,  ho  may  forthwith  put  th«  Quostion 
ther(!upon  from  tlio  Cliair;*' 

So  that  tho  words  which  the  Ilome  Se- 
cretary said  tho  Ciibinct  had  carefully 
considered  and  rejected,  hecauso  it  was 
impossible  that  they  could  be  carried 
out,  appeared  in  another  c>f  their  own 
New  Rules.  lie  sliould  like  to  know 
how  the  right  hon.  and  h»arned  Gentle- 
man could  reconcile  that  fact  with  liis 
present  arg^ument  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONK  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  indicated 
in  his  speech  that  there  was  something 
or  other  from  whith  the  Government 
could  not  escape.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  attributed  to  him,  as  the 
organ  of  the  Government,  something 
totally  contrary  to  what  he  had  said 
from  first  to  lust  on  that  matter.  Now, 
in  introducing  those  Rules  to  the  House, 
he  had  plainly  stated  that  there  were 
two  matters  which  were  ])erfectly  dis- 
tinct to  be  dealt  with.  One  of  them 
was  wilful  C)bstruction  made  use  of  ab- 
solutely for  the  purpose  of  impeding  the 
House  in  tho  transaction  of  its  Ihisi- 
ness  with  that  motive  present  to  the 
mind  of  the  man  who  committted  the 
offence ;  and  the  Speaker,  perceiving  an 
act  of  that  character,  would  recognize 
the  motive  of  the  Member,  and  bring 
his  judgment  to  boar  on  it  before  the 
House  as  a  penal  offence,  and  as  a  penal 
offence  it  would  be  dealt  with.  Had 
the  Government  ever  said  that  their  sole 
object  was  to  deal  with  that  penal  offence, 
for  which,  indeed,  they  proposed  a  dif- 
ferent Rule  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  played  upon  the  double  sense 
of  the  word  Obstruction.  Obstruction 
might  be  wilful,  being  practised  with 
the  desire  and  for  the  purpose  of  im- 
peding the  Rusiness  of  the  House. 
Obstruction,  again,  might  simply  be 
tlie  act  of  a  man  who  spoke  vainly, 
foolishly,  idly,  and  opposed  himself  to 
the  will  of  the  House  ;  willing  to  please 
his  constituents,  or  from  any  other  light 
and  frivolous  motive.  Tho  Government 
wished  to  provide  for  the  future,  and 
had  always  been  of  opinion  that  it  was 
not  enough  to  deal  only  with  the  offence 

Sir  B,  Asihefon  Cross 


of  wilful  Obstruction ;  but  that  preven- 
tive measures  were  necessary  in  order 
to  check  that  idle  prolongation  of  debate 
which  had  become  so  serious  an  evil. 
Otherwise,  if  he  adopted  the  construc- 
tion placed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
upon  the  words  before  tho  House,  be 
should  have  a  great  deal  to  escape  from 
and  retract.  The  case  being  as  he  had 
stated,  it  was  obviously  impossible  for 
him  to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  l.ord.  The  Amendment  implied 
that  no  other  evil  had  to  be  dealt  with 
but  wilful  Obstruction,  and  his  conten- 
tion was  that  many  other  evils  and 
abuses  had  to  be  swept  away.  In  fact, 
the  whcde  position  had  been  well  de- 
scribed by  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry (Mr.  Lewis)  a  night  or  two  ago. 
As  tlie  hon.  ^fember  had  said,  the 
House  had  undergone  an  unhappy 
change.  Formerly  there  was  an  un- 
written law  of  the  House  which  gave 
an  ami)le  power  to  bring  a  debate  to  a 
close,  because  such  was  the  rever- 
ence in  which  each  individual  Member 
held  the  House  that  he  did  not  care  to 
oppose  Iiimself  to  tho  informally  but 
intelligently  expressed  will  of  the  House 
as  to  the  prolongation  of  a  debate. 
Much  of  that  reverence,  he  was  glad  to 
think,  still  remained ;  but  the  change 
was  so  great  as  to  call  for  the  proposals 
that  the  Government  now  made.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  House  had  ceased  to 
exercise  its  old  power  of  informally 
closing  debates ;  but  the  House  had,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  made  many  attempts  to 
put  down  frivolous  speaking,  but  with- 
out success.  "When  a  Gentleman  was 
reminded  that  it  was  the  will  of  the 
House  that  the  debate  should  cease,  he, 
generally  speaking,  folded  his  arms  and 
assumed  an  attitude  of  ease  and  tran- 
quillity, said  he  could  wait;  and,  in 
fact,  the  more  the  House  expressed  its 
disin(.'lination  to  hear  him  tho  more  de- 
termined he  was  to  inflict  upon  it  every 
word  he  could  possibly  screw  into 
the  dt'bate.  That  was  the  present  posi- 
tion of  affairs,  and,  as  he  had  endea- 
voured to  explain,  he  invited  the  House 
to  consider  whether  the  quantity  of  de- 
bate on  certain  subjects  had  not  reached 
such  a  point  as  to  make  judicious  mea- 
sures necessary  to  restore  to  the  House 
its  capacity  for  legislative  and  executive 
work.  The  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  struck  at  the  very  root  of  the  whole 
proposal,  and  was  altogether  unaccept- 
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able.    Besides,  as  there  was  already  a 
penal  scheme   for  dealing  with  wilful 
Obstruction,  he  failed  to  see  why  a  rival 
and  a  contrary  plan  should  now  be  in- 
troduced.    Serious  as  were  the  changes 
proposed,  the  evil  itself  was  still  more 
serious.     He  had  even  read  that  a  cer- 
tain Member  of  the  House  was  chosen 
to  be  a  candidate  for  the  constituency 
which  he  now  represented,  on  thestrength 
of  the  singular  faculty  he  was  known  to 
possess  of  inflicting  sufiPering   on  any 
audience  he  might  happen  to  address, 
or  on  any  Assembly  of  which  he  was  a 
Member.     That  was  a  quality  against 
which  the  House  had  a  perfect  right  to 
defend  itself.     All  he  asked  was  that 
the  House  would  exercise  its  right  of 
self-defence.    It  was  perfectly  true  they 
could   not    say   that    any  one    of   the 
particular  forms  of  mischief  which  they 
were  now  suffering  under  was  fatal  to 
the  discharge  of  their  duties.     It  was 
the  agCTegate  of  them  which  was  fatal. 
The  House  had  already  often  done  its 
best  with  its  existing  weapons  to  counter- 
act those  evils ;  but  the  obstinacy  of  the 
offenders  had  been  too  strong  for  the 
mere  expression  of  collective  opinion, 
and  it  was  now  a  question  whether  the 
House  would  allow  its  time  to  be  wasted 
or  would  regain  its  old  efficiency.     It 
had  been  stated  that  no  Yote  in  Supply 
had  ever  been  refused  when  it  was  asked 
for.     That  might  be  perfectly  true ;  but 
what  had  it  to  do  with  the  matter  ?  The 
unfortunately  altered  position    of   the 
House  had  brought  about  a  double  evil 
— in  the  first  place,  it  had  thrown  the 
Business  of  the  country  into  the  most 
discreditable  confusion ;  and,  in  the  se- 
cond,  it  had  imposed  the  penalty  of 
silence  and   of  apparent  failure  to  do 
their  duty  to  their  constituents  on  many 
of  the  best  and  ablest  men  in  the  House. 
He  emphatically  re-echoed  the  assertion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.   H.   H.   Fowler)   that  Gentlemen 
interested  in  political  economy  had  not 
been  afforded  the  opportunity  which  was 
their  due  of  urging  in  the  House  the 
views  they  entertained.  As  for  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House,  while  a  monstrous 
length  of  time  had  been  occupied  by 
certain  Business,  many  important  mea- 
sures  had    been   shuffled   througl^   the 
House  in  the  most  indecorous  manner. 
Thus  the  work  of  the  House  wa^  neg- 
lected,  and  not  only  one  or  tiro  mea- 
sures, but  the  gn^eat  aiase  of  legi^jation 


required  for  the  practical  purposes  of 
the  country  remained  undone ;  and  if 
the  House  ever  made  an  effort  to  do 
special  justice  to  a  special  want,  as  was 
done  last  year  in  the  case  of  Ireland,  it 
was  a  cruel  consequence  of  the  act  that 
the  other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom 
had  to  wait  till  their  needs  could  be  sup- 
plied. When  evils  of  such  magnitude 
had  to  be  redressed,  the  inconvenience 
suffered  by  hon.  Members  who  wished 
to  deliver  unnecessary  speeches  ought 
not  to  deter  the  House  from  its  purpose. 
At  the  same  time,  the  substantive  and 
positive  interference  of  the  Speaker  or 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  would  pro- 
bably be  rare.  He  relied  more  on  the 
preventive  effect  of  the  Rule,  and  that 
was  the  main  benefit  which  he  expected 
to  gain  from  its  adoption.  As  he  had 
said  before,  the  Kule  was  aimed,  not 
specially  at  wanton  Obstruction,  and  not 
at  all  at  legitimate  debate,  but  rather 
at  that  needless  prolongation  of  discus- 
sions which  had  now  become  notorious 
in  the  face  of  the  whole  country. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  it  was  impos- 
sible not  to  perceive,  in   the   extreme 
animation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
his  sense  of  the  force  and  justice  of  the 
Amendment.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  at  the  beginning  of  his  speech 
that  Obstruction  of  a  penal  kind  was  in- 
variably suppressed  by  penal  measures  ; 
but  that  was  scarcely  a  correct  assertion, 
considering  the  length  of  time  that  had 
elapsed  on  a  recent  celebrated  occasion 
before  resort  was  had  to  penal  regula- 
tions.    But  penal  Obstruction  was  not 
the  only  offence  for  which  provision  was 
to  be  made.     Some  hon.  Members  were 
foolish  enough  to  wish  to  please  their 
constituents ;  and  theirs,  he  supposed, 
was  the  misconduct  that  had  lessened 
the  deference  formerly  paid  to  the  col- 
lective  sense  of  the  House  as  to  the 
closing  of  debates.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's argument,  in  saying  that  a  vast 
majority  of  Members  still  paid  deference 
to  the  unwritten  law  of  the  House,  was 
destructive  of  the  reason  he  assigned  for 
his  proposal.     By  his  own  showing  there 
was  only  a  small  minority  to  deal  with, 
and  yet  he  proposed  to  deal  with  it  by  a 
measure  by  which  he  proposed  to  silence 
tbe  whole  Party  which  was  in  a  minority 
in  that  House.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man drew  a  picture  of  Gentlemen  who 
stood  with  folded  arms  defying  the  House, 
and   threatening  that  if  they  were  not 
^j  ^  ^Ninih  Night.'] 
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heard  thoy  would  keep  the  House 
up  all  nig^ht.  That  was  au  evil  which 
was  admitted  ;  but  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  fitted  to 
deal  with  it.  Thoy  were  agreed  as  to 
the  evil,  but  differed  as  to  the  remedy. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  on  first  intro- 
ducing his  Resolutions,  spoke  of  the  great 
increase  of  speeches  and  the  want  of 
power  to  control  individuals.  But  now 
the  Government  was  trying  to  control, 
not  individuals,  but  a  whole  Party.  Sup- 
pose there  was  individual  Obstruction, 
was  the  Government  going  to  close  de- 
bate because  some  individuals  persisted 
in  obstructing  ?  And  yet  that  was  what 
was  proposed.  The  groat  merit  of  the 
proposal,  said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
was  that  it  would  be  preventive.  But 
how  ?     By  silencing  a  whole  Party. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  was 
glad  to  hoar  the  noble  Lord  declare  that 
the  use  made  of  some  of  the  Rules 
passed  against  the  Irish  Members  was 
not  such  as  was  originally  contemplated 
by  their  framers.  A.  very  important 
moral  was  to  be  derived  from  that  cir- 
cumstance— namely,  that  if  Rules  bo 
employed  against  a  minority,  however 
unfairly,  they  would  be  further  stretched 
by  the  majority.  They  learned  now  that 
these  Rules  wero  to  be  employed  in 
putting  down  not  merely  Obstruction, 
but  the  needless  prolongation  of  debate. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  re- 
minded hereafter  of  the  pledges  implied 
in  these  words.  The  attitude  of  Irish 
Members  would  be  very  much  modified 
if  they  thought  that  Government  would 
honestly  make  use  of  the  Rules  they 
were  to  get.  What  the  Irish  Members 
feared  was  that  these  Rules  would  be 
used  not  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating 
legislation,  but  of  putting  down  a  weak 
minority.  If  the  Rules  were  going  to 
be  used  for  facilitating  legislation  for 
all  parts  of  the  country,  the  course  which 
Irish  Members  would  take  with  regard 
to  them  would  be  made  very  easy.  He 
feared,  however,  that  the  Rules  in  their 

g resent  shape  would  not  give  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  that  power.  They  were 
told  that  formerly  there  was  loss  discus- 
sion in  the  House.  Tlie  reason  of  that 
was  because  discussion  then  was  almost 
monopolized  by  Ministers  and  ex-Minis- 
ters.  The  franchise  was  limited,  and 
Members  did  not  think  it  necessary  to 
Speak  BO  frequently  in  the  interests  of 
their  constituents.    The  change  which 


had  taken  place  marked  the  greater  in- 
terest which  the  people  took  in  the  poli- 
tical affairs  of  the  country,  owing  to  the 
extension  of  the  franchise.     The  House 
might  be  right  or  wrong  in  shouting 
down    Members.     But    there    was   no 
sacredness  in  the  shouts  of  the  House. 
There  were    some  who   were    shouted 
down     because     they     made    idle    or 
frivolous  speeches,  others  because  they 
spoke   against    **  the  evident  sense  of 
the    House.*'     Edmund    Burke    spoke 
against  the  evident  sense  of  the  House 
on   the  American   War,    and    he  was 
shouted  down  ;  but  Burke  was  proved 
to    have    been   right   and  the   evident 
sense    of    the     House    wrong.      With 
regard  to  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord 
George     Hamilton),    he     thought    the 
Prime  Minister  had  *'  smashed  and  pul- 
verized "  the  first  part  of  it ;   but  he 
thought  the  noble   Lord   brought  for- 
ward   very    fair  arguments   in   favour 
of  the   second  part.      The  noble  Lord 
had  asked  this  very  pertinent  question 
— What  was  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House?     What   was  the  organ  of  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House  ?     The  loud 
throat  of  some  individual.     The  evident 
sense  of  the  House  must,  as  the  noble 
Lord  had  said,  express  itself  by  noise. 
In  other  words,  they  were  to  be  ruled 
by  clamour.     That  was  the  redueiio  ad 
absurdum  of  this  proposition.   It  was  not 
always  the  most  sensible  Members  who 
were  most  impatient  of  the  speeches  of 
others.     He  had  seen  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter listen   with   patience   and  forbear- 
ance,  while  some  howling  nobody  be- 
hind him  was  shouting  at  the  Speaker. 
The  Gentlemen  who   signalized   them- 
selves as  the  organs  of  the  evident  sense 
of  the  House  wore  the  men  of  irritable 
temperaments,   of  narrow  mind,  of  in- 
tolerant disposition,  the  men  who  waited 
for  the  omnipotent  smile  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  these  would  be  made  the 
masters  of  the  House  if  this  proposal 
about  the  evident  sense  of  the  House 
wore  retained. 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  that  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  had  thrown  a  g^eat  h'ght 
upon  the  Resolution  before  the  House ; 
and  if  it  was  passed  they  would  be  in 
groat  difficulties  indeed  as  regards  the 
general  conduct  of  debate  in  that  House. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  Resolution 
would  be  seldom  in  force ;  but  even  if 
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some  frivolous  Member  rising,  speak  in 
the  early  part  of  the  debate.  For  these 
reasons,  he  could  not  approve  the  Kule 
which  the  Government  proposed  to 
adopt. 

Sir  R  AINALD  KNIGHTLEY  said,  he 
had  had  some  experience  in  the  House, 
and  had  witnessed  with  great  regret  the 
very  great  change  which  had  taken  place 
for  the  worse  in  the  manner  in  which  de- 
bates were  conducted  in  that  House,  and 
fully  agreed  with  what  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  said,  in  respect  to  the  great 
change  for  the  worse  which  had  gra- 
dually taken  place  in  their  mode  of 
transacting  Public  Business.  He  fully 
admitted  that  something  must  be  done ; 
the  only  point  was  whether  what  the 
Government  proposed  was  the  proper 
way  of  proceeding.  He  thought  not, 
and  should  cordially  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton). 
He  thought  a  wide  distinction  ought  to 
be  drawn  between  frivolous  and  factious 
Obstruction  and  legitimate  debate  pro- 
longed to  a  considerable  extent,  to  en- 
able the  public  out-of-doors  to  form  and 
to  express  its  opinion  upon  some  subject 
of  great  public  importance.  He  would 
give  an  instance  of  what  he  meant.  In 
1 860,  Lord  John  Eussell  introduced  one 
of  his  Reform  Bills.  Many  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House  disap- 
proved of  that  Bill,  but  did  not  like  to 
vote  against  it,  as  they  did  not  know 
what  their  constituents  thought  about 
it.  It  was  therefore  determined  to  pro- 
long the  discussion  to  enable  them  to 
ascertain  that  point.  The  debate  was 
adjourned  for  some  weeks,  no  Amend- 
ment was  moved,  and  the  Bill  was  read 
a  second  time  without  a  division;  but 
their  object  was  attained.  The  more 
that  measure  was  considered  the  less 
it  was  liked.  There  was  no  feeling 
whatever  expressed  for  it  in  the  country, 
and  Lord  John  Russell  wisely  withdrew 
it.  Now,  that  could  not  have  happened 
with  the  cldfure.  In  future,  measures 
of  the  greatest  importance  would  be 
hurried  through  the  House  at  the  bid- 
ding of  the  Minister.  That  was  no 
gratuitous  assumption  on  his  (Sir  Rainald 
Knightley's)  part.  That  very  Session 
the  Prime  Minister  told  them  that  one 
night*s  debate  on  the  Arrears  Bill  was 
sufficient ;  and  if  they  had  had  the 
cldture  with  a  bare  majority,  and  an 
accommodating   Speaker,   that  was  all 


that  were  so,  the  ''  evident  sense  of  the 
House"  would,  at  any  rate,  be  fre- 
quently brought  to  bear  upon  discus- 
sion. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
understand  that  to  be  at  present  under 
discussion  at  all. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  ex- 
plained  that  he  proposed  to  amend  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey)  by  leaving  out 
the  words  ''it  is,"  in  order  to  insert 
the  words  '^  the  discussion  has  been 
prolonged  for  the  purpose  of  Obstruc- 
tion," and  with  the  intention  of  subse- 
quently proposing  to  omit  the  words 
•«  the  evident  sense  of  the  House." 

Mr.  SPEAKER  pointed  out  that  the 
only  Question  now  before  the  House 
was  that  of  the  omission  of  the  words 
"  it  is." 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  he  would 
noty  in  that  case,  pursue  the  subject  at 
present,  but  support  the  Amendment. 
The  Prime  Minister,  it  was  true,  had  de- 
dared  that  nothing  but  Obstruction  and 
frivolous  debate  was  to  be  touched.  But 
if  the  Speaker  were  to  interpose,  and 
make  use  of  the  Resolution  in  such  a 
case,  he  would  be  bound  at  the  same 
time  to  stop  all  debate,  although  there 
might  be  present  many  hon.  Members 
perfectly  ready  and  willing  to  address 
the  House  with  great  advantage  to  Par- 
liament, and  thus  the  services  of  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  be  lost,  merely 
because  they  had  not  been  so  fortunate 
as  to  attract  the  Speaker's  attention.  It 
should,  therefore,  be  considered  whether 
the  Government  wished  to  stop  debate, 
or,  by  accepting  this  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton), 
that  they  only  desired  to  put  down  Ob- 
struction. Indeed,  in  future,  the  whole 
system  of  debating  would  be  altered. 
He  had  often  watched  with  approval 
the  practice  now  adopted  by  the  Leaders 
of  the  House  of  allowing  the  younger 
Members  to  address  the  House  first ; 
and  then,  when  they  had  finished,  and 
the  Whips  of  the  Parties  had  arranged 
that  a  division  should  shortly  take  place, 
themselves  to  wind  up  the  debate,  which 
had  often  strayed  somewhat  from  its 
starting-point  before  coming  to  a  decision. 
That  plan  would  now  have  to  be  changed, 
and  the  Leaders  on  both  sides,  who 
would  naturally  wish  to  speak  on  a 
Question  under  discussion,  must,  for 
fear  of  being  gagged  in  consequence  of 
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that  would    havG   been  vouchsafed  to 
them.     It  was  often  said  from  the  other 
side — **  Oh  !  hut  you  will  be  sufficiently 
protected  by  the  action  of  the  Speaker; 
the  Speaker  will  never  do  anything  un- 
fair."    He  admitted  that  so  far  as  the 
present    Speaker  was  concerned ;    but 
Speakers  were  not  immortal  any  more 
than  anyone  else.     Indeed,  they  were 
much   more  mortal,  as  they  generally 
committed  suicide  ;  and  he  feared  it  was 
very  likely  that  before  long  the  present 
Speaker  would  follow  the  example  of  so 
many  of  his  Predecessors.     Whenever 
that  event  occurred  his  retirement  would 
be  cause  of  great  regret  under  any  cir- 
cumstances ;  but  their  regret  would  be 
increased    ten-fold    if   the   cI6ture  was 
passed,  for  in  that  case  he  would  be  the 
last  of  the  long  line  of  Speakers  who 
had  adorned  the  Chair  by  the  dignity 
and  impartiality  with  which  they  had 
presided  over  their  proceedings.     For 
many  years  past    Speakers  had  been 
selected   not  only  on  account  of  their 
high  personal  character,  but  their  pre- 
sumed impartiality  ;  but  under  the  rldture 
they  would  be  chosen  because  they  were 
well  known  to  be  thorough-going  parti- 
zans  of  the  Government  of  the  day,  who 
would  help  them  in  a  difficulty,  as  was 
the  case  in  nearly  all  Parliaments  on 
the  Continent  and  in  the  Colonies  where 
they  had   the   cloture.     And  he   would 
remind  lion.  Gentlemen   opposite  that 
Liberal  Governments  were  not  immortal 
any  more  than  Speakers.     It  was  true, 
they  did  not  voluntarily  put  an  end  to 
their  own  existence,  but  that  was  done 
for  them  by  a  vote  of  that  House ;  and 
if  the  present  Government  were  able  to 
maintain  their  position  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  after  an  appeal  to  the  country, 
it  would  bo  the  first  time  such  a  thing 
had  happened  in  the  whole  of  his  Par- 
liamentary experience.     For  the  last  30 
years  there  had  never  been  a  Dissolution 
of  Parliament  which  had  not  been  almost 
immediately  followed   by  a  change   of 
Government.     In  1852  Lord  Derby  was 
turned  out  within  a  few  weeks  of  the 
meeting  of  the  new   House.     In  1857 
Lord  Palmerstou  appealed  to  the  coun- 
try.    It  was  true,  he  obtained  what  ap- 
peared to  be  a  good  majority ;  but  at 
the  commencement  of  the  next  Session 
he  also  was  defeated  and  had  to  retire. 
In    1859  Lord   Derby  again  dissolved, 
and  was  beaten  almost  the  first  night 
on  an  Amendment  to  the  Address.     In 
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1865  Lord  Palmerston  again  dissolved. 
He  died  before  the  House  met ;  bat  the 
Government,  of  which  he  had  been  the 
head,  was  turned  out  the  first  Session;  and 
since  the  last  Beform  Bill  the  retribution 
attending  a  dissolving  Minister  had  been 
even  more  sudden  and  more  striking. 
In  1868  Mr.  Disraeli  appealed  to  the 
country ;  the  majority  against  him  was 
so  overwhelming  and  so  crushing  that 
he  did  not  dare  to  meet  Parliament 
Precisely  the  same  thing  happened  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  in 
1874,  and  again  to  Lord  Beaconsfield 
in  1880.  Whether  that  long  string  of 
precedents  would  be  followed  next  time 
he  could  not  say ;  but  it  was  probable 
they  would,  and  he  would  remind  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  the  cMure  was 
even  a  more  formidable  weapon  in  the 
hands  of  a  Conservative  Minister  than  a 
Liberal  one.  He  referred,  of  course,  to 
the  action  of  the  House  of  Lords.  As  a 
rule,  the  Lords  passed  nearly  all  the  Bills 
they  sent  up  to  them  ;  but  why  did  they 
do  so?  Because  those  Bills  had  been 
amply  and  fully  discussed  in  that  House, 
the  country  had  had  time  to  express  its 
opinion,  and  if  that  opinion  was  favour- 
able the  Lords  did  not  oppose  it.  But 
that  would  not  be  the  case  with  the 
cloture.  The  Lords  would  say  with 
truth — **We  do  not  resist  the  will  of 
the  people;  but  we  do  not  yet  know 
what  that  will  is.  We  will  therefore 
postpone  the  consideration  of  the  mea- 
sure for  a  3'ear  to  enable  us  to  ascertain 
it."  Whether  their  Lordships  would 
be  equally  sceptical  with  a  Conservative 
Administration  he  could  not  say ;  but 
he  thought  it  a  matter  well  worthy  the 
consideration  of  independent  Members 
sitting  on  the  Benches  opposite. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  one 
great  value  of  the  Amendment  of  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
was  that  it  was  a  practical  test  of  the 
intentions  of  the  Government  in  pro- 
posing tlie  Resolution  to  the  House. 
Was  this  Resolution  intended  to  defeat 
Obstruction,  or  was  it  not  ?  It  was  only 
justice  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  to  say  that,  from  the 
first,  he  had  stated  that  the  1st  Resolu- 
tion was  not  intended  to  meet  Obstruc- 
tion, but  that  it  was  intended  to  deal 
with  it  by  a  subsequent  Rule.  His 
followers,  however,  throughout  the  coun- 
try had  taken  up  the  cry  for  putting 
down  Obstruction ;  and   nine-tenths  of 


333  Parliam^ni^Bmnea  of  the  {OcroBEm  27,  1882}     Eouse—The  New  Ruhi.  334 


the  Members  of  the  Govemmenty  and 
every  Liberal  .Association,  had  assumed 
that  the  object  of  the  1st  Hesolution  was 
to  put  down  Obstruction.  Was  the  Re- 
solution intended  to  put  down  Obstruc- 
tion or  not  ?  If  it  were  intended  to  deal 
with  Obstruction  in  the  ordinary  sense 
of  the  word,  he  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  could 
not  understand  why  the  Government  did 
not  accept  the  Amendment.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  informed  them  that  the 
Eule  was  only  intended  to  deal  with 
Obstruction  in  a  certain  sense  of  the 
term.  He  had  instanced  the  cases  of 
determined  individuals  persisting  in 
making  themselves  heard  when  the 
House  was  not  disposed  to  listen  to 
them.  But  if  those  were  the  cases  to 
be  dealt  with,  there  was  no  necessity  for 
the  eldlure  by  a  bare  majority ;  those 
cases  could  bo  as  well  dealt  with  by  a 
eldture  of  two- thirds.  But  that  was  not 
all.  They  had  a  definition  of  Obstruc- 
tion given  by  the  Prime  Minister  him- 
self, in  his  first  speech  on  the  subject. 
The  definition  was  almost  exhaustive  in 
its  terms;  it  defined  Obstruction  as  *'a 
disposition  either  of  a  minority  of  the 
House,  or  of  individuals,  to  resist  the 
will  of  the  House  otherwise  than  by 
areument."  It  would  be  of  inestimable 
Tame  to  put  the  term  **  Obstruction  "  in 
the  Resolution,  as  the  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  would  know  what  he  had  to 
deal  with.  Without  the  use  of  that 
word  in  the  Resolution  he  would  not 
know  when  it  was  that  he  was  to  take 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House  that  the 
debate  should  be  brought  to  a  close.  A 
case  might  occur  where  a  Chairman, 
after  a  three  or  four  nights'  debate  on  an 
important  question,  because  a  Motion 
for  Adjournment  was  defeated  by  a  con- 
siderable majority,  might  consider  it 
was  the  evident  sense  of  the  House  that 
he  should  at  once  bring  the  debate  to  a 
conclusion.  But  if  the  Amendment  were 
adopted,  he  would  know  that  he  ought 
not  to  act,  unless  he  were  dealing  with 
Obstruction.  It  was  impossible  for  any 
Chairman  to  misunderstand  that  the 
force  at  his  command  was  only  to  be 
called  into  operation  for  the  purpose  of 
putting  down  Obstruction.  But  the 
House  knew  perfectly  well  that  it  was 
not  the  object  of  the  Resolution  to  put 
down  Obstruction.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  did  not  disguise  the  fact  that 
toe  Resolution  was  aimed  at  the  mi- 
nority ;  and^  as  a  Member  of  the  Tory 


minority,  he  resisted  it.  No  one  would 
have  been  more  anxious  than  himself  to 
assist  the  Government  to  put  down  Ob- 
struction, if  the  advice  of  the  House 
had  been  asked  as  to  the  best  means  of 
effecting  that  object.  The  House,  how- 
ever, had  not  been  consulted,  and  when 
those  who  sat  on  his  side  of  the  House 
endeavoured  to  argue  the  case,  they 
were  told  that  they  were  offering  un- 
justifiable opposition  and  obstructing 
the  Government.  The  object  of  the 
Government  had  not  been  to  win  the 
House  to  discuss  the  matter  from  a  non- 
party point  of  view.  Their  legions  wore 
ready,  and  the  Govorniuont  were  deter- 
mined to  lead  them  to  the  attack,  and  to 
have  their  proposals  forcibly  carried  into 
effect.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Dodson)  had  been  good 
enough  to  tell  the  Opposition  that  **  it 
would  bo  sometimes  their  turn."  What 
a  nice  way  of  speaking  of  what  was 
supposed  to  bo  the  best  means  of  up- 
holding the  dignity  of  the  House  !  Ho 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  was  anxious  to  up- 
hold the  dignity  of  the  House ;  but  he 
was  by  no  means  desirous  for  himself, 
and  he  hoped  earnestly  that  the  time 
might  never  come  when  those  who  sat 
on  his  side  of  the  House  should  look 
forward  to  having  their  turn  at  the 
exercise  of  the  proposed  power.  He 
had  marked  the  temper  already  ex- 
hibited below  the  Gangway  on  the  Mini- 
sterial side  of  the  House,  and  its  ex- 
hibition had  determined  him  more  than 
over  to  offer  a  stern  resistance  to  the 
Resolution.  Ho  felt  certain  that  the 
sole  object  of  many  hon.  Members  was 
to  endeavour  to  crush  the  Tory  minority ; 
and  that  being  the  case,  the  Tory  minority 
would  struggle  with  all  their  strength  to 
achieve  what  they  held  to  bo  success. 

Me.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  that 
as  reference  had  been  made  to  some 
proceedings  in  the  last  Parliament  in 
which  he  had  participated,  he  wished  to 
refer  to  the  proceedings  very  briefly.  He 
thought  an  argument  might  be  founded 
upon  them  against  the  restriction  of 
freedom  of  speech.  He  believed  it  was 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  who  first  directed  attention  to 
the  fact  that  in  1877  the  Vote  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  Volunteer  I'orce  was 
met  with  considerable  opposition  on  the 
part  of  the  Irish  Members,    and  who 


335    Parliament-- Btwness  of  ths      {COMMONS)        JTome-'The  New  2iule9.     836 


credited  liira  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  witli 
a  very  important  share  in  the  obstruc- 
tive proceedings  with  which  it  was  re- 
sisted. He  wished  to  confirm  the  his- 
torical accuracy  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
and  to  state  what  was  his  motive  for  the 
.action  he  took  on  that  occasion — a  mo- 
tive which,  he  believed,  was  shared  by 
the  few  Irish  Members  who  sustained 
him  in  recording  a  protest  against  that 
Vote.  The  noble  Viscount  (Viscount 
Cranbrook)  was  then  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  and  it  was  between  12  and  1 
o'clock  in  the  morning  when  they  reached 
the  Volunteer  Vote.  He  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power)  ventured  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that,  though  the  people  of  Ireland 
did  not  possess  the  right  to  enrol  them- 
selves in  any  Volunteer  organization, 
they  were  yet  subject  to  the  tax  imposed 
alike  on  all  parts  of  the  United  King- 
dom.. In  the  mildest  possible  tones  he 
ventured  to  ask  for  an  explanation  of 
that  state  of  things.  He  did  not  want 
to  disparage  the  manner  in  which  the 
distinguished  statesman  to  whom  he  had 
referred  transacted  Business  here  or 
**  elsewhere."  The  Tory  Party  had 
reason  to  be  proud  of  his  magnificent 
abilities ;  but  a  conciliatory  disposition 
was  not  conspicuous  amongst  the  quali- 
ties of  that  Nobleman,  and  in  reply  to 
the  question  he  simply  declined  to  give 
any  explanation  whatever.  He  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  mentioned  this  fact 
because  he  thought  it  bore  out  what  had 
been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  that  a  great  deal  of  the  un- 
pleasantness in  the  House  arose  from  the 
want  of  a  spirit  of  conciliation  on  the  part 
of  those  who  on  both  sides  were  respon- 
sible for  the  conduct  of  Business.  He  felt 
at  the  time  that  whatever  title  the  Noble- 
man had  established  on  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House,  he  had  established  no 
title  which  justified  him  in  refusing  a 
straightforward  answer  to  a  straightfor- 
ward question.  He  did  not  say  that  the 
noble  Viscount  wished  to  be  disrespect- 
ful to  him  or  to  his  countrymen  ;  but  ft)r 
Bome  reason  he  declined  to  give  any  ex- 
planation. That  moment  the  question 
of  the  importance  of  the  Volunteer  Vote 
was  absorbed  in  the  greater  question  of 
the  right  which  belonged  to  every  man, 
of  having  an  explanation  of  any  Vote  in 
the  Estimates  which  he  felt  called  on  to 
challenge.  It  was  then  that  Irish  Mem- 
ben  moved  the  omission  of  that  Vote. 

Ifr.  (y  Connor  Fou?er 


On  that  Motion  being  disposed  of,  they 
moved  alternately  that  Progress  be  re- 
ported, and  that  the  Chairman  leave  the 
Chair.  It  was  past  7  o'clock  on  a  bright 
summer  morning  that  they  walked  out 
of  Palace  Yard,  a  night  having  been 
wasted  which  would  have  been  better 
occupied  if  the  Ministry  had  conde- 
scended to  give  to  a  mere  Irishman  an 
explanation  he  had  a  right  to  demand. 
The  reasons  which  made  him  (Mr.  O'Con- 
nor Power)  disposed  to  minimize,  as  far 
as  possible,  the  proposals  which  the  Qo- 
vernment  had  made  for  the  purpose  of 
restricting  liberty  of  debate  were  too 
numerous  to  bo  at  present  stated  ;  but, 
in  his  observation  of  political  action  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  he  had  no- 
ticed a  tendency  towards  the  destruction 
of  all  deliberation,  and  a  tendency  to- 
wards mere  **  counting  of  heads."  De- 
liberation was  disparaged,  and  appeals 
were  made  to  public  feeling  and  passion, 
and  to  the  promptings  of  popularity  and 
temporary  expediency  for  the  settlement 
of  questions.  Where  should  they  find 
a  refuge  for  deliberation  if  not  in  the 
Legislature  ?  It  appeared  that  if,  being 
a  Member  of  a  political  Party,  one  now 
took  an  independent  attitude,  it  was  at 
the  peril  of  one's  infiuenco  and  popu- 
larity, and  at  the  peril  of  misrepresenta- 
tion even  from  political  friends.  Where 
should  they  find,  then,  in  future  a  plat- 
form on  which  questions  could  be  exa- 
mined on  their  merits,  and  with  liberty 
of  discussion  ?  Certainly  not  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  if  the  proposals  of 
the  Government  were  accepted  in  the 
form  in  which  they  appeared  on  the 
Paper  without  any  restriction.  They 
were  encouraged  by  various  arguments 
to  accept  these  proposals.  They  were 
told  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  that  at  present  it  was 
quite  possible  for  a  small  obstructive 
minority  in  the  House  to  use  its  powers 
efFectively  to  prevent  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment from  getting  the  Supplies  ne- 
cessary to  carry  into  effect  a  determina- 
tion to  make  war  against  some  foreign 
Power.  That  might  be  so ;  but  the 
argument  was  of  little  value,  for  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
when  asked  for  a  reference  to  any 
ocasion  when  such  an  extreme  course 
was  taken,  was  obliged  to  acknow- 
ledge that  he  could  not  point  to  one. 
Eeference  had  been  made  to  the  Mutiny 
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Act.  Thej  were  told — and  great  stress 
was  laid  upon  the  point — bow  necessary 
it  was  that  it  should  pass  every  year ; 
but  the  Gentlemen  who  talked  about  this 
were  the  very  same  Gentlemen  who  ap- 
pealed to  the  electors  of  Great  Britain 
two  and  a- half  years  ago  successfully, 
because  of  what  the  Irish  Obstruction 
had  accomplished  in  amending  the  Mu- 
tiny Act  by  abolishing  flogging  in  the 
Army.  He  was  sorry  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor), 
who,  for  15  or  16  years  before  the  aboli- 
tion of  flogging  in  the  Army,  had  de- 
Toted  his  attention  to  that  question,  was 
not  in  his  place,  because  he  (Mr.  O'Con- 
nor Power)  recollected  his  publicly  apo- 
logizing to  the  Irish  Members,  because 
he  had  begged  them  to  modify  their  op- 

S)sition  to  the  Mutiny  Bill.     That  hon. 
entleman  said — 

"  I  have  been  working  16  or  16  years  to  ob- 
tain the  aboHtion  of  flogging  ;  but  this  would 
not  have  been  possible  within  any  reasonable 
time  had  it  not  been  for  the  protracted  discus* 
sion  on  the  Army  Discipline  Bill,  commenced 
by  a  few  determined  Irish  Members,  and  carried 
on  by  the  assistance  of  some  of  the  most  pro- 
minent Members  of  the  Liberal  Government, 
and  pertinaciously  persisted  in,  until  the  aban- 
donment  of  that  system  of  discipline  was  wrung 
from  the  common  sense  of  the  House." 

Those  were  advantages  which  might  be 
referred  to  as  having  accrued  from  the 
pertinacious  prolongation  of  discussions. 
He  did  not  deny  that  even  that  action 
might  be  pushed  too  far ;  but  he  recalled 
these  circumstances  to  show  how  much 
remained  to  be  said  on  the  other  side  of 
the  question,  which  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
disposed  to  forget.  They  had  been  re- 
minded that  a  time  would  come  when 
the  Liberals  would  be  in  OppositioD, 
and  would  feel  the  effects  of  the  strin- 
gent regulations  they  were  now  making. 
Unquestionably  that  day  would  come. 
They  were  not  making  temporary  Eegu- 
lations.  They  were  assenting  to  Eesolu- 
tions  which  would  destroy,  for  all  time, 
some  of  the  greatest  privileges  which  had 
been  defended  for  ages  by  the  House, 
and  defended  because  it  was  conscious 
that  the  preservation  of  these  privileges 
was  necessary  to  the  preservation  of  li- 
berty, for  without  them,  undoubtedly,  that 
liberty  would  have  been  sacrificed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
fiipon  (Mr.  Goschen)  had  sought  to  en- 
eoorage  them  to  assent  to  these  Kesolu* 
lions,  because  he  had  faith  in  the  anxiety 
of  the  Liberal  Party  to  insist  upon  a  full 


discussion  of  public  questions,  especially 
as  regarded  the  Estimates.     There  was 
no  use  in  trying  to  gain  support  for  these 
Hesolutions  by  the  argumentum  ad  homi' 
nem.     It  was  about  the  most  unreliable 
method  by  which  to  arrive  at  any  satis- 
factory conclusion.  He  knew  that  strong 
opponents  of  the  policy  of  foreign  aggres- 
sion defended  the  late  war  in  Egypt, 
simply  on  the  strength  of  that  argument. 
They  said — *'  We   should    never  have 
thought  it  would  have  been  justifiable 
if  the  Tory  Party  had  invaded  Egypt ; 
but  it  has  been  done  by  a  man  in  whom 
we  have  confidence."     He  had  had,  in 
fact,  a  long  argument  about  it  with  an 
ardent    supporter   of  the   Government, 
who  finally  acknowledged  that  his  ap- 
proval of  the  policy  in  Egypt  was  based 
on  his  belief  that  the  Prime  Minister 
could  not  possibly  engage  in  an  unjusti- 
fiable war.     In  the  same  way  they  were 
assured  that  it  was  not  within  the  bounds 
of  possibility  that,  under  a  Liberal  Go- 
vernment, coercive  Resolutions  could  be 
arbitrarily  put  in  force.     But  these  gua- 
rantees would  not  stand  a  moment's  ex- 
amination.    The  hon.  Member  for  Car- 
lisle (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  had  apologized 
for  having  said,  two  years  ago,  that  a 
Liberal  Government  would  not  make  an 
aggressive  war.      This  Resolution  must 
stand  or  fall  by  its  intrinsic  merits,  and 
not  on  arguments  of  this  kind.     His 
opinion  was,  that  where  you  had  a  Go- 
vernment  supported    by   a   large  ma- 
jority,    no    matter    what     Government 
it   was,   the   tendency  was   to    be   im- 
patient of  criticism — the   tendency  was 
to    use    whatever    powers    they    pos- 
sessed to  put  an  end  to  the  discussion. 
It  was  not  necessary  to  suspect  them  of 
passing  these  Resolutions  merely  for  the 
love  of  suppressing  freedom  of  speech. 
They  might  give    right    hon.   Gentle- 
men opposite  credit  for  all  the  good  in- 
tentions avowed  in  their  speeches ;  but 
even  that  should  not  satisfy  them.  There 
was  a  certain  place  of  evil  repute,  which 
they  were  told  was  paved  with  good 
intentions ;  but  he  had  never  heard  of 
anybody  being  anxious  to  go  there.   He 
would  appeal  to  the  Prime  Minister  that 
with  this  Amendment,  and  those  which 
would  follow  it,  an  attempt  should  be 
made  to  o£fer  some  acknowledgment  of 
the   disposition  which   he  thought  was 
prevalent  in  all  parts  of  the  Opposition, 
at  the  present  time,  to  aid  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  legitimate  aud  proper  trans- 

INinth  Night,-] 
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action  of  Public  Business.  The  House 
had  passed  during  the  last  two  or  three 
years  through  a  time  of  such  grave 
political  excitement  that  no  one  could 
wonder  if  on  occasions  liberty  of  ppeoch 
had  been  exercised  to  its  fullest  extent. 
But,  surely,  they  sliould  not  make  Re- 
gulations, dwelling  exclusively  on  the 
memory  of  partizan  warfare,  and  the 
bitterness  of  Party  strife.  There  was  a 
better  feeling  among  Parties  in  and  out 
of  the  House,  and  he  had  not  aban- 
doned the  hope  that  the  Government 
would  show  a  spirit  of  conciliation  and 
compromise  towards  many  of  the  im- 
portant Amendments  on  the  Paj^er.  At 
the  same  time,  he  would  suggest  that 
the  despatch  of  Business  was  hindered 
not  80  much  by  the  number  of  speeches 
as  by  the  length  of  speeches,  some 
limitation  of  which,  he  believed,  would 
be  acceptable  to  many  hon.  Members. 
Manylhon.  Members,  unfortunately,  mea- 
sured the  effectiveness  of  a  speech  by  its 
length.  He  should  rejoice  at  some  pro- 
posal which  would  limit  the  duration  of 
speeches,  and  compel  men  to  sit  down, 
as  he  now  did,  because  he  had  nothing 
further  to  say. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  did  not  agree  witli  the  remark 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Jjincoln 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  that  nothing  they 
could  say  or  do  could  have  any  effect  in 
resisting  the  legions  of  the  Government. 
It  was  in  the  power  of  the  245  Members 
of  the  Tory  Party,  if  they  were  in  earn- 
est in  the  professions  they  made,  if  they 
believed  the  ddture  would  be  fatal  to 
the  rights  of  Parliament,  to  force  the 
Government  to  appeal  to  a  higher  tri- 
bunal than  the  present  House  of  Com- 
mons on  the  question ;  and  he  did  not 
know  that  the  Prime  Minister  was  the 
man  to  shirk  the  challenge.  It  was  not 
by  talking  of  inconvenience,  it  was  not 
by  walking  out  of  the  House,  it  was  not 
by  short  speeches,  it  was  not  by  ban- 
dying compliments,  that  they  could  re- 
sist the  proposal  they  believed  to  bo 
dangerous  ;  but  it  was  only  by  evincing 
a  determined  opposition,  and  presenting 
a  strong  numerical  front,  and  by  taking 
advantage  of  all  the  Forms  and  Privi- 
leges of  the  House,  that  the  Opposition 
could  hope  to  have  any  of  their  Amend- 
ments, carried.  He  did  not  think  there 
were  many  who  knew,  from  the  declara- 
tions of  the  Government,  what  were  the 
objects  of  the  Government  in  pressing 

Mr,  O^Cffnnor  Poaer 


the  cidture.  The  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  hit 
the  blot  on  the  1st  Resolution  which  had 
been  pointed  out  over  and  over  again 
from  the  time  it  was  first  put  on  the  Pa- 
per, and  he  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
therefore  thanked  him  for  proposing 
it.  That  blot  was  that  it  was  felt  that 
there  was  a  gross  and  glaring  inconsist- 
enc}'  between  the  **  evident  sense  "  of  the 
House  and  ddture  hy  a  bare  majority. 
Nothing  could  be  more  fatal  to  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Speaker  than  to  leave  these 
words  in  the  Resolution.  It  was  impos- 
sible to  say  that  he  would  at  all  times, 
or  at  any  time,  detect  the  evident  sense 
of  the  House.  It  meant  a  proportionate 
majority,  and  it  could  mean  nothing  else. 
Whore  would  be  the  reverence  and  respect 
which  they  all  owed  to  the  Speaker  if, 
after  having  declared  that  the  evident 
sense  of  tlio  House  was  in  favour  of  the 
cloture,  this  evident  sense  was  only  de- 
clared by  a  majority  of  1  ?  This  Amend- 
ment was  the  test  and  touchstone  of  the 
intentions  of  the  Government — whether 
it  was  to  strike  at  fair  Parliamentary 
opposition  or  at  organized  Obstruction. 
The  latter  the  Prime  Minister  defined  as 
being  opposition  to  the  will  of  the  House 
otherwise  than  by  argument.  If  that 
were  so,  he  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
should  accept  the  Amendment ;  but  if 
the  object  was  to  put  down  fair  Parlia- 
mentary opposition,  which,  though  ob- 
stinate, might  be  fair,  the  Amendment 
would  be  rejected.  He  took  that  oppor- 
tunity of  declaring  his  unalterable  and 
undying  hostility  to  this  Rule  as  it  now 
stood.  Was  their  supposition  correct, 
that  opposition  and  Obstruction  were 
synonymous  in  the  mind  of  the  Prime 
Minister?  ]Much  had  been  said  in  the 
course  of  this  discussion  about  Irish  Ob- 
struction ;  but,  for  his  part,  he  would 
say  that  he  had  not  always  been  against 
Irish  Obstruction.  What  was  more,  he 
could  tell  hon.  Members  opposite  that 
he  was  not  more  against  Irish  Obstruc- 
tion in  the  last  Parliament  than  he  had 
been  in  this.  From  the  time  when  he 
was  first  able  to  form  an  opinion  on 
political  matters,  he  had  held  the  belief 
that  if  we  had  not  had  Irish  Obstruc- 
tion, we  should  have  had  Irish  rebel- 
lion. The  Obstruction  of  Irish  Members 
had  been  the  great  safety-valve  of  re- 
bellion, and  had  turned  the  exuberances 
of  Irisli  Nationality  into  a  surer  and  a 
safer  channel.     If  we  sat  on  the  safety- 
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Talve  of  Trisli  Obstruction,   we  should 
have  before  long  a  very  bloody  explosion. 
Against  wilful,  organized  Obstruction, 
the  Conservative  Party  had  never  been 
slow  to  help  the  Government  of  the  day, 
and  if  the  1st  Besolution  were  confined 
solely  to  that  object  it  would  be  harm- 
less.   Those  who  voted  for  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  in  favour  of  the  liberties 
of  the  House  of  Commons;  but  those 
who  voted  against  it  were,  undoubtedly, 
and  beyond  all  possibility  of  contradic- 
tion, against  freedom  of  debate,  and  un- 
worthy of  the  traditions  of  Parliament. 
They  were  again  witnessing  to-night  a 
portentous    and    unnatural  silence  on 
the  part  of  the  Liberal  Members.     Of 
course,  it  was  hard  for  men  to  be  talka- 
tive or  cheerful,  when  they  had  been 
told  by  their  Leader,  on  the  first  day  of 
the  Session,  that  they  had  lost  all  their 
character  and  all  their  honour.  It  would 
have  been  creditable  even  to  Mr.  Mark 
Tapley  to  be  cheerful  in  such  circum- 
stances. He  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
supposed  they  were  keeping  quiet  on 
this  occasion  because  they  felt  they  were 
assisting  in  the  capacity  of  mutes  at  the 
funeral  obsequies  of  freedom  of  speech. 
Mb.  MAREIOTT  said,  that,  sitting  on 
the  Liberal  Benches,  he  certainly,  for 
one,  had  received  no  mandate  from  the 
Prime  Minister  not  to   speak.     If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  issued  such  a 
mandate  he  had  certainly  left  some  of 
tbem  out,  and  if  he  (Mr.  Marriott)  had 
received  it,  he  did  not  suppose  he  should 
have  felt  called  upon  to  obey  it ;  and  in 
speaking  now  he  was  sure  he  was  not 
going  against    any  mandate  from   the 
Prime  Minister  to  himself  or  any  of 
their  Party.     But  with  regard   to   the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton), he  did  feel  in  some  difficulty,  and 
had  also  felt  some  with  regard  to  the 
Amendments  that  had  gone  before.   He 
bad  Hstened  with  great  attention  to  the 
different  speeches  made,  all  directed  to 
tbis  —  whether   Mr.   Speaker   and  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  were  to  have 
tbe  same  power.     He  had  listened  with 
great  attention   to   the   speech  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, and  he  fully  admitted  the  logic  of 
all  his  arguments ;  but  the  only  ques- 
tion was  about  his  premises.   His  argu- 
ments were  enlarged  upon  by  the  right 
kon.  Gentleman  the  President   of  the 
I^al   Government    Board,   and    were 


carried  to  greater  length  by  the  lion. 
Member  for  East  Cornwall  (Mr.  Bor- 
lase) ;  but,    taking  all  those  speeches 
together,  they  might  be  boiled    down 
and  put  with  a  very  old  proverb — and, 
in  making  use  of  it,  he  meant  no  insult 
to  the  House — those  speeches  came  to 
this,  that  **  what  was  sauce  for  the  goose 
was  sauce  for  the  gander."     What  they 
wanted  to  know  was,  what  sauce  they 
were  going  to  give  the  goose  ?    He  felt 
quite  certain  the  House  would  not  ob- 
ject to  that  term,  and  he  said  seriously, 
in  regard    to   all    these  Amendments, 
that  they  were  simply  groping  in  the 
dark.     There  were  now  some  30  or  40 
Amendments   down,   which  would   not 
have  been  given  Notice  of  if  they  really 
knew  upon  what  the  House  was  going 
to  decide — whether  the  eldture  by  bare 
majority ;  or  by  a  proportionate  majority, 
whether  a  majority  of  two-thirds  or  three- 
fifths.      At  the  present  time,  how  did 
the  House  stand?    According  to  what 
was  said  in  the  late  debates,  all  that  the 
House  had  decided  was  that  there  was 
to  be  a  cJdture  by  a  majority.     It  was 
the  intention  of  an  humble  Mover  of  an 
Amendment  to  raise  the  question  of  bare 
majority  ;  but  the  word  **  bare  "  was  in- 
advertently left  out.     The  real  point  to 
decide  now  was  what  that  majority  was 
to  be,  for  when  that  was  decided  it  made 
all  the  difference  to  the  Amendments 
they  were  to  discuss  and  were  discussing. 
If  the  majority  was  to  be  a  proportionate 
one,  which  he  thought  was  generally 
agreed— [*•  No,   no!"]— there   was  no 
need  of  the  Amendment.     Hon.  Mem- 
bers said   "  No,  no !  "     He  was  quite 
willing  there  should  be  no  eldture  at  all. 
His  own  belief  was  that  there  were  a 
number  of  these  Rules  which  were  now 

Proposed  to  the  House  which  would  put 
own  Obstruction,  quite  independently 
of  the  eldture.  He  was  struck  with  what 
was  said  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot),  and  what  he  said  had  not 
been  answered.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  spoke  as  if  the  sole  object  of  the 
eldture  was  to  put  down  Obstruction  by 
a  small  number,  such  as  was  sometimes 
carried  on  by  20  Members,  and  he  said 
— "We  are  willing  to  put  down  the  Ob- 
struction of  20  Members."  Now,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Ripon  (Mr.  Goschen)  used  words  that 
would  show  that  the  House  could  easily 
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put  down  the  Obstruction  of  a  small 
Party ;  and  he  (Mr.  Marriott)  felt  cer- 
tain that  if  they  had  the  cloture  by 
two-thirds  or  a  proportionate  majo- 
rity, when  the  two  Front  Benclies 
were  agreed,  Obstruction  would  be 
put  down.  [**  Question  !  "]  That  was 
the  Question.  Obstruction  was  the 
whole  Question.  The  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Ripon  seemed  to 
carry  out  entirely  the  views  of  a  two- 
thirds,  or  a  proportionate  majority,  be- 
cause, if  the  two  Front  Benches  were 
agreed,  the  Obstruction  of  a  small  mi- 
nority would  be  put  down.  **  But,"  said 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  West 
Sussex,  **  can  anybody  give  an  instance 
when  tlie  whole  or  the  greater  part  of  the 
Conservative  Party  have  obstructed?" 
All  he  (Mr.  Marriott)  could  say  was  that 
since  he  had  been  in  the  House  the  Con- 
servative Party  never  had  obstructed  as 
a  Part}'.  There  might  have  boon  some 
Members  of  the  Party  who  had  joined 
together  for  that  purpose — some  Mem- 
bers of  the  Party  not  altogether  under  the 
whip  and  control  of  their  Leader.  No 
doubt,  the  Leader,  like  the  driver  of  a 
four-in-hand,  had  some  little  difficulty  in 
keeping  his  team  well  together;  but  their 
coach  was  not,  therefore,  necessarily  up- 
set. ['*  Question  I  "]  Last  niglit  they 
liad  an  instance  of  the  younger  Members 
kicking  over  the  traces.  [**  Question ! "] 
What  was  the  question  of  the  Amend- 
ment ?  The  question  was  whether  the 
Speaker  was  to  interfere  when  a  debate 
was  carried  on  for  the  purpose  of  Ob- 
struction. Obstruction  had  existed  in 
the  House,  and  the  weapon  was  to  be 
left  to  the  House  to  use  to  put  it  down. 
The  responsibility  rested  with  the  House, 
and  it  was  no  longer  a  Vote  of  Confidence 
in  the  Ministry.  The  great  point  was 
the  putting  down  of  Obstruction,  and  he 
believed  the  great  majority  of  the  House 
had  that  object  in  view.  The  real  ques- 
tion was,  how  was  it  to  be  done  ?  If  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  was  car- 
ried, that  intention  was  expressed  in 
words,  according  to  which  power  was 
given  to  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of 
Committees,  and  they  could  leave  it  to 
them  to  say  whether  a  debate  was  being 
carried  on  for  thrashing  out  the  subject, 
enlightening  hon.  Members  by  every 
Bcrap  of  argument,  or  whether  it  was 
merely  Obstruction.  He  was  sure  it 
was  easy  to  tell  the  difference.  The 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  simply 
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added,  "when  the  debate  is  carried  on 
for  purposes  of  Obstruction  ;"  and  surely 
that  was  the  only  time  that  the  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  ought  to  interfere.    If 
the  Government  meant  to  say  they  eonld 
interfere  at  any  other  time,  whether  the 
debate  were  long  or  short,  which  must 
depend  on  the  nature  of  the  subject, 
then  what  they  wished  to   know  was, 
were  debates  to  bq  closed  when  there 
was  no  Obstruction  ?    They  knew  there 
had  been  debates  resumed  Session  after 
Session,  each  debate  adding  to  the  know- 
ledge of  the  House  and  the  country ;  and 
measures  had,  as  the  result,  been  passed 
and  accepted  in  a  very  different  form  to 
that  in  which  they  would  have  been 
passed  had  the  debate  been  hurried  and 
quickly  closed  by  means  of  the  c!6turt. 
All  he  wished  to  say  was  that  he  did 
wish  most  earnestly  that  the  Government 
would  give  them  some  indication  of  what 
they  intended  to  do,  what  was  the  main 
point  of  their  Eesolution,  whether  they 
wore  going  to  insist  on  a  bare  majority, 
or  whether  it  was  to  be  a  proportionate 
majority  ? 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
that  they  had  the  authority  of  the  Prime 
Minister  that  the  purpose  of  the  Resolu- 
tion was  not  to  put  down  Obstruction, 
but  to  expedite  legislation.  What  legis- 
lation ?  Why,  of  course,  the  legislation 
of  the  Ministry.  Thus,  we  should  be  led 
to  a  system  of  Ministerial  absolutism.  He 
ob  j  ectod  to  the  absolutism  of  any  Minister, 
to  whichever  Party  he  belonged.  The 
fact  was  that  Ministers  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers cared  less  and  less  for  that  House, 
and  addressed  themselves  more  and  more 
to  the  constituencies.  The  House  was 
being  reduced  to  a  contemptible  position, 
and  its  Members  were  becoming  mere 
delegates  of  the  constituents.  An  hon. 
Member  on  the  other  side  had  recently 
been  rather  roughly  told  by  his  consti- 
tuents that  they  did  not  want  him  to 
speak  in  the  House ;  he  spoke  too  much, 
they  said,  already.  What  they  wanted 
him  to  do  was  to  vote  with  the  Prime 
Minister. 

Mr.  STUART- WORTLET  believed 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  would  consider- 
ably improve  the  wording  of  the  Reso- 
lution. He  thought  that  a  provision 
should  be  inserted  in  the  Resolution  to 
the  effect  that  the  occupant  of  the  Chair 
must  be  satisfied  that  the  debate  was 
being  prolonged  merely  for  the  purpose 
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of  Obstruction ;  and  he  looked  upon  the 
Amendment  as  a  sufficient  substitute  for 
the  words,  either  of  the  Government, 
or  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Storey).  He  believed  there  was  an 
absolute  confusion  of  ideas  among  most 
of  the  Members  on  the  Liberal  side  of 
the  House  as  to  the  issue  upon  which 
they  were  about  to  vote.  The  words 
were  "it  is,"  and  if  they  were  ruled  out 
of  the  Amendment,  the  words  '*  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House"  must  fall 
with  them,  because  they  would  become 
grammatically  impossible.  In  the  future 
uie  cldture  might  be  voted,  simply  in  con- 
sequence of  feelings  of  fatigue,  hunger, 
or  indigestion  of  a  large  section  of  the 
House,  and  a  vague,  illogical  sensation 
on  the  part  of  the  majority  that  the 
debate  had  better  come  to  a  close.  There 
ought,  in  bis  opinion,  to  be  the  double 
safeguard  of  the  initiative  of  the  Speaker 
and  the  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
House,  before  they  allowed  a  debate  to 
be  summarily  closed. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  :  The 
House,  Sir,  is  at  the  present  moment 
much  fuller  than  when  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord    George    Hamilton)    moved    his 
Amendment.     I  hope,   therefore,  that 
hon.  Members  understand  perfectly  the 
nature  of  it,  and  the  grounds  upon  which 
it  rests.     By  the  Eesolution  now  pro- 
posed, if  it  is  passed  in  the  form  the 
Oovemment  desire — namely,  the  eldture 
by  a  bare  majority — very  great  respon- 
sibility is  cast  upon  the  Speaker  and 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means ;  and  it 
therefore  seems  but  reasonable,  when 
the  House  decides  upon  casting  such  a 
responsibility  upon  its  Officers,  that  it 
Bhould  give  those  Officers  full  and  pro- 
per directions  as  to  the  conditions  under 
which  they  are  to  act  in  the  matter.  But 
according  to  the  Eesolution,  as  proposed 
by  the  Government,  one  instruction,  and 
one  only,  is  to  be  given  to  them.     If 
that  instruction  is  to  be  that  which  is 
sufficient  merely  to  close  the  debate  by 
a  bare  majority,  I  think  the  direction  is 
eminently  unsatisfactory — namely,  that 
the  power  should  be  exercised  when  it 
should  appear  to  the  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  to  be  the 
evident  sense   of  the   House  that  the 
Question  ought  to  be  put.     That  is  a 
difficult  direction,  and  not  a  very  intelli- 
gible one.     If  it  is  understood  that  the 
lense  of  the  House  means  an  overwhelm- 
ing majority,  or,  say,  two- thirds,  it  would 


be  intelligible ;  but  if  by  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House  is  meant  that  which 
would  be  sufficient  to  close  the  debate 
by  a  bare  majority,  the  direction  would 
be  most  unsatisfactory.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey)  saw  the 
difficulty  when  he  proposed,  by  his 
Amendment,  that  the  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man of  Committees  should  be  satisfied 
that  the  debate  had  been  adequately 
conducted.  So  that  we  have  before  us 
two  tests — the  one,  the  opinion  of  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  that  the  debate  has  been  ade- 
quately conducted ;  and  the  other,  that 
of  the  decision  of  the  majority  of  the 
House  upon  a  division  being  taken.  It 
certainly  does  appear  that  if  the  ob- 
ject of  this  Eesolution  is  to  put  a  stop  to 
Obstruction,  you  are  imposing  Eules 
that  will  be  inconsistent  one  with  the 
other,  and  not  well  qualified  to  obtain 
that  end.  The  object  of  the  Amendment 
of  my  noble  Friend  is  to  direct  the  atten- 
tion of  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  to  the  question,  not 
whether  there  happens  to  be  a  majo- 
rity, but  whether  the  majority  wish  to 
divide,  because  the  debate  has  been 
fairly  and  adequately  conducted,  and 
ought  to  be  brought  to  an  end,  and  is 
only  being  carried  on  for  purposes  of 
illegitimate  Obstruction.  I  venture  to 
say  that  nine-tenths  of  the  people  of  this 
country  are  under  the  belief  that  we  are 
now  engaged  in  an  attempt  to  deal  with 
and  put  down  Obstruction,  and  they 
know  perfectly  well  what  they  mean  by 
Obstruction.  But  it  appears  that  the 
meaning  which  they  attach  to  the  word 
**  Obstruction  "  is  not,  at  all  events,  the 
meaning  which  the  Prime  Minister 
attaches  to  it.  My  observation,  which 
is  merely  echoing  what  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister said — [Mr.  Gladstone  :  No,  no !] 
— is  met  by  a  challenge.  We  seem  now 
to  be  getting  more  mysterious  than  ever. 
There  have  been  two  or  three  very 
curious  revelations  made  in  the  course 
of  this  debate.  In  the  first  place,  we  have 
had  a  very  curious  revelation,  which,  I 
am  bound  to  say,  we  were  not  at  all 
prepared  for ;  and  that  is  the  revelation 
made  by  an  important  Member  of  the 
Cabinet,  who  has  taken  a  very  large 
part  in  these  debates,  that  he  does  not 
understand  at  all  what  the  grounds  are  on 
which  the  Eules  were  framed,  and  does 
not  know  the  Eesolutions  themselves. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
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Department  (Sir  William  Ilarcourt), 
when  he  got  up,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
answer  the  observations  of  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  George  Hamilton),  took 
objection  to  the  introduction  of  the 
words  **  carried  on  for  tho  purposo  of 
Obstruction"  on  this  and  no  other 
ground — that  it  was  an  attempt  to  go 
into  motives,  and  that  it  was  quite  im- 
possible or  unfair  to  call  upon  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
INIeans  to  judge  what  the  motives  of 
those  who  were  carrying  on  the  debate 
were.  But  that  was  not  the  light  in 
which  the  Prime  Minister  understood 
them.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  There  were 
two  grounds,  and  that  was  one  of  them.] 
Then  it  was  one  of  them.  If  that  be  so, 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister, 
who  is  in  his  place,  what  I  should  have 
liked  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Ilome  Department,  who  has  loft  the 
House,  what  explanation  he  can  possibly 
give  of  the  justice  and  value  of  the  lOtli 
Rule  he  intends  to  propose  ?  If  it  is 
impossible  to  go  into  the  question  of 
motive,  how  does  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man justify  the  Rule  which  the  Govern- 
ment themselves  have  placed  upon  the 
Paper,  and  which  reads  thus  ? — 

**  That  if  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman  of  a 
Cominittco  of  the  whole  House,  shall  be  of 
opinion  that  a  Motion  for  tho  Adjournment  of  a 
Dehate,  or  of  the  House,  during  any  Debate,  or 
that  the  Chairman  do  Report  Pro^p-ess,  or  do 
leave  the  Chair,  is  made  for  the  purposo  of  ob- 
struction, ho  may  forthwith  put  tho  Question 
thereupon  from  the  Chair.'* 

In  the  1st  Rule,  you  are  to  have  an 
impossibility  of  diving  into  motives ; 
but  by  tho  time  you  have  advanced  to 
the  loth  Rule — and  it  is  an  indication  of 
the  sort  of  advance  that  will  take  place — 
you  will  get  far  beyond  all  that,  and  find 
yourselves  perfectly  able  to  call  upon 
the  Speaker  and  CRairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  to  divine  motives.  But  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister, 
who  now  accepts  that  solution,  gave  us 
also  another  answer  which,  to  my  mind, 
was  inconsistent  with  it,  though  per- 
fectly consistent  with  my  recollection  of 
what  the  Prime  Minister  has  all  along 
said.  His  objection  to  the  word  **  Ob- 
struction *'  in  the  Amendment  moved  by 
my  noble  Friend  is,  that  ho  never  in- 
tended, and  that  he  always  said  ho 
never  intended,  by  these  Resolutions  to 
deal  with  the  case  of  wilful  Obstruction. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  in  the 
Bpeech  in  which  he  first  introduced  tho 
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Resolutions,  that  that  was  an  offence 
that  ought  to  be  dealt  with  in  a  different 
manner,  and  he  has  repeated  to-night 
tho  same  opinion,  that  it  is  an  offence 
which  ought  to  be  dealt  with  in  a 
different  manner,  and  that,  therefore, 
we  ought  not  to  introduce  words  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  it  into  this  Resolu- 
tion. But  I  cannot  see  how  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  to  take  these  two  ob- 
jections to  the  words  of  my  noble  Friend 
— in  the  first  place,  that  they  are  words 
which  deal  with  an  offence  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  intend  to  deal  with  here; 
and,  in  the  next  place,  that  they  imply 
a  diving  into  the  minds  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers. We  have  the  whole  of  the  Reso- 
lutions before  us,  and  I  think  it  is  de- 
sirable we  should  note  the  fact  that  they 
are  not  aimed  at  wilful  Obstruction.  But 
if  that  be  so,  why  should  there  be  an 
objection  raised  to  the  introduction  of 
the  words  moved  by  my  noble  Friend  ? 
If  these  words  are  objectionable,  it  is 
because  the  Resolution  is  aimed  at 
something  else,  and  we  want  to  know 
what  that  something  else  is.  I  do  not 
know  tliat  I  need  detain  the  House  with 
many  further  remarks,  because  this  is 
really  the  kernel  of  the  whole  question 
— namely,  the  question  whether  the  Re- 
solutions are  intended  to  keep  within 
bounds  tendencies  which  we  have  all, 
more  or  less,  observed,  or  whether  they 
are  intended  to  do  something  very 
different.  I  must  own  that  I  have 
looked  at  these  Resolutions  from  the 
beginning  with  great  suspicion,  and  the 
more  the  debate  proceeds,  and  the  more 
I  hear  about  them,  the  more  my  sus- 
picion becomes  increased.  I  regret  very 
much  that  we  are  engaged  in  a  contest 
which  may  even  seem  to  give  the  im- 
pression that  there  is  any  indifference  on 
the  part  of  Gentlemen  who  sit  in  this 
part  of  the  House— even  the  slightest 
indifference  on  their  part — to  the  ne- 
cessity for  promoting  the  proper  con- 
duct of  Business  in  the  House.  But  I 
do  say  that  if  you  introduce  such  a  Rule 
as  this,  and  make  it  depend  on  what  is 
called  **  the  evident  sense  "  of  the  House, 
even  modified  as  it  is — and  it  is  an  im- 
portant modification — by  the  words  in- 
troduced by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sun- 
derland (Mr.  Storey),  you  oxpose  your- 
selves to  very  great  danger.  I  saw  to- 
day a  curious  account  of  some  proceed- 
ings which  have  been  taking  place  in 
one  of  our  Colonial  Legislatures,  where 
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the  system  of  eldlure  is  ia  force.    I  refer 
to  the  Assembly  of  South  Australia.     I 
do  not  know  whether  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of    State   for   the    Colonies  (Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashley)  is  in  his  place ;  but  if 
he  is,  he  will  probably  be  aware  of  what 
has  taken  place.     In  the  Assembly  of 
South  Australia  there  appears  to  have 
been  a  question  raised  as  to  the  proper 
dte    of    the    Parliament  Buildings  in 
Adelaide.      It  was  a    question  of   no 
small  importance,  because  it  has  now 
been    before    the    Assembly   for  some 
years,  and  has  been  the  means  of  the 
turning  out  of  one  Ministry,  and  the 
introduction  of  another.     A  Motion  was 
brought  forward  recently  in  regard  to 
that  matter.     The  speech  of  the  Mover 
was  delivered,  and  it  was  a  speech  of 
some  considerable  length ;  yet,  immedi- 
ately that  speech  was  concluded,  a  Mem- 
ber got  up,  and,  without  a  single  word 
having  been  said  in  reply,  moved  that 
the  House  should  divide.     The  Motion 
was  at  once  put ;  there  was  a  division,  in 
which  18  voted  for  dividing  immediately, 
and  IS  against.  A  division  upon  the  Main 
Question  accordingly  took  place,  with- 
out a  single  word  having  been  uttered  in 
answer  to  the  speech  of  the  Mover  of 
the   original   Motion,    notwithstanding 
that,  at  the  time,   the  question  was  a 
burning  question  which  had  long  agi- 
tated the  Colony.     Within  a  week,  in 
the  other  House  of  Assembly — the  Le- 
nslatiye  Council — the  same  Motion  was 
brought    forward.      It  was  fully    dis- 
cussed, and  eventually  carried  ;  whereas, 
in  the  other  Assembly,  it  was  never  dis- 
cussed at  all,  and  was  thrown  out  with- 
out any  answer  having  been  made  to  the 
speech  of  the  Mover  of  the  Besolution. 
I  see  that  proceedings  are  now  being 
taken  to  obtain  some  municipal  action 
in  the  matter,  in  order  that  the  question 
may  be  brought  to  a  further  solution. 
Weill  that  is  the  sort  of  thing  you  may 
expect  under  the  eldturey  when  passions 
are  excited  and  Party  feeling  runs  high. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  true  explana- 
tion of  such  action  is  this — that  the  ma- 
jority, who  had  obtained  power  in  the 
House  of  Assembly,  were  determined  not 
to  hear  anything  more  on  the  question, 
because  they  were  quite  satisfied  that 
they  were  in  the  right,  and  that  the 
Hover  of  the  Motion  was  altogether  in 
ttie  wrong.     But  the  same  would  be  the 
CMS  here.  We  should  have  the  Ministry 
coming  forward  and  laying  down  certain 


propositions  that  would  command  the 
assent  of  their  followers;  and  if  any- 
body got  up  to  argue  against  them,  he 
would  bo  put  down,  and  put  down  very 
sun^marily.  It  reminds  me  of  the  story 
of  the  Caliph  Omar,  who  ordered  the 
destruction  of  the  Alexandrian  Library. 
He  said — 

"  If  these  books  contain  matters  that  are  in 
accordance  with  the  Koran,  they  are  super- 
fluous ;  and  if  they  do  not,  then  thoy  are  moro 
than  superfluous — they  are  mischievous  and 
pernicious ;  and,  in  either  case,  they  ought  to 
bo  destroyed." 

In  the  same  way,  if  the  arguments  of 
hon.  Members  are  in  accordance  with 
the  views  of  the  Ministry  of  the  day,  the 
majority  will  say — "They  are  super- 
fluous, and  can  be  much  better  expressed 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  than  by 
you ; "  but  if,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
are  in  opposition  to  the  views  of  the 
Ministry  of  the  day,  then  the  majority 
will  say — **They  are  more  than  super- 
fluous— they  are  mischievous,  and  we 
ought  not  to  allow  them  to  be  heard ; 
wo  will  therefore  put  them  down."  If 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  was 
to  be  guided  by  the  sense  of  a  bare  ma- 
jority of  the  House  he  would  foel  him- 
self obliged  to  put  this  Bule  in  force.  I 
am  glad  that  my  noble  Friend  has 
brought  forward  this  Amendment.  I 
think  that  it  will  be  an  extremely  useful 
Amendment  in  itself,  if  it  is  adopted  by 
the  House  ;  and  if  it  is  not  adopted, 
then,  at  all  events,  the  discussion  which 
has  taken  place  upon  it  will  have  thrown 
a  great  deal  of  light  on  the  true  charac- 
ter of  these  Besolutions,  and  on  the  true 
nature  of  the  action  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  taking,  and  I  hope  that  the 
lesson  will  not  be  altogether  lost  either 
upon  the  House  or  upon  the  country. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  am  not  quite  sure  whether  I  am  able 
to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  through 
the  whole  of  his  argument ;  but  there 
are  one  or  two  observations  in  what  he 
has  just  said  in  regard  to  which  I  should 
like  to  say  one  or  two  words  in  reply. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  his 
speech  by  referring  to  a  case  which  oc- 
curred recently  in  one  of  the  Colonies, 
and  he  argues  from  that  case  that  the 
majority  in  this  House,  if  these  Bules 
were  passed,  would  be  able  to  use  their 
power  in  a  very  tyrannical  and  sum- 
mary manner.    But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
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tleman,  in  tbe  observations  ho  has  made, 
has  entirely  ignored  all  the  precautions 
we  are  endeavouring  to  set  up  against 
any  abuse  of  the  powers  we  propose  to 
confer.  He  ignores  altogether  the  initia- 
tive of  the  Speaker  or  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means,   and  he  ignores  the 
directions  which  are  to  bo  given  to  the 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees as  to  the  exercise  of  the  initiative. 
He  absolutely  ignores  the  words  which 
have    just    been    accepted  —  that    the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
is  to  be  guided  by  what  appears  to  be  the 
**  evident  sense  "  of  the  House,  and  that 
he  is  also  to  entertain  the  conviction 
himself  that  the  subject  has  been  ade- 
quately discussed    before   putting    the 
Bule  in  force.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man assumes  that  it  would  be  in  the 
power  of  a  tyrannical  majority  to  put  a 
atop  to  a  debate,  even  before  it  had  pro- 
perly begun,  and  to  call  for  a  division 
whenever  that  tyrannical  majority  might 
think  fit.      The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  said  that  the  refusal  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  shows  that  in 
their  idea  and  intention  this  Hesolution 
is  not  aimed  at  Obstruction.     Now,  I 
entirely  deny  that  assertion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.      The  main  purpose  of 
the  Hesolution   is   to  put  down  wilful 
Obstruction.      We   have    endeavoured, 
over  and  over  again,  months  ago,  and 
now  also  in  this  debate,  to  show  that 
the  main  purpose  of  the  proposed  Rule 
is  directed  against  wilful  and  deliberate 
Obstruction.      We    have    also    always 
maintained  that  it  was  not  sufficient  to 
contend   against  wilful   and  organized 
Obstruction  alone.     A  good  deal  of  at- 
tention has  been  paid,  in  the  course  of 
this  debate,  to  a  speech  which  I  made 
several  months  ago  on  the  subject.     If 
any  hon.  Gentleman  will  take  the  trouble 
to  refer  to  that  speech,  he  will  find  that 
at  that  time  I  did  not  base  my  argument 
in  defence  of  this  K'ule  on  the  case  of 
deliberate   and   wilful   Obstruction.      1 
endeavoured  to  show  that  what  I  thought 
was  necessary  for  the  decency  and  good 
order  of  our  debates  was  that  the  House 
should  assert  the  right,  which  I  believe 
it  to  possess,  of  regulating,  under  cer- 
tain conditions,  the  length  of  time  to  be 
devoted  to  the  discussion  of  a  particular 
subject.     Obstruction,  no  doubt,  would 
never  have    attained    the    proportions 
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which  it  has  attained   in   this  Houbo 
if  it  had  not  been  aided  by  the  great 
change  in  the  tone  and  custom  of  the 
House  which  has  lately  taken  place. 
We  may  regret  it,  but  we  cannot  ignore 
the  fact.     We  must  all  of  us  be  very 
well  aware  that  there  is  a  great  disposi- 
tion, without  any  wilful  Obstruction,  to 
discuss   subjects    at   wholly  dispropor- 
tionate lengths.     Everyone  will  be  able 
to  call  to  mind  the  number  of  houn 
which  have  been  wasted  in  the  discus- 
sion of  matters  of  comparatively  trivial 
importance,  and  the  great  many  more 
hours  which  have  been  wasted  in  the 
mere  repetition  of  arguments  in  debates 
on  more  important  subjects.      In  our 
opinion,  what  we  now  proiK)se  will  have 
a  tendency,  by  preventing  that  waste  of 
time,  to  secure,  in  reality,  the  freedom 
and  the  perfection  of  our  debates.  What 
are  we  trying  to  meet  ?     Is  it  an  impe- 
rious  and  intolerant   majority?      No; 
what  we  are  really  tr^'ing  to  contend 
against  is  something  more  than  an  im- 
perious and  intolerant  majority ;  we  are 
trying  to   contend   against  a  physical 
impossibility.     The  time  of  the  House 
is  a  limited  quantity  ;  but  the  assump- 
tion on  which   you   are  proceeding  is, 
that  there  is  time  enough  for  the  House 
to  discuss,  at  whatever  length  any  of  its 
Members  please,   eniy  of  the  multitudi- 
nous subjects  which  are  brought  before 
it.     My  contention  is,  that  if  you  dis- 
cuss minor  subjects,  or  even  important 
subjects,  at  disproportionate  length,  you 
will  find  yourselves  unable   to  discuss 
other  subjects  of  equal  importance  and 
equally  worthy  of   discussion.     There- 
fore, there    should  be   some  power  to 
enable  the  House  to  regulate  the  length 
of  its  debates  in  some  manner  that  shall 
be  proportionate  to  their  importance} 
and  I  should  regard  such  a  regulation 
as  really  tending  towards  securing  free- 
dom of  debate.     For  this  reason,  I  say 
it  would  be  unwise  for  the  Government, 
although  I  own  that  no  doubt  the  pri- 
mary purpose  of    this   Rule  is  to  put 
down  Obstruction,  and  although  proba- 
bly but  for  the  point  of  abuse  of  debate 
which  we  have  lately  reached,  we  should 
never,  for  some  years,    at  all   eventa, 
have  heard  of  this  Bule  at  all,  still, 
when  we  are  taking  the  character  of 
our  mode  of  Procedure  into  full  conu- 
deration,  it  would  be  a  mistake  on  our 
part  if  we  wore  to  limit  the  exercise  of 
this  legitimate  and  reasonable  power  on 
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the  part  of  the  House  to  cases  in  which 
the  Speaker  was  satisfied  that  there  was 
an  evident  intention  to  obstruct.  An 
unnecessary  debate  might  constitute  Ob- 
struction, and  the  power  ought  to  be 
used,  and,  in  mj  opinion,  it  would  be 
advantageously  used  on  many  occasions 
where  there  was  no  Obstruction  at  all — 
such,  for  instance,  as  when,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  majority  of  the  House,  a  subject 
had  been  adequately  discussed,  and  time 
was  only  being  wasted  in  order  to  satisfy 
the  vanity  of  individual  Members. 

VisoouKT  FOLKESTONE  said,  he 
wished,  before  the  House  went  to  a 
division,  to  ask  one  question  which  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  somewhat  perti- 
nent to  the  matter.  The  noble  Marquess 
who  had  just  sat  down  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  had  said,  as  he  (Yiscount 
Folkestone)  understood  him,  that  the 
Members  of  the  Qovemment  with  whom 
he  sat  had  always  contended  that  these 
Hules  were  not  only  necessary  for  deal- 
ing* with  deliberate  and  wilful  Obstruc- 
tion alone,  but  for  dealing  with  other 
kinds  of  Obstruction.  Now,  he  pre- 
sumed that  the  noble  Marquess  meant 
by  that  remark  that  the  Bules  were  to 
affect  that  kind  of  action  on  the  part  of 
hon.  Members  which  had  a  tendency  to 
delay  the  progress  of  Public  Business 
unduly.  He  wished  to  know  what  would 
happen  in  the  case  which  he  was  about 
to  put  before  the  House  ?  They  were 
told,  and  they  knew  very  well  that  it 
was  so,  that  Mr.  Speaker  was  always 
impartial ;  and  they  were  told,  further, 
that  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
would  always  be  impartial.  The  case 
he  wished  to  put  before  the  House  was 
this.  On  going  into  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply and  in  Committee  of  Supply  last 
Session,  the  Liberal  Party  occupied  in 
speaking  58  hours  and  some  odd 
minutes.  The  Conservative  Party,  on 
the  other  hand,  only  occupied  some 
20  hours  and  odd  minutes.  That  meant 
that  the  Liberal  Party  occupied  one- 
third  more  time  than  they  were  rightly 
entitled  to,  supposing  that  each  indi- 
vidual Member  of  the  House  was  en- 
titled to  a  certain  amount  of  time. 
He  presumed  that  that  was  one  of  the 
kinds  of  Obstruction  to  which  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  had  just  alluded  ;  and  he  (Yiscount 
Folkestone)  wanted  to  know  if  it  was 
the  case  whether,  if  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  was  always  to  be  as 
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impartial  as  the  Speaker,  he  would  put 
this  Hule  in  force  against  his  own  Party 
in  a  case  of  that  kind  ?  If  he  were 
assured  that  that  would  be  the  case,  he 
was  not  at  all  certain  that  it  would  not 
be  the  best  course  to  adopt  the  proposi- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  did  not 
intend  to  trouble  hon.  Members  with 
many  observations  on  this  matter ;  but 
he  understood  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  to  arrogate  for  the 
majority  the  right  of  stopping  debate, 
not  only  when  the  debate  was  being 
prolonged  for  purposes  of  deliberate  and 
wilful  Obstruction,  but  when,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  House, 
the  debate  had  lasted  long  enough,  and 
was  being  prolonged  simply  to  satisfy  the 
vanity  of  individual  Members.  He  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  wanted  to  know  whether  what 
were  regarded  asmerely  superfluous  state- 
ments in  the  view  of  one  side  of  the 
House  were  always,  and  in  all  cases,  to 
be  rigidly  choked  ofiP  ?  He  should  like 
to  receive  an  answer  to  that  question 
from  the  noble  Marquess.  Let  him  take 
the  case  of  the  Indian  Budget  for  an 
example.  That  Budget  invariably  ap- 
peared in  the  public  journals,  reprinted 
from  the  Indian  official  Oa%ette,  say,  in 
the  month  of  April.  Everyone,  conse- 
quently, became  thoroughly  familiar  with 
that  Indian  Budget;  and  yet,  in  the 
month  of  August,  they  found,  as  a  rule, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  occupy- 
ing some  three  hours  some  evening  with 
a  recital,  generally  word  for  word,  of 
all  the  statements  which  had  appeared 
in  the  official  Gazette  three  months 
before.  Surely,  many  persons  would 
hold  that  to  be  a  superfluous  statement. 
It  was  perfectly  certain  that,  if  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  ventured  to 
inflict  a  similar  three  hours'  needless 
repetition  of  notorious  documents  upon 
the  House,  judged  according  to  the  opi- 
nion just  expressed  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
the  gag  ought  at  once  to  be  put  into 
operation.  What  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was 
afraid  of  was  that,  when  the  noble  Mar- 
quess made  that  magnificent  declaration, 
he  made,  in  his  own  mind,  a  reservation 
which  was  intended  to  cover  his  own  case. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  177;  Ndes 
97  :  Majority  80.— (Div.  list,  No.  361.) 

N  INinth  Night.'] 
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Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ; 
words  inserted  accordingly. 

Mb.  GOEST,  in  moving  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  proposed  1st  Hesolution,  in 
line  2,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  the  evi- 
dent," and  insert  *'  evidently  the  gene- 
ral/' said,   he   must   apologize   to  the 
House  for  appearing  on  that  occasion 
with  another  man's  child.     The  Amend- 
ment which  he  had  proposed  was  one 
which  had  been   placed  on  the  Paper 
originally  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow (Mr.  Anderson) ;  but  lie  (Mr.  Gorst) 
was  given  to  understand  that  the  hon. 
Member  for   Glasgow,   whose    absence 
from   the   House    th oy   all  greatly  re- 
gretted on    that   occasion,   because  the 
hon.  Member   was  always   disposed  to 
exhibit  a   certain  amount  of  indepen- 
dence in  regard  to  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges of  the  Members   of  the   House, 
was  not  there  to  move  the  Ampndment. 
And    as  none    of   the   hon.    Member's 
Friends  were  anxious  to  take   up  the 
Amendment,   he  (Mr.  Gorst)  had  ven- 
tured to  put  it  down  in  his  own  name, 
80  that  he  might  have  an  opportunity  of 
bringing  it  forward.     If  he  might  bor- 
row, for  a  moment,  the  phraseology  of 
the  Resolution,  it  was  "  evidently  the 
sense  "  of  the  Prime  Minister  that  the 
words  which  appeared  in  the  Resolution 
now  were  not  very  felicitously  chosen. 
He,  therefore,   thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  feel  inclined  to  look  on 
the  Amendment  with   some   degree  of 
favour.     At  present,  one  of  the  condi- 
tions for  the  interference  of  the  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
was  to  be  that  the  **  evident  sense  of  the 
House"  was  in  favour  of  the  debate 
being  closed,  and  several  of  the  speakers 
in  the  course  of  the  evening  had  drawn 
a  graphic  picture  of  the  noise  and  con- 
fusion which  would  arise  from  giving 
vent  to  that  general  sense  of  the  House. 
It  was  not  necessary  that  they  should 
draw  upon   their   imagination  for   the 
scenes  which  were  likely  to  ensue ;  they 
need  only  tax  their  memories.     He  (Mr. 
Gorst)   remembered   very  well,    at  the 
beginning  of  the    present  Parliament, 
when     hon.    Members    opposite    were 
rather  fresh  to  the  duties  of  their  posi- 
tion, and   were  unaccustomed   to    hear 
their  own  views  assailed  by  argument  or 
contradiction,    that  whenever   anybody 

S>t  up  on  the  Conservative  side  of  the 
onse,  and  ventured  to  express  an  opi- 


nion which  was  at  all  in  conflict  with 
their  own  cherished  notions,  they  were 
accustomed  to  receive  him  with  howls 
and  incoherent  noises,  and  scenes  of  that 
description.     Therefore,  if   hon.  Mem- 
bers would  only  recollect  the  state  of  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  in  the  early 
part  of  the  Session  of  1880,  they  would 
be  able  to  form  a  conception  of  what 
would  be  the  state  of  the  whole  of  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House,  when  it 
became    necessary,    on   any  particular 
occasion,  to  express  the  evident  sense  of 
the  House.     He  might  add  that  he  the 
more  readily  proposed  the  Amendment 
because  he  looked  upon  it  as  being  ex- 
actly in  accordance  with  what  the  Prime 
Minister  had  stated,  in  the  early  part  of 
the  evening,   to  be  the  purpose  of  the 
Resolutions.  He  had  listened  very  care- 
full}'  to  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, and  he  did  not  think  he  was  misre- 
presenting  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
when  he  said  that  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated  to  be  the  object 
of  the  Resolution  was  to  give  the  House 
the  power  of  checking  the  oratory  of 
hon.  Members,  if  hon.  Members  were 
disposed  to  inflict  that  oratory  upon  the 
House  at  a  time  when  the  whole  House 
was  indisposed  to  hear  them.  Of  course, 
his  (Mr.  Gorst' s)  Parliamentary  experi- 
ence was  very  much  shorter  than  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  he  re- 
membered  a  time    when,   if  an   hon. 
Member  on  either  side  of  the  House 
ventured  to  address  the  House  at  a  time 
when  the  House  was  indisposed  to  listen 
to  him,  it  was  suflicient  to  express  the 
will  of  the  House,  not  by  any  scenes  of 
disorder  or  tumult,  but  by  a  few  mur- 
murs of  disapprobation  and  a  few  cries 
of   '*  Agreed,    agreed  !  "    **  Divide,   di- 
vide !  "     Such  an  indication  of  feeling, 
proceeding  from  all  parts  of  the  House, 
was  suflicient  to  induce  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  was  addressing  it  to  resume 
his  seat,   and  to  leave  undelivered  the 
speech  he  had  intended  to  inflict  upon 
the  House.     No  doubt,  there  was  a  very 
great  change  in  that  respect  now.     He 
was  not  disposed  to  attribute  the  change 
to  the  less  virtuous  and  the  less  modest 
disposition  of  the  men  of  the  present 
day.     He  did  not  think  that  any  dete- 
rioration in  the  manners  of  individual 
Members  was  the  cause  of  this  change 
in  the  practice  of  the  House;  but  he 
was  of  opinion  that  it  was  largely  to  be 
attributed  to  the  greater  interest  which 
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the  constituencies  took  in  the  proceed- 
ings of  Parliament,  and  to  a  general  de- 
mand on  the  part  of  the  constituents 
tiiat  their  Kepresentatives  should  not 
merely  vote,  hut  should  occasionally  ex- 
press their  opinions  in  the  House.  He 
was  sure  that  it  was  very  often  the  pres- 
sure of  the  constituencies — a  pressure 
which  he  understood  the  Prime  Minister 
to  look  upon  as  a  piece  of  great  vanity, 
and  a  thing  to  he  very  much  ashamed 
of — he  had  no  douht  that,  in  many  cases, 
it  was  the  pressure  of  the  constituencies 
that  induced  a  modest  Memher  of  Par- 
liament to  ohtrude  himself  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  There  was  another 
reason  which  induced  many  Members  to 
speak  much  more  frequently  now  than 
they  were  in  the  habit  of  doing  in  for- 
mer days,  and  that  was  the  practice  of 
the  local  Press  of  reporting  the  debates 
in  eztenso.  He  had  been  told  that  a 
speech  was  often  delivered  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  because  it  was  already  in 
type,  and  the  Member  was  obliged  to 
deliver  it,  because  he  knew  that  it  would 
appear  in  the  local  newspaper,  whether  he 
delivered  it  or  not.  Even  if  on  all  occasions 
that  practice  was  not  carried  to  the  same 
extent,  there  was  no  doubt  that  there 
was  much  greater  temptation  for  the 
Member  for  a  country  constituency  to 
deliver  a  speech  in  that  House,  when  he 
had  every  reason  to  believe  that  any 
speech  he  might  deliver  would  find  its 
way,  in  all  its  full  eloquence,  into  the 
columns  of  his  local  paper.  Therefore, 
without  joining  with  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter in  lamenting  over  the  deterioration 
of  manners  on  the  part  of  the  new  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  he  (Mr.  Gorst) 
thought  the  fact  of  the  circumstances  in 
which  they  were  placed  induced  them 
to  be  more  persistent  in  addressing  the 
House,  and  much  less  willing  to  yield 
to  the  expression  of  the  general  sense 
of  the  House  than  the  Members  of 
former  days.  The  Amendment  which 
he  proposed  to  move,  and  which,  as  he 
had  said,  was  originally  placed  on  the 
Paper  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Mr.  Anderson),  exactly  met  the  view 
which  had  been  expressed  by  the  Prime 
Minister  ;  because,  if  it  was  necessary, 
before  the  eldture  was  put  in  operation, 
that  it  should  be  evidently  the  general 
sense  of  the  House  that  the  debate  should 
be  closed,  it  would  restore,  by  the  vote 
of  the  House,  the  very  same  power 
fffaich  was  formerly  exercised  by  means 


of  a  mere  expression  of  feeling  on  the 
part  of  all  sides  of  the  House.  Those 
Members  who  had  sat  in  the  House  two 
or  three  Parliaments  ago  would  bear 
him  out  when  he  said  that  what  was 
done  in  those  days  amounted  to  an  effec- 
tual eldture.  Whenever  it  was  consi- 
dered that  a  question  had  been  suffi- 
ciently discussed,  there  were  murmurs 
all  round  the  House,  which  indicated  to 
any  person  who  intended  to  continue 
the  debate  that  the  House  had  had 
enough  of  it.  When  murmurs  of  that 
kind  took  place,  they  were  received  as  a 
significant  hint  in  all  parts  of  the  House, 
and  the  debate  was  at  once  brought  to  a 
close.  Now,  if  the  Speaker  was  to  re- 
cognize an  evident  indication  of  that 
sort  of  the  general  sense  of  the  House 
that  the  debate  should  come  to  an  end, 
he  would,  by  putting  the  Question, 
'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  closed,"  sub- 
stantially give  effect,  by  Resolution  of 
the  House,  to  that  which  was  formerly 
effected  by  the  voluntary  yielding  of  the 
Members  of  the  House.  He,  therefore, 
ventured  to  express  a  hope  that,  as  this 
was  evidently  the  intention  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
accept  the  Amendment.  He  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
spoken. 

Amendment  proposed,  ' 

In  line  3,  to  leave  out  the  words  ^'  the  evident," 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  evidently  the 
general," — (Mr,  Oortt,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
*  the  evident '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

Ma.  GLAlDSTONE  said,  he  was  very 
much  indebted  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Gorst)  for  hav- 
ing, according  to  the  statement  he  had 
just  made,  framed  the  Amendment  on 
the  remarks  which  had  been  made  by 
him  (Mr.  Gladstone).  But,  whenever  he 
heard  a  reference  of  that  kind  in  a 
speech  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, he  was  sorry  to  say  it  caused  him  to 
examine  with  more  anxious  scrutiny 
what  followed.  It  would  have  been 
quite  possible  to  frame  the  Besolution 
by  saying  that  when  the  Speaker  ob- 
served certain  things  which  induced  him 
to  believe  that  the  subject  under  debate 
had  been  adequately  discussed  he  might 
appeal  to  the  House ;  but  the  Govern- 


N  2 
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ment  had  endeavoured  to  place  on  the 
Speaker  an  additional  responsibility,  and 
that  was  the  responsibility  of  estimating, 
as  well  as  he  could,  the  sense  that  pre- 
vailed in  the  Assembly  over  which  lie 
presided ;  and  that  thoy  had  ventured 
to  describe  under  the  phrase  '*tho  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House."  *'The  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  "  was  a  phrase 
which  had  been  much  considered;  and 
it  was  a  phrase  which,  unless  he  was 
much  mistaken,  in  the  judjijment  of  the 
best  authorities,  was  a  practical  working 
direction.  Thehou.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, not  satisfied  with  the  words  **the 
evident  sense  of  the  House,"  desired  to 
put  at  the  back  of  them  the  word  *'  gene- 
ral," making  the  phrase  **  evidently  the 
general  sense  of  tlio  House."  He  was 
reminded  of  the  old  and  apposite  phrase 
of  the  Profession  to  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  belonged — "  Dolus 
latet  in  ffeneralihus  ;^^  and  he  must  de- 
cline to  accept  tlio  suggesticm  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  The  word 
**  evident"  was  perfectly  sufficient  for 
its  purpose,  as  an  indication  to  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of  Commitees ; 
but  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  in 
his  (Mr.  Gladstone's)  opinion,  had  in 
view,  in  the  exceedingly  artful  Amend- 
ment he  had  contrived  to  frame,  not  a  mere 
decision  upon  the  present  Motion,  but 
the  making  of  a  convenient  introduction 
to  a  Motion  which  was 'to  follow,  and 
which  would  get  at  the  Government 
fairly  on  the  sly,  and  bring  them  down 
to  a  level  on  which  it  would  be  hardly 
possible  for  them  to  argue  the  case 
against  the  proportional  majority  with- 
out having  a  counter-argument  drawn 
from  their  own  conduct,  in  reference  to 
their  having  been  deluded  into  the  ac- 
ceptance of  a  proposition  to  the  effect 
that  it  was  to  be  evidently  the  general 
sense  of  the  House.  Now,  putting  these 
two  things  together,  he  was  quite  suffi- 
ciently sensible  of  the  strength  of  the 
tie  between  them  to  request  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  excuse  him 
if,  while  retaining  all  possible  gratitude 
for  the  courtesy  he  had  shown  towards 
him,  and  quite  delighted  with  the  sym- 
pathy which  he  felt  towards  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  the  evident  nearness  in 
which  they  stood  to  one  another,  with  an 
occasional  difference  now  and  then,  he  felt 
that  his  duty  called  upon  him  to  endea- 
Tour  to  strip  away  the  cloak  in  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  attempted  to 

Mr.  OhdtUme 


conceal  his  real  plan,  and  to  adhere  to 
the  words  which  the  Government  had 

themselves  proposed. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUK  said,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  speech  just  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  darkened  the  prospect 
which  the  Government  had  before  pre- 
sented   to   the    House.     At    the    com- 
mencement of  the  discussion  of  the  Beso- 
lutions,   they  had   been    told  that  the 
Speaker  would  never  put  this  Kule  in 
force    unless   the   majority    was    much 
greater  than    1  ;  and,  if  that  argument 
meant  anything,  it  was  that  the  ''evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  "  could  only  be 
shown  when  the  majority  were  drawn 
from    more   than    one   quarter  of   the 
House.     That  was  the  argument  of  the 
Government,  when  they  wished  to  inspire 
the   House  with  the  belief   that  there 
was  no  danger  in  the  Hesolution ;  and 
it  was  the  desire  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  and 
those  who  supported  him,  to  place  it  in 
a   clear  light.      They  were   the    more 
strongly  urged  to  do. that,  because  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
had  refused  to  admit  the  parallel  drawn 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote)  from  the  proceedings  of  the  Aus- 
tralian Parliament.     The  value  of  the 
protection  which  could  be  given  by  the 
Speaker  depended  on  the  precision  and 
clearness    of   the  Bules   by  which  he 
would  be  guided ;   and  they  were  told 
that  he  was  only  to  put  the  Hule  in 
force  when  the  *'  sense  of   the   Housa 
was  evident."     He  contended  that  if 
the  meaning  of  this  was   not  that  ihe 
House  should  be  generally,  and  on  the 
whole,  of  one  opinion,  it  was  manifest 
that  the  Hesolution  was  intended  to  be 
used  in  a  tyrannical  sense.     On  the  other 
hand,  if  that  were  not  the  meaning,  they 
asked  no  more  than  that  the  Government 
should  introduce  into  the  Hesolution  a 
word   which  would  adequately   express 
the  construction  which  they  themselres 
declared    the    Hule    was    intended    to 
bear.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime    Minister    had     suggested    that 
under  the  phraseology  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst) 
there  lurked  some  deep  and  dark  de* 
sign ;   but  it  seemed   more  likely  that 
that  was  to  be  found  in  the  conduct  of 
the  Government,  who  declined  to  intro- 
duce the  one  word  which  would  mak9 
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the  meaning  of  their  Besolution  clear 
bejond  all  question. 

Qaeetion  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  1 30  ;  Noes 
74:  Majority  66.— (Div.  List,  No.  352.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed. 

Debate  arising. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after  Twelve 
o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  SOih  October ,  1882. 


MINTTES.]—- Sf/<fr^  ComMtV^<r<j— Privilege  (Mr. 
^  Gray),  Admiral  Sir  John  Hay  and  Sir  Edward 
Colebrooke  added. 


QURaTIONS. 


THE  METROPOLITAN  BOARD  ;0F 

WORKS    AND    THE     ARTIZANS*  '  AND 

LABOURERS'  DWELLINGS  ACTS. 

Bib  R.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  any  application 
lias  been  made  to  him  by  the  Oommis- 
rioners  of  Sewers  for  the  City  of  London 
under  the  Act  of  this  Session  amending 
theArtizans'  and  Labourers'  Dvrellings 
Acts,  1875—1879;  and,  what  steps,  if 
•ny,  the  Commissioners  of  Sewers  are 
taking  under  that  Act  ? 

Sni  WILLIAM  HARCOUET,  in  re- 
plji  said,  that  he  had  received  a  letter 
from  the  Commissioners  of  Sewers  stating 
Aat  steps  were  being  taken  for  erecting 
dwelKngs,  in  accordance  with  the  Arti- 
Jans'  Dwellings  Acts,  on  the  Petticoat 
Square  site,  and  that  the  works  would  be 
commenced  soon. 

8tt  R.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  asked 
tke  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  What  steps  are  being  now 
taken  by  the  Board  under  the  Artizans* 
and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Acts,  1875 — 
1879,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  this 
Seision? 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAEEL-HOGG :  I 
l«g  to  inform  my  right  hon.  Friend  that 
fte  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  have 


given  instructions  for  the  preparation  of 
draft  schemes,  under  the  Amending  Act 
of  last  Session,  with  regard  to  four  areas, 
situated  in  Lambeth,  St.  George-in-the- 
East,  Limehouse,  and  Greenwich  re- 
spectively. The  orders  of  the  Board 
are  now  being  carried  out ;  and  if  the 
schemes  are  approved  by  the  Home  Se- 
cretary, they  will  be  ready  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament  for  confirmation  in 
the  Session  of  1883. 

LAW  AND   POLICE  (IRELAND)  —  CASE 
OF  THOMAS  RYAN. 

Mr.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  action  of  the  magistrates  at  New- 
town Mount  Kennedy  Petty  Sessions, 
county  Wicklow,  as  reported  in  the  local 
paper,  as  follows  :  — 

''  Magistrateii*  Sons  and  Magistrates*  Laws. 
A  young  ex-soldier,  named  Thomas  Ryan,  was 
brought  up  by  Acting  C(mstable  Byrne,  on  the 
sworn  information  of  Sub-Constable  Barry,  for 
assaulting  Mr.  Frizell,  junior,  at  Round  wood 
Fair;'* 

whether  he  has  received  complaints  of 
partizanship  being  shown  by  some  magis- 
trates in  putting  suggestive  questions  to 
the  witness  against  the  prisoner,  and 
stopping  him  when  putting  lawful  ques- 
tions to  his  own  witnesses;  whether, 
with  reference  to  Acting  Constable 
Byrne's  statenient  that  he  was  directed 
to  bring  this  prosecution  under  the 
Crimes  Act,  he  will  ascertain  by  whose 
direction  the  prosecution  was  brought ; 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  father  of 
Mr.  Frizell  sat  on  the  bench  and  took 
part  in  the  proceedings  which  resulted 
in  Eyan  being  sentenced  to  four  months* 
imprisonment  with  hard  labour ;  and, 
whether,  under  the  circumstances,  he 
will  move  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  remit 
the  remainder  of  the  sentence  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  I  have  obtained 
reports  upon  this  case,  from  which  I 
find  that  Thomas  Eyan  was  charged 
under  the  ordinary  law,  not  under  the 
recent  Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  with 
assaulting  Mr.  Frizell,  and  further  with 
committing  a  violent  assault  on  the  po- 
lice who  arrested  him.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  observe  from  the  report  in  the 
newspapers  that  this  man  was  something 
more  than  a  young  ex-soldier,  that  he 
had  been  previously  convicted  and  sen- 
tenced to  five  years.  For  each  assault 
he  was  sentenced  to  two   months*  im- 
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prisonment  witlx  bard  labour.  I  am 
assured  that  tbere  is  no  ground  for  sup- 
posing tbat  the  magistrates  exhibited 
any  parti zansbip  in  the  case,  and  tbat 
the  prisoner  was  allowed  every  facility 
to  question  bis  witnesses.  Mr.  Frizell 
attended  the  Petty  Sessions,  but  did  not 
sit  on  the  bench  while  his  son's  case  was 
being  heard.  If  Byan  or  his  friends 
think  the  sentence  imposed  on  him  was 
unmerited  or  excessive,  it  is  open  to 
them  to  memorialize  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
for  its  remission  or  mitigation. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)--BAL. 
TINGLASS  MAGISTRATES. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  action  of  the  magistrates  at  Bal- 
tinglass,  county  Wicklow,  on  a  recent 
occasion,  in  regard  to  a  charge  brought 
against  the  Hev.  Mr.  Usher,  Bector  of 
Baltinglass,  of  assaulting  Henry  Fen- 
nell,  and  afterwards  shooting  at  a  man 
named  Martin  Flinter;  whether  the 
magistrates  refused  to  send  the  shooting 
case  for  trial,  although  it  was  sworn 
that  the  Rev.  Mr.  Usher  pursued  Flinter 
through  the  streets,  firing  three  shots 
from  a  revolver  at  him,  but  fined  him 
five  shillings  for  the  assault  on  Fennell ; 
and,  whether  he  can  take  any  steps  to 
improve  the  administration  of  the  law 
in  the  local  courts  of  the  county 
Wicklow  ? 

Mr.  TREVELTAN  :  I  have  received 
an  official  account  of  this  transaction, 
which  is  to  the  effect  that  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Usher  is  at  present  unpopular  in  Bal- 
tinglass, and  that  he  was  assaulted  in  the 
town  on  the  night  of  August  26  when 
returning  home.  In  self-defence  he 
struck  Henry  Fennell  with  his  umbrella, 
and  for  this  assault  he  was  fined  5«. 
Without  commenting  on  the  letter  of 
Mr.  Usher,  who  certainly  attacked  the 
Irish  Government  in  bitter  terms,  I 
think  that  fine  was  the  outside  penalty 
that  could  be  inflicted  on  him.  I  under- 
stand that  it  was  proved  at  the  trial  by 
Mr.  Usher  that  he  fired  the  shots  for  the 
purpose  of  attracting  the  attention  of  the 
police,  and  as  the  magistrates  refused  to 
return  the  case  for  trial,  they  wore 
doubtless  satisfied  with  the  evidence  on 
this  point.  One  of  the  witnesses  against 
the  rev.  gentleman — Martin  Flinter — 
was  fined  5f .  for  assaulting  him  on  the 
ocoaBion. 

Jir,  li'etfifyan 


Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  whether  the 
reports  stated  that  the  Rev.  Mr.  Usher's 
unpopularity  was  largely  due  to  the  fact 
of  his  having  fired  off  shots  in  the  im- 
mediate proximity  of  a  number  of  his 
parishioners  ? 

[No  reply  was  given.] 

POOR    LAW    (IRELAND)  —  RATHDRUM 
UNION— ELECTION  OF  GUARDIANS. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land. What  was  the  result  of  the  inves- 
tigation which  he,  as  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Ireland), 
ordered  to  be  held  relative  to  the  elec- 
tion of  a  Poor  Law  guardian  for  the 
Killiskey  Electoral  Division  of  Rath- 
drum  Union  ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay 
the  Report  of  the  Poor  Law  Inspector 
who  held  the  inquiry,  and  the  Uorre- 
spondence  between  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  and  the  clerk  of  theiinio  n, 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  The  result  of 
the  investigation  has  been  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  decided  that  Mr. 
Crofton  had  not  obtained  a  majority  of 
valid  votes  at  the  election  of  Guardians 
held  in  March  last,  and  they  ordered  a 
new  election.  The  new  election  was 
held  last  month,  and  resulted  in  the  re- 
turn of  Mr.  John  Gaskin.  If  the  hon. 
Member  moves  for  the  Correspondence 
he  can  have  it ;  but  it  is  voluminous, 
and  will  take  some  time  to  prepare  for 
presentation. 

BOARD  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS  (IRELAND) 

—IMPROVEMENT  WORKS  AT 

ARKLOW. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  true  that  certain 
works  for  the  improvement  of  the  town 
of  Arklow,  which  were  presented  and 
passed  at  special  sessions  and  fiated  by 
Mr.  Baron  Dowse  at  the  late  assizes, 
have  been  stopped  by  the  county  sur- 
veyor at  the  request  of  Lord  Carysfort ; 
and,  whether  he  will,  in  view  of  the 
great  want  of  employment  in  Arklow  at 
the  present  time,  order  the  county  sur- 
veyor to  cause  the  works  to  be  at  once 
proceeded  with  in  accordance  with  Law 
and  with  the  desire  of  the  ratepayers 
and  inhabitants  of  the  town  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  The  Board  of 
Public  Works  in  Dublin  inform  me  that 


Egypt^The 


(OotobxbSO,  1882] 


Egyptian  Army.         366 


>  not  know  anything  of  the  work 
1  to  in  this  Question.  I  have, 
re,  directed  inquiry  to  be  made 
County  Surveyor,  but  have  not 
3ived  his  Report.  When  I  do  so  I 
the  hon.  Member  know  the  result. 

—BURNING  OF  ALEXANDRIA- 
INDEMNITY  FOR  LOSSES. 

J.  W.  BARCLAY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
,  Whether  it  is  definitely  settled 
erchants  and  others  who  suffered 
burning  of  Alexandria  are  to  be 
ified  for  the  direct  loss  they  sus- 

and,  whether  the  tribunal  to 
ate  on  the  claims  has  yet  been 
ited? 

3HARLES  W.  DILKE :  It  is 
d  that  a  Commission  should  ad- 
5  upon  these  claims ;  but  the  com- 
i  of  the  Commission  has  not  been 

It  is  now  the  subject  of  nego- 
between  the  Powers. 

CY- OFFICERS'  CONTINGENT 
ALLOWANCES. 

BERBERT  MAXWELL  asked 
rotary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
consider  the  propriety  of  increas- 

>  pay  or  allowances  of  subaltern 
in  temporary  command  of  troops 

panies,  seeing  that  the  present 
ent  allowance  is  wholly  inade- 
3  meet  the  expenses  inseparable 
ich  commands? 

CHILDERS:  In  reply  to  the 
uronet,  I  beg  leave  to  say  that, 
ise  215  of  the  Army  Circulars, 
September,  1881,  the  contingent 
ce  to  officers,  whether  in  perma- 
'  temporary  command  of  troops, 
m,  or  companies,  is  settled  from 
year.  The  rates  now  in  force 
inadequate.  Out  of  the  whole 
mly  15 ve  representations  on  the 
have  been  received ;  in  two  of 
)  details  were  given,  and  in  the 
there  I  was  satisfied  that  the 
ce  was  sufficient.  I  am  always 
d  to  receive  applications  for  re- 
^ment  of  legitimate  expenses  in 
)f  the  contingent  allowance ;  but 
» reason  on  this  account  to  alter 
•ns'  pay. 

JlW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— THE 
lYO  SUB-COMMISSIONERS. 

rCONNOR  POWER  asked  the 
Kxretazy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  I 


of  Ireland,  If  the  Irish  Government  have 
considered  the  complaints  which  have 
been  made  by  a  large  number  of  tenants 
in  the  county  of  Mayo  against  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  Land  Ijaw  Act  is  being 
administered  by  the  Sub-Commission 
appointed  to  that  county ;  and,  whether, 
having  in  view  the  expeditious  and  satis- 
factory manner  in  which  the  County 
Court  Judge  of  Mayo  has  disposed  of 
the  cases  that  were  listed  for  hearing  in 
his  court,  an  arrangement  can  be  made 
for  the  removal  into  that  court  of  cases 
originally  listed  for  hearing  in  the  8ub- 
Commission  Court,  but  which,  owing  to 
the  great  number  of  cases  to  be  heard, 
cannot  be  taken  for  a  considerable 
time? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  Although  the 
Land  Commissioners  inform  me  that 
they  have  received  no  complaints  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  Land  Act  is 
being  administered  by  the  Mayo  Sub- 
Commission,  I  know  it  is  alleged  that 
dissatisfaction  does  exist ;  but  the  sug- 
gestion made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  could  not  legally  be  carried 
out,  as  there  is  no  provision  in  the  Land 
Act  for  the  removal  of  cases  from  the 
Court  of  a  Sub-Commission  to  the  Civil 
Bill  Court. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  that 
as  the  matter  was  one  of  extreme  ur- 
gency, he  should  call  attention  to  it  on 
an  early  occasion. 

EGYPT— THE  EGYPTIAN  ARMY. 

Mr.  LABOUC  HERE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
contemplate  taking  any  steps  to  prevent 
the  enlistment  of  Circassians,  Albanians, 
and  the  inhabitants  of  other  such  semi- 
civilized  countries,  in  a  so-called  Egyp- 
tian army  under  the  command  of  Baker 
Pacha,  and  officered  by  Englishmen,  so 
long  as  the  Khedival  authority  is  pro- 
tected by  British  bayonets?  He  also 
asked.  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment is  a  party  to  any  treaty,  alliance, 
or  compact,  with  any  Foreign  Power,  or 
Powers,  which  would  oblige  it  to  pre- 
vent the  Egyptians  from  exercising  that 
control  over  their  taxation,  expenditure, 
and  administration,  which  is  enjoyed  by 
the  inhabitants  of  the  independent  and 
semi-independent  States  which  formerly 
were  integral  parts  of  the  Ottoman  Em- 
pire ;  and,  if  so,  where  this  treaty,  al- 
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(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  the  hon.  Member 

also  asked.  Whether  any  further  infor-  Me.  A.  M'ARTHUR  asked  the  Under 

znation  has    been  received    about  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 

cruelties  and  insults  to  which  Egyptian  Whether    Her    Majesty's    Government 

prisoners  are  said  to  be  subjected  ?  liave  received  from  the  British  Consul 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Reply-  General  in  Madagascar  any  information 

ing  first  to  the  third  Question  of  the  concerning  the  dispute  which  has  arisen 

hon.   Member,  I  have  to  say  that  we  between  the  French  and  Malagasy  autho- 

have  no  further  news  about  the  matter,  rities  in  that  island  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 

The  reply  to  the   hon.  Member's  first  lie  will  lay  it  upon  the  Table  of  the 

Question  is  that  we  have  been  informed  House  ? 

that  the  recruiting  of  Circassians,  Alba-  Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Consul 

nians,  and  foreigners  has  censed.     We  Pakenliam  has  reported  fully  from  time 

shall  be  consulted  by  the  Egyptian  Go-  to  time  differences  existing  between  the 

vernment  in  any  further  steps  that  may  French  and  Madagascar  Governments; 

be  taken.     In  answer  to  the  hon.  Mem-  but  these  Reports  are  of  a  confidential 

ber's  second  Question,  I  have  to  say  that  nature,  and  for  the  present,  at  all  events, 

Her  Majesty's  Government  are  not  a  cannot  be  published, 
party  to  any  secret  treaty,  alliance,  or 

compact  with  any  Foreign  Power  or  LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
Powers  respecting  the  affairs  of  Egypt ;  SEC.  31— LOANS  TO  OCCUPIERS, 
and,  with  regard  to  engagements  of  any  Qolonel  COLTHURST  asked  the  So- 
other character,  they  are  all  m  the  pos-  ^^^^  .^  ^j^^  Treasury,  Whether  the 
session  of  the  House.  The  Question  ^^j^  ^j^i  ^^  mo^oA  by  which  loans 
asked  IS  not  one  of  fact,  but  of  inference  ^^  occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland,  under 
and  argument,  and  cannot  properly  be  Section  31  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881, 
discussed  withmthehmitsorintheform  ^^^^^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^  1^^  ^^ 

ot  a  reply.                              iirrvx  t^ti     t  o^®  hundred  pounds  ? 

•^l\  ^- 1  ^?^u^^2.^^,  ^^^^F*L  ^  Mb.  COURTNEY :   It  has  been  de- 

wish  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  ^^^^  ^j^^t  ^^^  minimum  amount  aUowed 

the  cost  of  the  Army  which  .s  to  be  for  loans  to  occupiers  in  Ireland,  under 

organised  by  Baker  Pasha  is  to  be  regu-  ^j^^  gj^j  ^^^^^  ^j  ^^^  Land  Act,  should 

lated  by  the  Chamber  of  Notables  or  ^^  educed  to  £50. 
not? 

onfv'sav?h'^?i?Z  o^S  Oo'o  Z  EaVPl'-MURDEB  OF  PROFESSOB  PAL- 

set  as7e  tt^yL^ZfiofS!C^^Z  '^^^'  CAPTAIN  GILL,  LIEUTENANT 

Of  the  Cy  rE^Jf  No  teeTr  CHARRIKGTOX.  AND  OTHERS, 

cussion  has  taken  place  up  to  the  pre-  Mr.  RITCHIE  asked  the  Secretary 

sent  time.  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  can  state 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  May  to  the  House  the  object  for  which  Profes- 

I  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  that  sor  Palmer,  Captain  Gill,  and  Lieutenant 

sum  is  to  be  limited  to  the  sum  spent  Charrington  were  sent  upon  the  expedi- 

on  the  Army,  and  if  that  implies  that  it  tion  which  has  ended  so  disastrously; 

is  still  to  be  under  the  direction  of  the  whether  they  had  with  them  a  large  sam 

Joint  Control  ?  of  money  in  gold,  and  why  they  were  not 

Sir   CHARLES   W.    DILKE:    No,  provided  with  an  escort ;  upon  what  date 

Sir ;  it  implies  nothing  of  the  kind.  news  of  the  attack  made  on  the  party 

Mr.  GORST  :    Will  the  Government  reached  Suez,  and  when  an  expedition 

inform  us,  as  Her  Majesty ^s  Government  in  search  of  them  was  despatched  ;  and, 

were  not  consulted  with  reference  to  the  whether  there  is  any  reason  to  believe 

appointment  of  Baker  Pasha,  on  what  they  were  alive  as  late  as  a  month  after 

ground  they  believe  they  will  be  con-  their  capture  ? 

Bolted  on  this  question  ?  Mr.  O'DONNELL  wished  to  ask  the 

Sib   CHARLES    W.    DILKE :    Be-  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  specifically, 

cause  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  Whether  among  the  objects  of  the  ez- 

informed  the  Egyptian  Government  that  pedition  were  the  collection  of  intelli* 

they  expect  to  be  consulted.  gence  with  regard  to  the  enemy,  the 

Mr.  IMouehirc 
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Butting  of  the  telegpraphio  communica- 
tion, the  purchase  of  the  means  of  trans- 
port for  the  British  Army,  and  the  cor- 
ruption of  the  fidelity  of  the  tribes 
opposed  to  the  British  Expedition ;  also, 
whether  Captain  Oill  was  not  specially 
charged  with  the  task  of  cutting  the 
tel^raph  wires  between  Egypt  and 
Turkey ;  whether  Professor  Palmer  was 
not  the  bearer  of  several  thousand  pounds 
in  gold  for  the  foregoing  objects ;  and, 
whether  the  Government  had  informed 
Professor  Palmer  and  his  assistants  that 
such  a  mission  involved  the  penalty  of 
death  according  to  the  Codes  of  the  Ger- 
man and  other  European  Armies ;  and, 
why  the  Government  did  not  furnish  an 
escort  capable  of  protecting  the  mission 
&om  the  fate  which  befell  it  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN  : 
Sir,  in  order  to  give  a  complete  answer 
to  the  Questions,  I  fear  it  will  be  neces- 
lary  to  make  a  somewhat  lengthy  state- 
Ddent,  for  which  I  must  ask  the  indul- 
^nce  of  the  House.  Towards  the  end 
of  June  last,  when  affairs  in  Egypt  were 
becoming  serious,  and  the  Board  of  Ad- 
Doiralty  were  engaged  in  preparing  to 
protect  the  Suez  Canal,  Professor  Palmer, 
%  distinguished  Arabic  scholar  and  well- 
known  explorer  of  the  Peninsula  of 
Sinai,  furnished  some  valuable  informa- 
tion about  the  Bedouins  of  the  Penin- 
mla,  and  gallantly  volunteered  to  travel 
&om  Gaza  to  Suez  and  ascertain  the  dis- 
position of  the  Bedouins.  He  also  under- 
took, on  his  arrival  at  Sues,  to  act  as 
principal  interpreter,  if  events  should, 
in  the  meantime,  have  occurred  to  give 
occasion  for  his  services.  He  left  Eng- 
land on  the  30th  of  June,  successfully 
aooomplished  his  journey,  and  arrived 
at  Suez  on  the  1st  of  August.  His 
report  was  that  the  Bedouins  were  fa- 
Tourably  disposed,  and  that  plenty  of 
camels  could  be  procured.  He  was  en- 
gaged by  Sir  William  Hewett  as  prin- 
cipal interpreter,  as  had  been  arranged, 
md  he  left  Suez  on  the  8th  of  August 
with  the  intention  of  proceeding  to  Nakhl, 
in  the  Desert,  to  procure  camels  for  the 
Indian  Contingent,  which  was  then  on 
its  way  to  Suez.  He  took  with  him 
£3,000  in  gold.  No  danger  seems  to 
kave  been  apprehended,  as  no  mention 
Vis  made  of  an  escort  in  any  of  the 
communications  which  were  sent  home. 
Imtenant  Charrington,  E.N.,  Flag 
Ueotenant  to  Sir  William  Hewett,  ac- 
Mmpanied  Professor  Palmer  by  his  sug- 


gestion— to  use  his  own  words — '*  in 
order  to  guarantee  that  he  was  acting 
on  behalf  of  the  British  Government." 
Captain  Gill,  E.E.,  a  high  spirited  and 
accomplished  officer  and  distinguished 
traveller,  had  been  engaged  in  collect- 
ing information  about  the  Bedouins  in 
communication  with  Professor  Palmer  ; 
and  when  the  military  operations  com- 
menced he  gladly  accepted  the  offer  of 
an  appointment  in  the  Intelligence  De- 
partment under  Admiral  Hoskins,  who 
had  been  sent  out  to  the  Suez  Canal. 
Captain  Gill  accompanied  the  party,  but 
intended  to  leave  it,  and,  turning  to  the 
North,  cut  the  telegraph  wire  between 
Kantara  and  El  Arish,  in  pursuance  of 
orders  he  had  received  to  that  effect. 
Soon  after  the  expedition  left  Moses' 
Wells,  opposite  Suez,  on  the  9th  of 
August,  rumours  reached  Suez  that  their 
baggage  had  been  plundered ;  and  the 
telegraph  wire  not  being  cut.  Admiral 
Hoskins  felt  some  anxiety  about  Captain 
Gill,  and  sent  Mr.  Pickard,  a  telegraph 
engineer,  in  the  Beacon  to  El  Arish  to 
make  inquiries.  He  brought  back  the 
report  that  Captain  Gill  had  been  in  the 
neighbourhood,  and  was  expected  to 
reach  Suez  by  the  end  of  the  month. 
Sir  William  Hewett  expected  to  hear 
from  Professor  Palmer  on  the  1  dth.  Not 
doing  so,  he  sent  Captain  Foote,  R.N., 
an  officer  with  considerable  experience 
of  Arabs,  to  Tor  to  obtain  information, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  telegraphed  to 
the  Consul  at  Jerusalem  to  do  the  same. 
On  the  31st,  Captain  Foote  returned 
without  any  intelligence  of  importance ; 
and  on  the  6th  of  September  Colonel 
Warren,  R.E.,  a  colleague  of  Professor 
Palmer  on  the  Palestine  Exploration, 
who  had  been  sent  out  from  England, 
proceeded  again  to  Tor  with  Mr.  West, 
Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Suez,  and  an 
officer  on  the  Staff  of  the  Khedive.  On 
the  11th  of  September,  Colonel  Warren 
reported  that  he  had  reason  to  believe 
the  party  were  safe,  and  that  he  hoped 
to  reach  them  in  a  fortnight  or  three 
weeks.  Unfortunately,  the  information 
proved  to  be  incorrect.  More  alarming 
reports  were  received,  and  eventually, 
on  the  23rd  of  October,  Colonel  Warren 
discovered  the  place  where  the  party 
were  attacked  ;  and  on  the  24th  he  re- 
ported the  evidence  of  the  deaths  of 
Captain  Gill  and  Lieutenant  Charring- 
ton. There  is  every  reason  to  believe 
that  they  were  killed  either  at  or  imme- 


871 


Spain — 


(COMMONS) 


InUmaiumdl  I^tuf.       S7S 


diately  after  tlie  attack,  which  probably 
occurred  on  the  18th  of  August.  The 
evidence  regarding  the  death  of  Profes- 
sor Palmer  cannot  be  said  to  be  abso- 
lutely conclusive,  and  Consul  Moore,  at 
Gaza,  is  relaxing  no  efforts  in  the  search. 
Captain  Burton  is  on  his  way  from 
Trieste  to  assist  him.  Colonel  Warren 
is  engaged  in  investigating  the  evidence 
respecting  the  attack,  and  until  his  He- 
port  is  received  we  cannot  say  precisely 
who  are  the  guilty  parties ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  is  impossible  to  state  yet  what 
steps  will  be  taken  for  their  punishment. 
In  the  course  of  this  statement  I  think 
I  have  answered  most  of  the  Questions 
which  have  been  put  to  mo. 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not  answered  the  Question  I  put  to 
him,  as  to  why  the  party,  being  in  pos- 
session of  such  a  large  sum  in  gold,  was 
not  provided  with  an  escort  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBP:LL  -  BANNERMAN : 
I  have  stated  that  we  heard  nothing  of 
any  necessity  for  an  escort.  The  ar- 
rangements were  all  made  on  the  spot, 
without  consultation  witli  us  as  to  de- 
tails, by  Sir  William  Hewett,  in  con- 
junction with  Mr.  West,  Her  Majesty's 
Consul  at  Suez,  after  receiving  informa- 
tion brought  by  Professor  Palmer  him- 
self from  the  very  places  to  which  he 
was  going.  Apparently  there  was  no 
apprehension  on  the  part  of  the  autho- 
rities of  any  danger,  and  we  heard  no- 
thing of  the  necessity  for  an  escort. 

Mr.  RITCHIE:  Will  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman inquire  whether  it  is  a  fact — I 
have  hoard  the  rumour  myself — that, 
before  the  expedition  set  out,  the  autho- 
rities were  warned  that  these  gentlemen 
were  engaged  in  an  undertaking  that 
might  possibly  cost  them  their  lives  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
There  is  no  such  information  in  posses- 
sion of  the  Admiralty. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  CO  WEN  :  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that  on  Thursday  next  I 
will  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether  he 
is  prepared,  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  propose  a  grant  of  compensa- 
tion to  the  family  of  Professor  Palmer  ? 

Sir  HENRY  TYLER  :  ^VeLB  it  sup- 
posed that  Captain  Gill,  leaving  his  two 
comrades,  should  go  by  himself  to  cut 
the  telegraph  wires  without  any  assist- 
ance or  escort  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
I  have  already  said  that  the  arrange- 
menta  were  made  entirely  at  Suez,  under 
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the  advice,  not  only  of  the  authoritiei, 
but  of  Captain  Gill  himself  and  Pro- 
fessor Palmer ;  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  they  made  such  arrangements  ai 
their  experience  thought  necessary. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL:  Was  ther« 
any  authority  from  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment for  cutting  the  telegraph  wiree 
between  Turkey  and  Egypt  ? 

[No  reply  was  given.] 

Mr.  RITCHIE:  Were  the  arrange- 
ments made  at  Suez  reported  to  the  Ad- 
miralty at  the  time  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
Not,  I  think,  in  any  detail.  If  the  hoo. 
Member  wishes  it,  all  the  documents 
connected  with  the  matter  shall  be  laid 
upon  the  Table. 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  Will  it  be  necessary 
for  me  to  move  for  them  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
No ;  I  will  lay  them  upon  the  Table  as 
an  unopposed  Return. 

SPAIN— INTERNATIONAL     LAW-SUB- 
RENDEll  OF  CUBAN  REFUGEES. 

Mr.  0*KELLY  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
arrest  and  surrender  of  three  political 
refugees.  General  Jose,  Colonels  Rodri- 
guez and  Castillo,  leaders  of  the  late 
Cuban  Insurrection,  to  the  Spanish 
authorities  by  the  Chief  Constable  of 
Gibraltar  ;  whether  the  Chief  Constable 
was  justified  in  arresting  and  surrender- 
ing  those  gentlemen  to  a  Foreign  Govern- 
ment ;  and,  if  so,  under  what  statute  was 
the  surrender  made  ;  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  use  its  good 
offices  with  the  Spanish  Government  to 
secure  the  release  of  General  Maceo  and 
his  companions  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  The  caie 
of  these  three  Cuban  gentlemen  has  en- 
gaged  the  serious  attention  of  the  Oolo- 
nial  Office.  It  appears  that  on  their 
landing  at  Gibraltar  they  were  imme- 
diately apprehended,  and,  by  order  of 
the  acting  police  magistrate,  without 
any  previous  communication  with  the 
Governor,  they  were  put  outside  the 
British  lines,  when  they  were  at  once 
arrested  by  the  Spanish  authorities.  The 
police  magistrate  acted  under  the  powers 
of  the  Gibraltar  Aliens  Order  in  Oouncili 
which  authorizes  him  to  remove  any  aliea 
who  is  without  a  passport  or  the  goa- 
rantee  of  his  Consul.   But  it  is  perfectly 
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that  this  Order  in  Council  is  not        Sia  CHARLES    W.  DILKE :    Her" 

»ble  to  Buch  a  case  as  this,  and  Maj'eBty'B  Qofernment   would   ba  very 

under  the  circumBtances,  the  ac-  glad   to  renew  relations  with   Mexico; 

>f  the  police  Tirtually  amounted  to  but  the  difficulties  in  the  way  are  consi- 

render  of  these  men  to  the  Spanish  derable. 
mment.     Now,  this  ought  not  to 

been  done,  except,  if  at  all,  under  NAVY— THE    HOYAL  MARINES— 

nmiionB  of  our  Extradition  Treaty  PROMOTION. 

Spain,  and  with  all  the  due  in-        _  ir.Tj-T«n      .    =  ,.     n 

•  and  formalities  specified  by  oui  .  Colonel  MAKINS  asked  the  Secre- 

dition  Acts.  The  Secretary  of  State  tary  to  the  Admiralty,    When  he  will 

Iready  expressed  his  grave  disap-  1°*^?™  \}''  ^'"""'  °^  tl^estepe  which  are 

Uon   of  what  has  oKurred,    and  ^  ^?  *«''?'?  "  "P"'^^  ^f  ^^'^^  ^J^T 

irectod  Lord  Napier  to  institute  a  ""*'°°  ^^"'^  5?'"^, !.°  '!>«  "^^  "^  ^^^ 

dng  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  all  °^S?"  n.t^^^H  "^™41t,w  * xr 

>n^na  connected  with  the  transac  ^  ^«-  ..CAMPBELL  -  BANNEM£AN  : 

mdthat  meaBures  should  at  once  PromotionintheCorps  of  Royal  Marines 

im  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  so  "»?  *>«  ^'^  «*  P"Bent  to  be  m  a  satis- 

*ible  an  affair.     The  surrender  of  f**^*?"*?  "***«'  ^'^  stagnation  which  ex- 

.liMners  having    taken  place   by  "t«d   two  years  ago   having  been  re- 

1  of  a  gross  miatake  on  the  part  o^  ™T^  ^J  ^^'^  measures  then  adopted. 

>Uc«  authorities,  their  re-delivery  Although,  however,  there  ,a  no  block  to 

1  Spanish  Government,  with  a  view  P«nio"<»n  >.■>  ^^  Corps  itself,  there  are 

dSTheing  dealt  with  in  accord-  f""«  questions  of  euMraession,  as  be- 

with   the  Extradition   Treaty  be-  tween  officers  of  the  Marines  and  of  the 

Spain  and  Great  Britain,  would  Army,  which  are  receiving  the  attention 

grLioua  and  fnendly  act,  which  of  the  two  peDartmonts ;  and  T  hope  a 

&jeety'e  Government  would  highly  '«^™^  '^''u  ^^""^^^^  f^^^^f  ^^'"^ 

dite,  but  which,  in  their  opinion.  '.'"  P'""^?  *.''«  condition  of  the  two  Sor- 

be  left  to  the  chivalry  and  gene-  "'^^^  «"  ^'"'^'  '«"""  ">  *!*'«  "«?«•>*■ 

of  the  Spanish  Government. 

,  O'KELLY  :  Will  Her  Majesty's  GKOUND   GAME   ACT,  1880— SEC.  6— 

nment  undertake  to  make  applJca-  LEOISLATI0!4. 

0  the  Spanish  Government,  and  Sjk  ALEXANDER  GORDON  asked 
for  the  surrender  of  these  men,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
remember,  are  soldiers  that  for  10  partment.  Whether,  during  the  next 
nuDtained  an  honourable  struggle  Session  of  Parliament,  he  will  introduce 
MT  country  ?  a  Bijl  to  amend  the  wording  of  the  sixth 

CHARLES  W.   DILKE:    The  sectionof  the  Ground  Game  Act  of  1B80, 

<rf  the  answer  justgiven  on  hehalf  bo  as  to  give  practical  effect  to  the  evi- 

Oolonial  Office  have  to-day  been  dent  intention  of  the  Legislature,  when 

iphed  to  Her  Majesty's  Minister  passing  the  Act,  that  persons  having  a 

in.  right  to  kill  ground  game  should   be 

MACFARLANE  asked,   was  allowed  to  employ  spring  traps  in  holes 

LD  Extradition  Treaty  with  Spain  ?  made  by  rabbits  ? 

EVELYN    ASHLEY  :     Yea ;       Sin  HERBERT  MAXWELL :  I  riee 

I*'8.  to  Order.     I    wish    to    ask    you,    Mr. 

Speaker,  whether  the  hon.  and  gallant 

»   AND   ENGLAND- RENEWAL  Baronet  has  not  Introduced  debatable 

T  DIPLOMATIC  RELATIONS.  matter  into  this  question  by  his  aUusion 

NORWOOD   asked   the  Under  to  the  ".  evident  intention  of  the  Las- 
tly of  Sate  for  Foreign  AfTairs,  lature?" 

ler  his  attention  has  been  called        Mjt.  SPEAKER :    The  words  should 

oonnderable  development,  of  late,  have  been   left   out ;  but,  at  the  same 

1  industrial  and  commercial  re-  time,  I  eee  no  reason  for  interposing 
I  of  Mexico;  and,  whether  the  between  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
iment  are  oontinuing  their  effijrts  and  the  House. 

ig  about  a  renewal  of  diplomatic        Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Speaker  whe- 

ns  with  that  Country  on  a  satie-  ther.  In  cases  of  this  sort,  it  was  the 

'bMiaF  practice  for  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  to 


375 


National 


[COMMONS] 


Porirmii  Gaa0ry.         S76 


Bubmit  such  Questions  to  the  Speaker 
before  they  were  altered  ?  Objection- 
able words  in  Questions  by  Irish  Mem- 
bers were,  he  said,  very  quickly  struck 
out. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  There  is  no  doubt 
that  any  material  alteration  is  always 
submitted  to  the  Chair. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said, 
he  would  be  glad  to  put  the  Question 
another  day,  if  there  was  any  doubt 
about  its  propriety.     ['*  No,  no !  '*] 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  The 
fact  is,  I  am  not  able  to  give  any  very 
distinct  answer  to  this  Question.  I  had 
an  impression  that  the  law  was  as  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  evidently 
wishes  it  to  be.  If  he  will  communi- 
cate with  me  privately  I  will  look  into 
the  matter. 


EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITION)  — 
REPORTED  BREAKDOWN  OF  THE 
TRANSPORT  AND  COMMISSARIAT 
DEPARTMENTS. 

CArTAix  AYLMER  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  AVliether,  in 
consequence  of  the  report(jd  breakdown 
in  the  Transport  and  Commissariat  Ser- 
vices in  Egyj.t,  he  intends  that  an  in- 
quiry sliould  be  held  on  the  organizti- 
tion  of  those  Services  ? 

Mr.  GUILDERS  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman,  I  have  to  in- 
form the  House  that  I  have  had  a  long 
conversation  with  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley 
on  this  subject,  and  that  he  will  furnish 
me  in  a  few  days  with  a  full  and  ex- 
haustive Report  on  the  working  of  the 
Commissariat  and  Transport  arrange- 
ments in  Egypt.  I  am  bound,  however, 
at  once  to  say  that  nothing  which  could 
possibly  be  called  a  breakdown  of  those 
Services  occurred.  In  the  first  place, 
the  most  ample  quantities  of  Commis- 
sariat supplies  were  sent  from  this  coun- 
try and  arrived  promptly  at  Ismailia. 
For  their  carriage  across  the  desert  full 
provision  was  made.  But  we  had  to 
deal  with  these  facts.  First,  there  was 
no  communication  between  the  utterly 
insuificient  wharves  at  Ismailia  and  the 
railway  station  outside  the  town.  At 
these  miserable  wharves  the  Army  and 
the  whole  of  the  munitions  of  war  and 
the  supplies  had  to  be  landed  with  the 
greatest  speed.  In  the  second  place,  the 
railway  itself  was  a  single  line,  broken 
down  by  the  enemy,  without  adequate 


sidings  or  rolling  stock,  and  was,  there- 
fore, at  first  hardly  available.  What  we 
had  done  in  this  respect  was  to  send  out 
large  supplies  of  rolling  stock  and  per- 
manent way  material  from  England,  the 
first  ship  containing  which  arrived  at 
Port  Said  before  the  Expedition  itself 
and  was  followed  by  others  containing, 
not  only  material  from  England,  but 
engines  sent  in  pieces  from  Alezandrii, 
erected  at  Suez,  and  sent  up  to  the  base. 
We  had  also  organized  at  home,  before 
the  Vote  of  Credit,  a  Railway  Corps  in 
the  Force  of  Sappers,  which  arrived  oat 
promptly.  We  had  further  purchased 
several  thousand  mules  ;  and  although 
the  unfriendly  action  of  the  Porte  de- 
layed the  arrival  of  those  collected  in 
Syria  and  Asia  Minor,  this  delay  did  not 
practically  do  us  as  much  harm  as  spjpi- 
rently  it  was  intended  to  inflict.  Our 
Transport  arrangements  were  more  than 
sufficient,  and  no  failure  occurred  in 
connection  with  them  ;  but  Sir  Oamet 
Wolseley  wisely  decided,  on  mihtaiy 
grounds,  suddenly  to  push  on  a  large 
military  force  22  miles  into  the  Deeeif, 
in  order  to  seize  the  head  of  the  water 
at  Kassassin  Lock ;  and  having  suooesi- 
fully  done  so,  he  deliberately  waited 
until  his  Transport  arrangements  en- 
abled him  to  bring  up  his  supplies^ 
forming  there  ample  depots  of  muni- 
tions of  war  and  food,  so  as  to  be  able 
to  strike  a  decisive  blow.  During  the 
sudden  advance  from  Ismailia  to  Ksb- 
sassin  the  Army  was,  of  course,  some- 
what ahead  of  its  supplies,  and  there 
were,  perhaps,  cases  of  complaint  and 
hardship;  but  as  to  these  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley's  Beport  will  doubtless  give 
me  full  particulars.  When  I  receive  it, 
I  shall  consider  what  course  to  take. 

NATIONAL  PORTRAIT  GALLERY— PBO- 
TECTION  FROM  FIRE. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  asked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  I£  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  g^t 
danger  of  destruction  from  fire  in  which 
the  National  Portrait  Gallery  is  involred 
by  the  construction  in  close  proximity  of 
a  series  of  huge  wooden  sheds  intended 
to  serve  as  a  Fisheries  Exhibition,  and 
if  additional  precautions  will  be  taken 
to  prevent  so  great  a  calamity  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  already  been  in  oommuni- 
catiou  with  the  authorities  of  the  Exhi- 
bition  on  the   subject,    and   they  had 
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promised  him  that  no  building  would 
be  erected  nearer  than  85  feet  from  the 
National  Portrait  Qallerj,  and  the  Qo- 
vemment  Surveyor  was  of  opinion  that 
this  would  be  ample  security  against 
any  danger. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  —  AP- 
POINTMENT OF  IRISH  JUDGES. 

Mb.  REDMOND  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  When  the  vacancies 
existing  on  the  Irish  Bench  will  be 
filled  up ;  and,  whether  he  can  state  the 
names  of  the  gentlemen  to  be  pro- 
moted ? 

Thb  attorney  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
one  of  these  vacancies  has,  I  under- 
stand, been  filled  up  by  Her  Majesty's 
Sacious  approval  of  the  appointment  of 
r.  William  Drennan  Andrews  (one  of 
Her  Majesty's  counsel)  to  the  Exchequer 
Division.  As  to  the  other  vacancy  I 
have  no  information. 

Mb.  REDMOND :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  give  the  House 
any  information  as  to  the  time  these 
vacancies,  which  have  existed  for  a  long 
time,  will  be  filled  up  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson):  I 
have  already  stated  that  one  of  them 
has  been  filled  up,  and  as  to  the  other 
I  have  no  information. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  say,  after  the 
undertaking  he  gave  the  House,  that 
the  vacancies  will  be  filled  up  before 
November  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson):  I 
gave  the  House  no  undertaking. 

NEWFOUNDLAND    FISHEBIE8— THE 
FORTUNE  BAY  DISPUTE. 

Snt  MICHAEL  HI0K8- BEACH 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  any  steps  have 
yet  been  taken,  as  proposed  by  Lord 
Granville  in  March  1881,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  establishing,  in  concert  with  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  such 
regulations  for  the  coast  fisheries  of 
Newfoundland  as  may  in  future  prevent 
misunderstandings  between  the  New- 
foundland and  the  United  States  fisher- 
men ;  and,  whether  the  sum  of  £15,000, 
agreed  upon  and  paid  by  Her  Majesty's 
Opvemment  in  June  1881;  as  compen- 


sation for  acts  of  violence  committed  by 
Newfoundland  fishermen  against  the 
United  States  fishermen  in  Fortune 
Bay,  and  other  places,  has  been  repaid 
by  the  Colonial  Government ;  and,  if 
not,  why  a  Vote  for  that  amount  has 
not  been  submitted  to  Parliament  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  There  has 
been  correspondence  between  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  and  the  United 
States  Government  with  respect  to  the 
matter  raised  by  the  Question  ;  but  no 
understanding  has  been  yet  arrived 
at  as  to  the  regulations.  I  believe 
the  last  despatch  was  in  July.  As  to 
the  second  part  of  the  Question,  the 
Newfoundland  Government  has  not  yet 
repaid  the  sum  advanced  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  as  compensation  for 
the  acts  referred  to,  and  it  has  been  re- 
quested to  propose  a  Yote  for  the  amount 
in  the  approaching  Session  of  the  New- 
foundland Parliament.  As  Her  Majesty's 
Government  hope  that  this  amount  will 
be  shortly  repaid  and  brought  to  account 
they  have  not  submitted  to  Parliament 
any  Yote  to  make  provision  for  it. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
asked  whether  the  Newfoundland  Go- 
vernment had  agreed  to  propose  a  Yote 
for  the  amount  r 

Mb.  EYELYN  ASHLEY  said,  the 
Newfoundland  Government  had  agreed 
to  propose  the  Yote  when  the  Parliament 
met  again  in  February. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
asked  when  Papers  would  be  laid  on  the 
Table  ? 

Mb.  EYELYN  ASHLEY  said,  he  did 
not  suppose  Papers  would  be  ready  yet. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— COURT 
VALUERS— MR.  IRWIN  FLAHERTY. 

Lord  AETHUB  HILL  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  county  court 
judge  of  the  county  Lei  trim,  Mr. 
Waters,  Q.C.,  recently  appointed  a  Mr. 
Irwin  Flaherty  as  the  court  valuer  in 
cases  under  the  Land  Act  of  1881, 
where  applications  had  been  made  to  fix 
a  fair  rent,  and  which  were  to  be  heard 
before  him ;  whether  this  is  the  same 
person  who  is  a  yearly  tenant  in  the 
same  quarter  sessions  district  where  he 
was  appointed  valuer ;  whether  his  valu- 
ation is  under  £20  annual  value  for  all 
the  tenements  or  holdings  of  which  he 
is  the  occupier,  in  county  Leitrim,  or 
elsewhere ;  and,  whether  h^  carries  on  a 
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small  business  as  an  auctioneer  in  the 
Tillage  of  Drumkeeran,  county  Lei  trim, 
and  keeps  a  car  for  hire  and  posting 
purposes,  which  he  drives  himself  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  The  Land  Com- 
missioners  inform  me  that  they  have  no 
information  to  give  in  reference  to  the 
Question  which  the  noble  Lord  put  to 
me.  I  have,  therefore,  sent  it  to  Mr. 
Waters,  the  County  Court  Judge ;  but 
I  understand  that  he  is  at  present  on 
Circuit,  and  I  cannot  say  whether  he 
may  desire  to  favour  me  with  any  obser- 
vations on  the  matter. 


EGYPT  (MILrrARY  EXPEDITION)— 

BREAKDOWN  OF  THE  ARMY 

MEDICAL  DEPARTMENT. 

Mr.  CAEINGTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether,  taking 
into  consideration  the  complaints  made 
against  the  Medical  Department  in 
Egypt,  he  will  consent  to  the  institution 
of  some  tribunal  to  inquire  into  the 
alleged  break  down  of  the  system  of 
Medical  Service  lately  introduced  into 
the  Army,  other  than  a  War  Office  Com- 
mittee presided  over  by  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War;  whether  he 
will  consent  to  the  appointment  either  of 
a  Committee  of  this  House,  or  of  a  Royal 
Commission,  to  inquire  into  and  report 
upon  the  working  and  results  of  the  new 
system ;  and,  further,  if  there  is  any 
truth  in  the  report  that  Deputy  Surgeon 
General  Hanbury  has  demanded  a  Court 
of  Inquiry  to  investigate  the  charges 
made  against  the  Medical  Department 
during  the  recent  operations  in  Egypt  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  I  have  already 
answered  the  first  two  Questions  of  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  in  replying  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Portarlington  (Mr. 
Fitz- Patrick)  on  Friday.  I  certainly 
shall  not  advise  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  of  this  House,  or  a  Royal 
Commission,  to  deal  with  a  Depart- 
mental question,  for  action  upon  which, 
as  Secretary  of  State,  I  am  responsible. 
The  Committee  which  I  have  appointed 
is  a  strong  one,  calculated  to  act  fairly 
to  all  concerned.  Tliere  are  other  parties 
concerned  than  those  on  whose  behalf 
the  Question  is  asked.  In  reply  to  the 
third  (iuostion,  I  have  to  state  that  Sur- 
geon General  Ilanbury  has  not  asked 
for  a  Court  of  Inquiry,  but  has  expressed 
a  wish  that  the  fullest  investigation  of 
the  complaints  made  against  his  officers 
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by  certain  ooirespondents  may  take 
place.  Of  course,  the  Committee  will 
have  the  advantage  of  the  evidence  of 
these  gentlemen. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAKD)- 
DDBLIN  JURORS. 

Mr.  HEALT  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  he  has 
any  objection  to  furnish  a  Return  giving 
the  number  of  Catholics  on  the  Dublin 
City  and  County  Panels  for  1882;  the 
number  of  persons  sworn  at  the  late 
Special  Commissions;  how  many  of  these 
were  Catholics,  distinguishing  the  cases 
upon  which  they  were  empannelled ;  the 
number  of  Catholics  ordered  by  the 
Crown  to  stand  by ;  the  names  of  the 
cases  at  which  they  were  so  ordered; 
and  the  number  of  Protestants  ordered 
to  stand  by,  and  the  cases  in  which  the 
order  was  given  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
I  should  have  no  objection  whatever  to 
furnish  the  Return  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber asks  for  if  it  were  in  my  power  to 
do  so  ;  but,  except  as  to  the  actual  num- 
ber of  persons  sworn,  there  is  no  official 
record,  nor  have  I  any  personal  know- 
ledge of  the  religion  of  any  of  these 
gentlemen. 

Mr.  he ALY  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  it  was 
that  supplied  the  Prime  Minister  with 
the  information  with  which  he  furnished 
the  House  last  Friday  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  roi 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  I  am 
not  aware,  Sir.  I  did  not ;  and  I  have 
to  repeat  that  there  is  no  official  record, 
nor  any  means  that  I  know  of  getting 
this  information. 

Me.  HEALY  :  I  shall  put  my  Ques- 
tion to  the  Prime  Minister  on  an  early 
day,  and  I  may  take  this  opportunity  of 
expressing  my  satisfaction  that  he  is 
better  acquainted  with  what  goes  on  in 
Ireland  than  the  Irish  officials. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Will  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  gives  us  the  religion 
of  the  jurors  in  the  case  of  Hynes? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  It  is 
not  one  second  since  I  informed  the  hon. 
Member  that  there  is  no  official  record 
of  this  information,  and  no  means  of 
obtaining  one. 

Mil.  PAKNELL:  Might  I  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
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lie  conld  not  get  the  information  from 
the  Oensas  Office  ? 

Thb  attorney  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  No, 
8ir.  The  information  in  the  Census 
Office  is  confidential ;  and,  if  my  infor- 
mation serves  me  right,  it  is  a  penal 
offence  to  disclose  it. 

EGYPT— DEFEAT  OF  EGYPTIAN 
TROOPS  IN  THE  SOUDAN. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Oovernment  propose  to  take  any 
steps,  and  if  so,  what  steps,  if  the  re- 
ported defeat  of  the  Egyptian  troops  in 
the  Soudan  by  the  troops  of  Mahdi,  the 
false  prophet,  is  true  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  In  reply  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baro- 
net, I  may  state  that  we  are  at  present 
in  possession  of  very  limited  and  imper- 
fect information  as  to  what  is  taking 
Slace  in  the  Soudan.  There  is  great 
iffioulty  in  discriminating  between  what 
IB  true  and  what  is  probably  untrue  or 
greatly  exaggerated.  The  question  is 
in  a  state  of  rumour,  and  has  not  yet 
come  to  the  state  of  positive  and  defined 
intelligence,  although  *  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  there  has  been  a  defeat  of 
£!gyptian  forces  by  the  person  called  the 
False  Prophet.  The  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment is  taking  defensive  measures,  and 
has  applied  to  the  English  authorities 
for  the  counsel  and  aid  of  certain  officers, 
and  the  matter  is  now  under  considera- 
tion. The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
will,  of  course,  bear  in  mind  that  Khar- 
toum, which  is  generally  spoken  of  as  in 
the  neighbourhood,  is  more  than  1,000 
miles  away  from  Cairo. 

CHURCH  OP  ENGLAND— THE  REV. 
MR.  PERCrVAL. 

SiK  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  Bev.  J. 
Perciyal,  President  of  Trinity  College, 
Oxford,  has  been  appointed  to  a  canonry 
in  Bristol  Cathedral ;  and,  whether  it 
is  intended  that  Mr.  Fercival  shall  con- 
tinue to  hold  both  these  offices ;  and,  if 
so,  on  what  grounds  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Eoyal  Commission  on  Cathe- 
drals, that, 

"  with  certain  important  exceptions,  in'  those 
cases  in  which  sufficient  means  and  a  house  of 
rMidenoe  can  be  pioyidedf  canons  should  reside 


I  within  the  cathedral  precincts  for  eight  months 
in  the  year,  and  should  not  hold  preferment  in.* 
consistent  with  the  performance  of  diocesan 
duties," 

has  not  been  acted  upon  in  this  case  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  do  not  know 
under  what  impression  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  put  this  Question  to  me, 
the  matter  being  one  with  which  I  am 
not  concerned  ;  but,  it  being  a  Question 
which  it  is  most  proper  should  be  an- 
swered, I  have  placed  it  before  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
who  has  given  me  the  materials  of  a  re- 
ply.    The  Lord  Chancellor  made  it  his 
business  before  this  appointment  to  as- 
certain whether  it  would  be  in  the  power 
of  Mr.  Fercival  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  the  canonry  in  conjunction  with  the 
duties  of  the  Headship  of  the  College, 
and  he  satisfied  himself  beyond  all  doubt 
that  such  was  the  case.     With  regard 
to  the  recommendation   of    the  Eoyal 
Commission  on   Cathedrals,   the    Lord 
Chancellor,  while  feeling  every  respect 
for  it,  did  not,   however,  think  it  his 
duty  to  act  upon  it,  as  he  would  have 
done  had  it  been  adopted  by  Parliament. 
As  to  Mr.  Percival's  position,  the  spe- 
cial motive  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  in 
selecting  him  for  this  preferment  was 
that  he  was  head  master  of   a  great 
school    at    Clifton,   in    the    immediate 
neighbourhood  of  Bristol,  where  he  was 
exceedingly  .distinguished  in  the    dis- 
charge of  his  office,  and  was  also  much 
concerned  in  all  philanthropic  and  re- 
ligious undertakings  connected  with  the 
city  of  Bristol.     I  feel  sure  that  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  putting  this  Question,  to  inti- 
mate any  doubt  whatever  as  to  the  dis- 
tinguished merits  of  Mr.  Fercival  gene- 
rally ;  but  that  the  point  intended  to  be 
raised  is  with  reference  to  the  compati- 
bility of  the  office  he  held  and  the  office 
to  which  he  has  been  appointed. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— THE  PROROGATION. 

Mr.  ONSLOW :  In  consequence  of 
the  statement  made  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter on  Friday  last — that  there  were  cer- 
tain questions  which  it  might  be  the  de- 
sire of  the  House  to  discuss  before  the 
Prorogation — I  wish  to  ask  him  if  he 
could  now  state  whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  give  oppor- 
tunities of  discussing  any  or  all  of  the 
following  subjects,  on  each  of  which  I 
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veoture  to  say  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try take  the  deepest  interest  :—(l) 
I^ptian  aETairs,  bnth  retrospective  and 
prospeotive ;  (2)  Ways  and  means  to 
meet  the  extra  cost  of  the  recent  war; 
(3)  cost  to  Tndta  of  the  contingent  sent 
by  that  GovernniBiit ;  (4)  return  of  Cete- 
wayo  to  Zuhiland  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  doubt 
for  a  moment  the  interest  and  import- 
ance of  the  subject  which  haH  been  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Qentloraan.  Indeed, 
I  could  considerably  add  to  tliat  list. 
But  with  respect  to  the  aflaira  of  Egypt 
generally,  I  cannot  at  present  make  any 
addition  to  what  I  said  six  days  ago  in 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northuote).  Matters  remain  substan- 
tially as  they  were,  except  that  I  may 
say  that  if  any  portion  of  the  nrrange- 
menta  which  can  be  separated  from  tho 
rest  with  regard  to  the  future  of  Egypt, 
and  which  is  of  interest  to  the  House, 
should  be  shortly  completed,  we  should 
reserve  to  ourselves  the  discretion  of 
making  it  known  at  once  to  the  House, 
without  wailing  for  further  progress. 
But,  generally  speaking,  I  must  refer 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  answer  I  gave 
last  week.  With  respect  to  the  charge 
for  the  war  and  the  cost  of  the  Indian 
Contingent,  we  have  received  no  infor- 
mation of  any  kind  that  would  enable 
us  to  make  a  statement  to  the  House ; 
but  the  moment  we  are  in  a  position  to 
commuuicate  infonnation  that  would  in- 
crease the  knowledge  of  the  House  on 
either  of  those  subjects  we  shall  do  so. 
As  to  the  cost  of  the  Indian  K.xpedition. 
no  facts  of  any  kind,  but  only  general 
anticipations,  which  are  not  of  an  un- 
favourable character,  have  reached  my 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  since  he  made  his  FiTinncial  State- 
ment on  the  Indian  Budget.  With  re- 
gard to  the  return .  of  Cetewayo — cer- 
tainly a  subject  of  interest — I  do  not 
anticipate  that  it  will  bo  our  duty  to 
encourage  any  discussion  of  that  ques- 
tion witiiin  a  period  so  short  as  that 
which  wo  hope  will  intervene  before 
the  Prorogation  of  Tarliamont. 

POST  OFFICE— TUE  PARCEL  POST. 

Mu.      WILIJRAHAM      EGERTON 

a^ked  tho  Fosttiiuster  General,  Whether 

the  introiluctioa  of  the  Parcols  Post  will 

necessitate  the  enlargement  of  the  post 

Mr.  Omlnv 
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ofGcea  thronghont  the  Coanbr ;  and,  if 
eo,  can  he  estimate  what  will  be  the  ex- 
pense, either  in  building  or  in  increasMt 
rent,  involved  in  carrying  out  such  a 
system  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  Before  the  pucel 
post  can  be  brought  into  operation,  it 
will  be  necessary  in  many  instaDcet  to 
enlarge  existing  post  o^ces,  and  in 
some  cases  it  will  be  necessary  to  erect 
new  buildings.  In  reply  to  the  second 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I 
may  state  that  Estimates  are  being  pre- 
pared of  the  additional  expenditure  in- 
volved ;  but  I  am  not  yet  in  a  poutioa 
to  state  its  amount. 

EGYPT— TRIAL  OF  ARABI  PASHA. 

Mr.  BODRKE  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  a  Question  on  one  nib- 
ject  connected  with  the  affairs  of  Egypt 
which  does  not  brook  delay — that  ia,  the 

fosition  of  Arabi  Pasha.  I  hope  that 
ler  Majesty'sOovemmeut  will  see  their 
way  to  give  the  House  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  question  why  it  was 
that  Arabi  Pasha  was  surrendered ;  also 
what  are  to  be  the  charges  brought 
against  him  ;  and,  further,  what  justifi- 
cation there  is,  from  an  international 
point  of  view,  for  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment  demanding  from  the  Qorernment 
of  the  Khedive  that  British  officen 
should  be  present  at  the  trial  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  thinking  thit 
that  is  an  important  subject.  It  tu 
certainly  included  in  the  general  answer 
which  I  gave  a  few  days  ago  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  opposite.  I  think  I  am  cor- 
rect in  saying  that  there  was  no  demand 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government  thit 
British  ofEcera  should  attend  the  trial; 
and,  unless  my  memory  deceives  me,  it 
was  a  spontaneous  offer  on  the  part  of 
the  Egyptian  Government,  forwhich  thej 
ought  to  have  the  credit. 

ARMY  MEDICAL  DEPARTMENT  — THE 
DEPAKTMESTAL  COMHITTEE. 

Sir  HARRY  TERNEY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
on  tho  proposed  Commission  or  Com- 
mittee on  this  subject  there  ought  not 
to  be  some  independent  Members  ap- 
pointed ? 

Mr.  CniLDERS :  No,  Sir ;  I  do  not 
think  that  a  Committee  appointed  to 
advise  the  Secretary  of  State  should  b« 
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oonstitated  in  tluB  manner.  There  are 
officers  whose  puhlio  reputation  is  at 
stake ;  and  as  I  am  entirely  responsible 
for  the  inquiry,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
alter  the  constitution  of  the  Uommis- 
sion. 

Mb.  K.  H.  PAGET  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  he  would 
afford  the  House  an  opportunity  of  see- 
ing the  Eyidence  taken  before  the  Com- 
mittee? 

Mr.  HENEAGE  asked  whether  it 
was  intended  to  lay  before  the  Commit- 
tee the  contract  entered  into  by  the  Go- 
vernment with  certain  shipping  firms 
foir  supplying  the  sick  officers  and  men 
with  provisions,  and  evidence  as  to  the 
way  in  which  the  contract  was  carried 
out  on  board  the  Carthage  f 

Mb.  CHILDEES  said,  that,  with  re- 
ference to  the  last  Question,  the  contract 
was  not  entered  into  by  the  War  Office, 
and  therefore  he  had  no  information 
on  the  subject;  but  he  had  no  doubt 
that  it  would  be  one  of  the  special  ques- 
tions before  the  Committee.  In  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Somerset, 
be  might  say  that  it  was  not  the  rule  to 
undertake  before  a  Committee's  Beport 
had  been  received  to  lay  it  on  the  Table; 
but  he  could  not  at  this  moment  see 
any  reason  why  in  this  case  the  Beport 
should  not  be  laid  on  the  Table,  and, 
as  at  present  advised,  that  would  be 
done. 

Mb.  CAEINGTON  wished  to  state 
that  in  putting  the  Question  which  he 
had  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  earlier  that  day  he  had  acted  simply 
from  a  sense  of  duty. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  said,  he  knew  that 
strong  pressure  from  different  directions 
had  been  put  upon  himself. 

Mb.  CAEINGTON  remarked,  that 
none  had  been  brought  to  bear  upon 
him. 

MOTION. 

PARLIAMENT— PRIVILEGE 
(MR.  EDMOND  DWYER  GRAY,  M.P.). 

ADDITION  TO  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee 
on  Privilege  (Mr.  Gray)  do  consist  of 
Seventeen  Members  : — That  Admired 
Sir  JoHK  Hay  and  Sir  Edwabd  Cole- 
nooKE  be  added  to  the  Committee. — 
(^>  fferhm't  Maxwell,) 

VOL.  CCLXXIY.    [TniRD  series.] 


ORDER    OF   TEE  BAY, 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE  —  FIRST  RULE  (PUTTING 
THE  QUESTION). 

[adjourned  debate.]     [tenth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [20th  Febru- 
ary], as  amended, 

"  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in  a 
Ck)mmittee  of  the  whole  House,  during  any 
Debate,  that  the  subject  has  been  adequately 
discussed,  and  that  it  is  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House,  or  of  the  Committee,  that  the  Question 
be  now  put,  he  may  so  inform  the  House  or  the 
Committee ;  and,  if  a  Motion  be  made  '  That 
the  Question  be  now  put,'  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the 
Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put  such  Question ; 
and,  if  the  same  be  decided  in  the  affirmative, 
the  Question  under  discussion  shall  be  put  forth* 
with :  Provided  that  the  Question  shall  not  be 
decided  in  the  affirmative,  if  a  Division  be 
taken,  unless  it  shall  appear  to  have  been  sup- 
ported by  more  than  two  hundred  Members,  or 
unless  it  shall  appear  to  have  been  opposed  by 
less  than  forty  Members  and  supported  by 
more  than  one  hundred  Members." — (Jfr.  Qlai" 
Mtont.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again 
proposed. 

Debate  returned. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  that  the  first  ver- 
bal  Amendment  on  the  Paper  which 
stood  in  his  name  in  regard  to  the  dis- 
cretion to  be  vested  in  the  Speaker 
having  been  rendered  unnecessary  bj 
an  Amendment  which  the  Government 
accepted  the  other  evening,  he  would  not 
move  it. 

Mb.  BEYCE  proposed  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  line  4,  to  leave  out  all  after 
"may"  to  **put,"  in  line  5,  and  in- 
sert— 

*'  Upon  the  request  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
or  of  the  Member  in  charge,  either  of  anv  ori- 
ginal Motion  then  under  discussion,  or  of  any 
Amendment  thereto,  give  leave  to  such  Minister 
or  Member  to  move  '  that  the  Question  be  now 
put,'  and  if  such  Member  shall  so  move." 

He  admitted  that  the  Amendment  was 
not,  in  his  judgment,  the  best  that  could 
be  proposed.  In  his  opinion,  and  in  the 
opinion  of  others,  it  would  be  better  if  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  had  no  function  in 
the  matter  whatever,  and  the  initiative 
was  allowed  to  rest  entirely  upon  the 
Ministers  and  other  Members  of  the 
House,  and  also  if  the  functions  of  the 
Chair  had  bee  nentirely  confined  to  in- 
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terpoeing  its  veto  where  it  was  obvious  a 
Motion  was  made  merely  for  vexatious 
purposes  or  Obstruction.    It  would,  how- 
ever, be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  when  the  vote  was  taken  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.   and    learned 
Member  for  Brighton   (Mr.  Marriott), 
the  House  ordered  the  words  '*  when  it 
shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker  "  to  stand 
part  of  the   Question.     Therefore,  the 
Chair  was  now  necessarily  concerned  in 
the  matter,  and  all  that  could  be  done 
was  to  take  the  next  best  course,  which 
was  indicated  by  his  Amendment.     In 
the  first  place,  he  believed  it  would  be 
of  great  advantage  to  the  House  and  the 
country  if  the  impartiality  of  the  Chair, 
which  had  been  one  of  the  oldest  and 
most  priceless  Parliamentary  treasures, 
were   removed    from   all   possibility  of 
question.     He  was  far  from  saying  that 
he  entertained  the  view,  if  the  Resolu- 
tion were  passed,  that  the  power  it  gave 
to  the  Speaker  would  be  abused  during 
the  present  generation.     On   the  con- 
trary, he  thought  it  would  be  used  too 
rarely,  and  that  the  Speaker  would  re- 
gard it  as  too  exceptional  a  power  for 
anything  like  ordinary  occasions.     But 
though  their  feeling  might  be  that  it 
would    be  impossible   for  the   present 
Speaker  and  his  immediate  Successors, 
in  whose  time  this  power  was  conferred, 
to  unduly  exercise  it ;  yet  they  could  not 
tell  what  might  be  done  and  said  in  a 
new  generation  which  was  accustomed 
to  see  the  Speaker  invested  with  power  of 
this  kind,  and  ultimately  the  Chair  might 
suffer  that  degradation  which  it  had  un- 
happily suffered  in  the  United  States  of 
America.  They  should,  therefore,  endea- 
vour to  minimize  the  function  of  the  Chair 
in  this  matter,  and  that  could  only  be 
done  by  dividing  the  responsibility  with 
a  Minister  or  with  the  Member  in  charge. 
At  present  the  responsibility  rested  en- 
tirely between  the  Chair  and  the  House, 
and,  .after  all,  mainly  with  the  Chair, 
because  the   Chair  took  the  initiative. 
The    Amendment    he    proposed   would 
change  the  position  of  the  Speaker  and 
shift  it   into  the  background,  and  the 
responsibility  of  initiating   this   power 
would  attach  in  the  first  instance  to  the 
person  who  made  the  Motion.  The  news- 
paper reports  would  show  to  the  country 
that  the  Motion  was  that  of  Mr.  So-and- 
so,  and  the  position  of  the  Speaker,  in- 
stead of  being  initiative,  would  be  merely 
a  moderating  function.     He  was  well 
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aware  that  it  would  be  said  that  under 
a  provision  like  this  there  would  be 
danger  of  exposing  the  Chair  to  pres- 
sure. But,  knowing  how  impartially  both 
sides  of  the  House  had  been  dealt  with 
by  the  present  Speaker,  he  could  not 
think  that  the  exercise  of  a  veto  of  the 
kind  proposed  would  be  likely  to  be  con- 
trolled by  the  Ministry  of  to-day.    Even 
supposing  this  danger  to  exist,  it  was 
one  that  existed  under  the  Itesolution  as 
it  now  stood.     It  had  often  been  said  that 
the  Speaker  in  taking  action  would  do 
so  on  suggestions  from  the  Ministry,  and 
after  endeavouring  to  ascertain  what  the 
Ministers'  wishes  were,  and  if  the  power 
at  present  provided  were  exercised,  per- 
sons would  be  found  in  the  House,  and 
still  more  out-of-doors,  to  say  that  the 
Speaker  had  done  it  as  the  result  of  pres- 
sure put  upon  him  by  the  Ministers.  He 
could  not  see,  therefore,  that  the  danger 
would  be  much  greater  under  the  Amend- 
ment than  unaer  the  Hesolution.    On 
the  whole,  if  there  was  an  advantage  it 
was  under  the  Amendment,  by   which 
what  was  done  would  be  done  openly  on 
the  appeal  of  a  Minister  or  a  Member. 
Further,  the  result  of  an  error  on  the 
part  of  the  Chair  would  be  less  serioas. 
It  was  thought  that  the  authority  of  the 
Chairman  would  receive  a  certain  shock 
if  a  mistake  was  made,  and  that  he  would 
be  rather  less  willing  to  exercise  his 
power  in  the  future.     That  evil  would 
be  much  less  under  the  Amendment  than 
under  the  Hesolution.     It  would  be,  in 
fact,  a  more  trivial  mistake  for  the  Chair- 
man to  suppose  that  the  time  had  come 
for  closing  the  debate  when  the  Eule 
applied  on  the  Motion  of  a  Minister  or  a 
Member,  than  it  would  be  for  him  on  his 
own  proper  Motion  to  come  before  the 
House  and  say  so,  and  subsequently  to 
find  that  the  evident  sense  of  the  House 
was  not  that  which  he  had  supposed  it 
to  be.     Lastly,  though  its  observation 
might  tend  to  deprive  him  of  some  sup- 
port, he  would  say  that  it  would  im- 
prove the  Hesolution  by  strengthening 
it.     Many  Members  on   that  side  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  some  more 
drastic  measure  was  needed  than  that 
before  the  House  to  stop  the  needless 
lequacity  and   endless  prolixity  whidi 
they  witnessed  in  the  proceedings  of  the 
House.     He  was  afraid  the  Government 
had  made  the  machine  so  cumbrous  that 
it  would  not  work,  and  that  the  Chair 
would  hesitate  to  use  its  power  except 
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on  the  Chair,  and  asking  the  Chair  to 
assume,  very  weighty  and  delicate  func- 
tions, and  a  g^eat  responsibility;  but 
they  had  done  that  believing  it  to  be 
the  course  that  was  attended  with  the 
least  amount  of  difficulty,  and  open  to 
the  least  amount  of  objection  ;  but, 
manifestly,  if  they  were  to  impose  this 
delicate  and  difficult  office  on  the  Chair, 
it  was  quite  plain  that  they  must  sedu- 
lously preserve  the  Chair,  in  the  dis- 
charge of  this  office,  from  anything  that 
would  be  like  interference  with  its  high 
dignity.  He  was  sorry  to  say  that  he 
was  of  opinion  that  this  Amendment 
would  impart  a  kind  of  aggression  on 
the  dignity  of  the  Chair— he  would  not 
say  of  its  impartiality,  because  his  opi- 
nion of  the  Chair  was  such  that  he  did 
not  believe  its  impartiality  would  give 
way;  but  he  must  say  he  thought  it 
would  hardly  be  consistent  with  the  dig- 
nity of  the  Chair  to  place  it  in  a  posi- 
tion in  which  it  would  stand  if  the 
Amendment  were  carried.  Because  it 
was  not  a  question  of  relieving  the 
Chair  from  the  difficult  duty  of  consi- 
dering the  condition  of  the  House  and 
the  state  of  a  debate.  The  Speaker 
had  to  make  up  his  mind  on  two  points 
of  the  greatest  importance.  First  of  all, 
he  had  to  satisfy  himself  that  the  ques- 
tion had  been  adequately  debated ;  fur- 
ther, he  had  to  satisfy  himself  that  it 
was  the  evident  sense  of  the  House  that 
the  Question  should  be  put ;  and  then 
he  had  to  exercise  his  own  discretion  as 
to  whether,  in  those  circumstances,  it 
was,  upon  the  whole,  expedient  that  he 
should  move  the  House  in  a  particular 
manner.  That  was  a  very  serious  mat- 
ter to  put  in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker ; 
but  if  he  were  to  have  a  matter  so  seri- 
ous in  his  hands,  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  did 
not  think  it  ought  to  depend  either  on 
the  Member  in  charge  of  a  Bill,  or  still 
more,  on  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  whe- 
ther the  Speaker  was  to  move  or  whether 
he  was  not.  He  should  rather  say  that 
this  Amendment  hampered  the  Speaker 
without  relieving  him.  It  did  not  take 
out  of  his  hands  any  of  the  duties  that 
were  proposed  to  be  put  upon  him  ;  but 
it  introduced  a  pressure  from  without  to 
be  exercised  upon  him  in  a  manner 
which  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  thought  tended 
to  disparage  his  high  position,  and  the 
influence  he  ought  to  exercise.  There 
were  those  who  thought  the  impartiality 
of  the  Chair  was  in  danger  from   the 
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on  extraordinary  occasions,  and  Business 
would  progress  as  badly  as  ever.  They 
must  trust  to  the  good  sense  and  good 
feeling  of  the  House  in  that  matter.  But 
he  ventured  to  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  the  proposal  fairly  into 
their  consideration,  and  accept,  if  not  its 
actual  terms,  at  least  some  modification 
of  them,  because  he  believed  it  would 
immensely  increase  the  preventive  ope- 
rations of  the  Resolution,  and,  there- 
fore, carry  out  the  objects  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  4,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''  so  inform 
the  House  or  the  Committee ;  and,  if  a  Motion 
he  made  '  That  the  Question  be  now  put,'  *'  in 
order  to  insert  the  words  "  upon  the  request  of 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  or  of  the  Member  in 
charge,  either  of  any  original  Motion  then 
under  discussion,  or  of  any  Amendment  thereto, 
give  leave  to  such  Minister  or  Member  to  move 
*  That  the  Question  be  now  put,'  and  if  such 
Member  shall  so  move,*' — {Mr,  Bryee,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
'  so  inform  the  House  or  the  Committee ; 
and,  if'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  had  argued  this  question  with 
his  customary  clearness.  He  had  also, 
with  his  customary  candour,  admitted 
that  this  was  not  the  Amendment  he 
would  have  moved  if  he  had  had  his 
choice ;  but  they  need  not  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  in  discussing  an 
Amendment  he  would  have  liked  to 
move  if  he  could.  He  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
considered  the  Amendment  in  two  points 
of  view.  His  hon.  Friend,  agreeing 
with  them  in  feeling  the  necessity  for  a 
strong  measure  of  reform,  was  of  opi- 
nion that  their  measure  was  not  strong 
enoueh,  and  wished  them,  to  use  a 
homely  expression,  **  to  put  more  pow- 
der into  the  charge  " — to  strengthen  the 
Besolution,  and  to  insure  either  its  more 
rapid  and  effective  action,  or  at  least  hy 
giving  a  prospect  of  that  to  increase  its 
preventive  force.  It  was  clear  that  in 
the  interests  of  thei  supposed  majority  of 
the  House  they  had  no  reason  to  com- 
plain ;  but  he  must  consider  it  in  two 
points  of  view — in  its  bearing  on  the 
Speaker,  and  in  its  bearing  on  the  posi- 
Uon  of  the  minority  of  the  House.  He 
owned  that  he  was  not  prepared  to  accept 
it  when  he  viewed  it  in  its  bearing  on  the 
Speaker.  They  did  not  disguise  that 
tiiey  were  asking  the  House  to  impose 
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Hesolution  as  it  stood.  If  it  were  in 
danger  from  the  Hesolution  as  it  stood, 
he  was  afraid  it  required  no  argument 
to  show  that  it  was  in  danger  from  the 
Eesolution  as  proposed  to  be  amended. 
Therefore,  he  did  not  think  that  as  re- 
garded the  Speaker  the  Amendment  was 
satisfactory.  He  must  say,  also,  that  in 
the  interests  of  the  minority.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  not  prepared 
to  accept  the  Amendment.  He  had  ex- 
pressed his  own  sincere  opinion  that  the 
Speaker's  impartiality  would  not  be 
affected.  He  believed  the  effect  of  an 
Amendment  of  this  kind  would  be  to 
leave  the  occupant  of  the  Chair,  or  the 
Chairman  in  Committees  rather,  to  as- 
sume a  certain  stiffness  and  rigidity  in 
order  to  prevent  his  impartiality  from 
being  interfered  with  by  an  appesd  made 
to  him  from  a  political  quarter.  The 
hon.  Member  had  stated  that  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Speaker  and  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  was  sometimes 
influenced  by  the  wish  of  Ministers. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  he  had  not  stated 
this.  He  had  referred  to  one  of  the 
objections  to  his  Amendment — namely, 
that  in  future  the  Speaker  might,  if  it 
were  carried,  be  influenced  by  the  wish 
of  the  Minister. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  resuming,  said, 
he  was  glad  to  hear  this  explanation, 
for,  after  a  pretty  long  experience,  he 
could  not  recollect  to  have  heard  of  a 
single  case  of  a  judgment  upon  Order 
or  l?rocHdure  in  this  House,  either  of 
the  Speaker  or  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, being  given  after  endeavouring 
beforehand  to  ascertain  what  was  the 
opinion  or  wish  of  the  Minister  of  the 
Crown.  But  what  he  did  feel  was,  that 
the  Speaker  ought  not  to  be  put  under  a 
political  pressure.  His  belief  was  that 
the  Speaker  would  resist.  Many  thought 
he  could  not  resist ;  but  he  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) thought  political  pressure  ought 
to  be  altogether  excluded  from  this  mat- 
ter. Even  Gentlemen  opposite,  in  good 
faith,  were  afraid  of  the  strong  political 
action  of  the  Resolution.  The  Govern- 
ment, in  actual  good  faith,  dismissed 
altogether  that  apprehension ;  but  cer- 
tainly he  could  not  for  a  moment  deny 
that  the  minority,  if  the  Amendment 
were  adopted,  would  so  far  be  put  in 
this  unjust  position,  that  obviously  a 
political  element  would  be  admitted  as 
part  of  the  iufluence  that  was  to  act  in 
the  case.    It  would  mean  that  the  desire 
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of  the  Minister,  as  the  organ  of  the  majo- 
rity— he  need  not  argue  it  with  regard  to 
a  Member  in  charge  of  a  Bill,  because 
really  this  was  the  most  important  part 
of  the  question — was  to  count  for  some- 
thing. That  was  the  mildest  and  most 
moderate  statement  of  it.  In  his  opi- 
nion, it  ought  to  count  for  nothing  at  all. 
The  desire  of  the  Minister  had  no  place 
in  this.  It  was  an  illegitimate  element, 
and  ought  to  be  thrust  out,  and  the  Go- 
vernment were  not  prepared  to  move  a 
single  inch  in  this  direction  ;  and  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  not  press, 
or  the  House  accept,  this  Amendment. 

Mr.  EAIKES  said,  that  the  Speaker, 
whose  duty  it  would  be  to  observe  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House,  could  not 
but  regard  the  ^linister  as  the  ormn  of 
the  majority.     A  Minister,  indeed,  who 
was  responsible  for  the  conduct  of  Public 
Business  might  as  legitimately  give  ex- 
pression to  the  evident  sense   of   the 
House  as  the  voices  of  irresponsible  pri- 
vate Members.  There  was  probably  great 
difl^erence  of  opinion  on  the  subject  of 
the  Amendment,  and  he  might  remind 
the  House  of  the  debates  in  the  last  Par- 
liament in  Committee  on  the  Irish  Son- 
day  Closing    Bill.      That  Bill  was  in 
charge  of  a  private  Member  (The  O'Conor 
Don),  and  was  the  cause  of  several  very 
late  Sittings  of  the  House,  and  of  much 
controversy  among  the  Irish  Members 
themselves.     One  of  those  Sittings  was 
continued  till  past  8  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, and  afforaed  an  occasion  on  which, 
had  the  proposed  Bule  of   Procedure 
been   then  in  force,  the   eldture  would 
certainly  have  been  demanded  by  the 
Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill.   It  would 
have  been  difficult  for  the  Chairman, 
having  regard  to  the  majorities  by  which 
the  Bill  was  being  pushed  through,  to 
resist  such  an  application ;  but  he  was 
sure  that  the  bulk  of  hon.  Members, 
when  they  returned  at  4  o'clock,  would 
have  been  dissatisfied  at  such  a  result, 
and  that  the  suppressed  minority  would 
have    thought    themselves    deeply  ag- 
grieved.    Although,  therefore,   he  did 
not  regard  with  any  very  great  favour 
that  part  of  the  Amendment  which  re- 
lated to  the  case  of  an  individual  private 
Member  taking  the  initiative,  yet  he 
thought  there  was  a  good  deal  of  value 
to  bo  attached  to  the  principle  of  the 
Amendment,  and  to  its  application  to 
the  case  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown.    It 
seemed  to  him  that,  whether  a  Minister 
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was  to  remain  mate  during  an  embar- 
rassing debate,  or  was  to  make  himself 
heard,  if  not  by  his  own  yoice,  by  his 
servitors  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  it 
would  be  wise  to  remove  the  impression 
that,  whenever  the  el6ture  was  applied, 
it  would  have  been  applied  in  the  in- 
terests and  at  the  wish  of  those  who  sat 
on  the  Treasury  Bench.  They  must 
make  up  their  minds  for  that.  It  was 
all  very  well  for  Members  brought  up 
in  the  tradition  that  the  Chair  was  above 
human  frailty  to  have  no  suspicion ; 
bat  outside  on  platforms,  in  debating 
societies,  pothouses,  and  Provincial  news- 
papers, it  would  be  said  that  the  Chair 
had  yielded  to  the  solicitation  of  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.  Whether  that  was  true  or 
false,  it  would  be  impossible  to  prevent 
the  spread  of  the  belief.  Would  it  not 
be  better,  in  the  interests  of  the  Trea- 
sury Bench,  that  the  thing  should  be 
done  in  the  open,  and  should  not  be  left 
to  private  hints  or  confidential  sugges- 
tions ?  It  might  not  be  done  even  by 
the  recognized  subordinates  of  the  Go- 
verament ;  but  it  might  be  left  to  some 
of  those  convenient  Friends  who  some- 
times sat  behind  the  Treasury  Bench. 
He  thought  it  would  be  well  to  make 
up  their  minds,  if  they  were  to  have 
this  form  of  Procedure  forced  upon  them 
when  it  was  most  repugnant  to  their 
minds,  if  they  were  to  g^ve  up  all  free- 
dom of  debate,  to  do  something  to  pre- 
serve the  respect,  authority,  and  inde- 
pendence of  the  Chair,  which,  he  be- 
lieved, next  to  freedom  of  debate,  was 
the  most  important  function  of  the 
House.  While  he  saw  difficulties  in 
accepting  the  Amendment,  while  he 
thought  it  might  increase  the  number 
of  occasions  on  which  the  eldture  would 
be  applied — sad  as  the  sacrifice  and 
difficult  as  the  alternative  might  be — 
yet,  on  the  whole,  he  would  be  inclined 
to  support  the  Amendment,  with  the 
object  of  maintaining  that  absolute  con- 
fidence in  the  impartiality  of  those  who 
occupied  the  Chair  without  which  it 
would  be  impossible  to  conduct  the 
Business  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mb.  WHITBEEAD  said,  the  Amend- 
ment boldly  raised  the  question  whether 
the  initiative  in  asking  the  sense  of  the 
House  was  to  rest  with  the  House  or 
with  the  Chair ;  and  there  was  much  to 
be  said  for  relieving  the  Chair  from  the 
initiative,  but  not  for  the  limitation  now 
proposed.      If   it   had   been  left  to   a 


Member  of  the  House  to  move,  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  would  fre- 
quently have  been  exhibited  as  befriend- 
ing the  minority  and  the  continuance  of 
debate  ;  but  if  the  Speaker  or  the  Chair- 
man took  the  initiative  they  would  be 
exhibited  in  a  contrary  light.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  effect  of  the  initiative 
being  vested  in  the  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  would  operate  very  much  in 
favour  of  the  minority  in  this  way — they 
would  have  to  satisfy  themselves  more 
conclusively  than  under  the  other  plan 
that  it  was  the  wisli  of  a  preponderating 
majority  that  a  debate  should  be  closed. 
Looked  at  in  this  way,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  much  more  in  favour  of  mi- 
norities, and  that  the  cld'ure  would  be 
less  often  applied  than  it  would  be  if  the 
initiative  were  taken  by  a  private  Mem- 
ber or  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown.  If 
it  was  to  be  open  to  any  at  all  to  make 
an  appeal  to  the  Chair,  it  should  be 
equally  open  to  all.  In  analogous 
matters  there  was  equality  between 
Ministers  and  other  Members.  It  would 
give  an  enormous  advantage  to  a  Mi- 
nister to  leave  it  to  him  alone  to  take 
the  initiative,  because  he  would  choose 
the  moment  most  advantageous  to  him- 
self, perhaps  after  a  telling  speech  from 
one  of  his  Colleagues  or  Followers  ; 
whereas  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  might 
not  act  at  a  time  so  convenient  to  the 
Ministry. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  it  was  not 
quite  accurate  to  say,  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last  had  said,  that 
there  was  at  present  absolute  equality 
between  Ministers  and  private  Members, 
because  it  was  only  Ministers  who  could 
move  that  Orders  be  postponed  or  that 
Members  bo  suspended.  In  reply  to  the 
expression  of  fear  that  the  Kule  would  be 
used  to  oppress  a  minority,  the  Secre- 
tary for  India  said  no  Ministry  would 
dare  so  to  use  it,  because  they  would 
lose  ground  with  the  country  by  high- 
handed proceedings.  It  was  then  pointed 
out  to  the  noble  Lord  that  it  was  not  a 
Minister  who  was  to  put  the  Rule  in 
force,  but  the  Speaker,  and  that,  there- 
fore, the  responsibility  must  rest  upon 
the  Speaker.  The  safeguard  which 
the  noble  Lord  promised  them  against 
abuse  by  a  majority  really  fell  to  the 
ground.  Admitting  that  there  was  much 
to  be  said  against  the  Amendment,  he 
felt  it  had  this  one  great  advantage,  that 
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it  would  directly  cast  responsibility  on  the 
Ministry.  If  a  Minister  made  a  tyran- 
nical use  of  the  power,  the  Opposition 
would  be  able  to  point  to  him  directly  as 
having  put  the  cloture  in  motion  and 
being  responsible  for  its  operation.  That 
argument  weighed  with  him  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  so  much,  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment went  to  a  division  he  should  sup- 
port it. 

Mb.  AETHUR  AENOLD  thought 
the  first  part  of  the  Amendment  ought 
to  be  accepted,  because  the  Leader  of 
the  House  was  the  person  who,  above 
all  others,  was  accustomed  to  the  exer- 
cise of  responsibility.  He  was  not  re- 
sponsible to  his  Party  alone,  but  to 
every  Member  of  the  House;  and  he 
was  bound  to  show  sense,  feeling,  tact, 
temper,  and  moderation.  He  was,  there- 
fore, decidedly  in  favour  of  this  power 
being  exercised  by  the  Leader  of  the 
House.  He  would  suggest,  however, 
that  the  second  part  of  the  Amendment 
should  be  omitted.  A  private  Member 
in  charge  of  a  Motion  was  not  always 
interested  in  bringing  the  debate  on  it 
to  a  close.  In  such  a  case  he  might 
absent  himself  from  day  to  day,  and 
then,  if  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Bryce)  were  carried,  there  would  be  no 
authority  in  the  House  to  follow  the 
suggestion  of  the  Speaker,  and  to  apply 
the  power  of  closing  the  debate. 

Mr.  E.  N.  FOWLEE  said,  that  he 
was  as  much  opposed  to  this  Eesolu- 
tion  as  any  Member  of  the  House; 
but  the  position  in  which  they  stood  was 
that  a  majority  were  anxious  to  adopt 
some  system  of  eldture.  The  question 
now  was  whether  the  power  of  closing  a 
debate  should  be  left  with  the  Speaker 
or  with  the  Leader  of  the  House ;  and 
he  thought  that  the  responsibility  should 
be  left  with  the  Chair,  who  ought  to  ex- 
ercise an  impartial  judgment  upon  the 
whole  matter.  The  Speaker  might  be  a 
Party  man  in  future  days,  but  the  Mi- 
nister was  sure  to  be  so.  Therefore, 
while  regretting  to  differ  from  some  oif 
his  hon.  Friends,  he  should  vote  against 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  ASHTON  DILKE  said,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  Amendment  would 
give  more  freedom  to  the  House  in 
Toting  on  the  question  of  the  cidture  than 
it  would  enjoy  under  the  Eule  as  it  at 
present  stood.  If  the  cidture  were  pro- 
posed by  the  Speaker,  the  House  would 
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be  exceedingly  unwilling  to  deal  a  blow 
at  his  authority  by  showing  that  they 
differed  from  him.  The  House,  he 
thought,  would  feel  no  such  reluctance 
in  dealing  with  the  Motion  if  it  pro- 
ceeded from  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  or 
a  private  Member. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
he  could  not  arrive  at  the  same  conclu- 
sion as  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  Ashton  Dilke),  because 
before  the  matter  could  be  put  to  a  vote 
of  the  House  the  Speaker  must  have 
decided  that  the  question  had  been  ade- 
quately discussed,  and  that  it  was  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House  that  the  de- 
bate should  close.  Therefore,  the  House, 
in  coming  to  a  vote  against  the  eldture^ 
would  be  just  as  much  contravening  the 
opinion  of  the  Speaker  as  in  the  other 
case.  The  hon.  Member  for  Hertford 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  was  in  error  in  say- 
ing that  the  responsibility  of  closing  de- 
bate would  rest  with  the  Minister  of  the 
Crown.  That  responsibility  would  really 
rest  with  the  House;  and  it  was  quite 
certain  that  if  a  majority  tyrannically 
exercised  this  power,  they  would  suffer 
in  the  estimation  of  the  country. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  it  was  no  doubt 
true  that  the  responsibility  of  dosing  a 
debate  rested  with  the  House ;  but  the 
distinction  was  that  the  responsibility  of 
enabling  the  majority  to  exercise  that 
power  rested  with  the  Speaker.  As  far 
as  the  Amendment  related  to  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  he  differed  entirely  from 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Eaikes),  who  thought  a 
good  deal  might  be  said  for  it.  For  his 
own  part,  he  was  opposed  to  giving  Mi- 
nisters of  the  Crown  any  privileges  in 
addition  to  those  they  now  enjoyed.  He 
did  not  see  any  difficulty  in  placing  this 
partial  power  in  the  hands  of  indepen- 
dent Members.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce)  said  thai 
the  Government  were  to  be  blamed 
for  not  making  their  proposals  strong 
enough.  That  this  proposal  would  not 
be  effective  in  stopping  Obstruction,  he 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  entirely  admitted ;  but  it 
would  be  ineffective  not  because  it  was 
not  strong,  but  because  it  was  a  clumsy 
and  awkward  weapon  not  fitted  to  deal 
with  the  evil  with  which  they  had  to 
cope.  So  far  as  the  vast  majority  of  the 
House  was  concerned  these  Eesoiutiona 
were  not  required  at  all.  He  should 
support  the  Amendment,  and  if  it  were 
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agreed  to  lie  would  moye  to  omit  the 
words  "or  a  Minister  of  the  Crown." 
The  effect  then  would  be  to  place  in  the 
hands  of  any  Member,  including  Minis- 
ters of  the  Crown,  the  power  to  request 
the  Speaker  to  put  eldture  into  force. 

Mr.  TH0MA8S0N  said,  he  thought 
that  there  would  be  some  advantage  in 
guying  private  Members  in  charge  of 
Bills,  which  were  often  of  a  very  im- 
portant character,  the  power  of  asking 
the  Speaker  whether  a  question  had  not 
been  sufficiently  discussed. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  and  others  who  had  taken  part  in 
these  discussions  had  not  thought  that  it 
would  be  out  of  place  at  this  stage  to 
discuss  the  question  of  whether  or  not 
the  Speaker  was  the  proper  person  to 
take  the  position  which  had  been  alluded 
to.  It  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread)  that 
the  Prime  Minister  or  any  Minister  of 
the  Crown  would  be  placed  in  a  very 
invidious  and  improper  position  if  they 
did  8o;  but  he  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
should  like  to  direct  the  House  to  the 
great  question  of  Urgency.  The  ques- 
tion of  Urgency  could  alone  be  intro- 
duced by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
clearly  laying  down  that  such  important 
questions  as  Urgency,  and  analogous 
questions  to  that  which  they  were  now 
discussing,  could  only  be  raised  by  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown ;  and  the  Rules 
relating  to  Urgency  had  been  almost 
unanimously  approved  by  the  House. 
As  in  Urgency,  so  in  eldture,  the  respon- 
sibility ought  to  be  thrown  upon  that 
Member  who  had  the  greatest  interest 
in  passing  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
and  who  would  feel  a  deeper  responsi- 
bility than  private  Members  possibly 
could  feel.  Again,  if  the  Minister  of 
the  Crown  wished  that  the  eldture  should 
be  put  they  had  an  impartial  authority 
in  the  Chair,  who,  considering  all  the 
drcumstances,  and  looking  at  the  con- 
dition of  the  question,  would  be  in  a 
position  to  say  when  the  time  had  ar- 
rived at  which  the  eldture  should  be  put. 
That  being  so,  the  power  being  vested 
in  the  Chair,  the  Minister  of  the  Crown 
would  be  much  less  likely  to  put  the 
Question  to  the  House  than  he  would 
under  the  condition  in  which  matters 
stood  now.  This  was  not  like  a  Bill  be- 
fore Parliament ;  it  was  a  question  that 
oould  only  be  raised  in  a  particular  way. 
It  was  a  question   which  proposed  to 


deal  with  and  alter  their  proceedings. 
Upon  other  questions  of  less  vital  im- 
portance they  would  have  the  oppor- 
tunity, upon  the  second  reading,  upon 
going  into  and  in  Committee,  and  upon 
the  Report,  as  well  as  the  third  reading, 
of  discussing  it  over  again  if  they 
thought  there  had  been  error  in  the 
judgment  of  the  House;  but  here  they 
were  to  have  only  one  opportunity,  and 
he  confidently  asked  them  to  pause  be- 
fore deciding  upon  it.  If  the  responsi- 
bility were  thrown  upon  the  Minister  of 
the  Crown  it  would  be  so  grave  that  he 
would  be  loth  to  exercise  it,  being  fully 
aware  of  the  grave  responsibility  it  en- 
tailed. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
the  Opposition  desired  an  amended  Pro- 
cedure as  much  as  the  supporters  of  the 
Government.  The  question  was  not 
whether  the  power  would  be  exercised 
often  or  seldom,  but  whether  it  would 
be  exercised  wisely.  The  best  course 
was  to  divide  the  responsibility  between 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown  and  the  Chair. 
If  they  had  a  timid  Speaker  he  would 
be  afraid  to  apply  the  Rule,  while  a  rash 
one  might  apply  it  too  frequently.  By 
dividing  the  responsibility  these  two  ex- 
tremes would  be  avoided.  Under  the 
Rule,  as  proposed  by  the  Government, 
they  feared  that  the  Speaker  would  be- 
come simply  a  placeman  and  official  of 
the  Government.  A  placeman  and  official 
might  yet  be  respected,  if  his  position 
was  acknowledged  and  defined — self-re- 
spect and  the  respect  of  others  was  com- 
patible with  partizanship.  But  a  partizan 
whose  functions  were  such  that  he  could 
not  be  impartial,  should  not  be  obliged 
to  afifect  an  impartiality  which  he  had 
not.  Let  the  Speaker  of  the  future  in 
the  interests  of  the  majority  permit  the 
Minister  to  enforce  the  eldture,  hni  let 
thej'responsibility  of  enforcing  it  be  con- 
fined to  the  Minister.  The  criticisms 
which  otherwise  would  be  levelled  at 
the  Speaker  would  be  then  levelled  at 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  some  shred  of 
dignity  would  still  be  preserved  to  the 
future  occupants  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  supported 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets,  because  it  would 
relieve  the  Speaker  of  an  invidious  re- 
sponsibility. It  was  strong  in  the  in- 
terests of  truth,  and  he  did  not  sup- 
pose that  any  Minister,  whatever  might 
be  his  position,  would,  by  taking   the 
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iuitiative,  stifle  a  debate  upon  any  sub- 
ject in  which  the  people  of  this  country 
took  a  deep  interest.  Ho  believed  that 
the  Amendment  was  necessary,  because 
all  the  proposals  of  the  Government 
were  nothing  else  than  attempts  on  the 
part  of  a  tyrannical  Minister  to  crush  the 
Tory  minority ;  and  he  should  say,  there- 
fore, let  those  who  want  dirty  work  to 
bo  done  do  it  themselves,  and  not  place 
it  in  the  hands  of  one  in  so  high  a  posi- 
tion as  the  Speaker  of  the  House.  He 
must  appeal  to  the  House  not  to  throw 
on  the  speaker  a  duty  which,  in  his 
opinion,  belonged  to  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown.  The  Amendment  was  in  the 
direction  of  decency,  for  the  alter- 
native was  the  dictation  of  a  howling 
mob. 

Mr.  BERESFORD   HOPE    desired, 
in  a  few  words,  to  say  why  he  could  not 
vote  for  the  Amendment  of   the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets.     He 
desired  to  look  upon  the  question  not 
merely  in  its  immediate  effect  upon  the 
House,  but  as  affecting  its  future  posi- 
tion in  relation  to  the  country  and  its 
effect  upon  public   feeling  and  public 
morality.     His  objection  to  the  Resolu- 
tion of  the  Prime  Minister  was  height- 
ened by  the  Amendment  of  the   hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  for  its 
effect  would  be  to  make  the  cldture  more 
objectionable  than   it  was   at  present. 
How  would   the  creation   of  tne   new 
power  contained  in    the   cI6tu>e   affect 
that  enlightened  public  opinion  which 
ultimately  decided  every  question  in  this 
country,  and  chry stall ized  it  into  what  was 
known  as  Constitutional  principles  ?    It 
was  never  to   be  forgotten  that  what 
were     called    Constitutional    principles 
in  all  countries,  and  especially  in  pro- 
gressive   countries,    were    the   gradual 
growth  and  outcome  of  public  opinion 
and  public  morality.     The  Amendment 
would  in  a  very  marked  way  increase 
the    power    of    the    Minister    of    the 
Crown,  and,  indeed,  give  him   a  new 
power.     The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton),  with  that 
generous  appreciation  of  human  nature 
which  always  characterized  him,  believed 
that  a  Minister    of  the   Crown   would 
never  be  found  to  take  an  unfair  advan- 
tage of  the  power  with  which  this  Amend- 
ment would  endow  him  ;  but  he  seemed 
to    forget   how    conventional   was    the 
popular  estimate  of  minor  morals,  so 
that  what  was  now  regarded  as  unfair 
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might  gradually  be  evolved  into  a  new 
Constitutional  principle,  and  that  what 
'would  now  be    stigmatized    as  unfair 
and  immoral  might,  under  the  stimu- 
lus of  the  new  Procedure,  come  to  be 
regarded  in  another  century  as  legiti- 
mate policy  and   wise  strategy.     One 
thing  was  certain — it  gave  to  Ministers 
of  the  Crown  a  legal  right  to  obstruct 
debate;  and  all  that  could  be  said  of 
that  new  privilege,  if  this  Resolution 
were  ag^ed  to,  would  be  that  Parlia- 
ment had  given  to  Ministers  the  power. 
Then  there  would  at  once  be  introduced 
that  system   of  government  from  the 
official  Benches  which  was  the   great 
danger    of    Constitutional    government 
elsewhere.     The  Office  of  Prime  Mi- 
nister would  be  strengthened  by  a  per^ 
fectly  novel  attribute.     It  might  be  said 
that  there  was  the  same  danger  from  the 
Speaker  obtaining  the  attribute.    He  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  such  danger,  and, 
with  all  his  respect  for  the  Speaker  and 
for  his  impartiality,  he  did  not  wish  to  see 
him  endowed  with  that  new  power.  He, 
however,   saw  far  less  risk  of  danger 
from  the  exercise  of  such  power  by  the 
Speaker  than   by  the  Prime  Minister. 
He  could  well  conceive  the  case  of  an 
interesting  debate  on  a  private  Mem- 
ber's Motion  or  Bill  running  great  risk 
of  closure,  from  the  desire  of  a  Minister 
to  promote  Government,  at  the  cost  of 
Private — in  its  popular  sense — Business, 
and  to  bring  forward  his  own  projects; 
while  the  Speaker  would  more  naturally 
be  of  opinion  that  the  special  private 
Members'  Business  was   more  for  the 
public  good  than  the  proximate  proposals 
of  the  Government.    It  must  be  recol- 
lected that  a  Minister  owed  a  duty  to 
more  than  one — in  the  first  place,  he 
owed  a  duty  to  his  Sovereign ;  in  the 
second  place,  to  his  country  ;  and,  in  the 
third  and  most  important  place,  to  his 
Party ;  and,  therefore,  he  could  never 
pretend    to    exercise    the    impartiality 
with  which  the  Speaker  would  be  en- 
dowed. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN  said,  he  had 
only  one  remark  to  make,  and  that  was 
induced  by  the  observation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Otun- 
bridge  University,  who  had  just  sat 
down.  He  quite  agreed  with  him  that 
the  entire  drift  of  modem  legislation  and 
the  animating  object  of  the  Rule  before 
the  House  was  to  establish  government 
by  Cabinet,  instead  of  government  by 
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Parliament.     It  was  also  to  convert  Par- 
liament into  a  Caucus.     No  one  could 
liave  listened  to  the  speeches  that  had 
been  made  in  favour  of  the  cl6tur$  and 
the  spirit  that  characterized  its  advocacy, 
^witliout  becoming  sensible  that  such  was 
tbe   end  to  which  they  were  drifting. 
Tliey  were  Americanizing,  in  the  worst 
sense,  British  institutions.    Ifc  was  be- 
cause such  was  the  direction  in  which 
events  were  tending  that  he  had  been 
led.    to  support  the  Amendment  of  his 
Kon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Tower 
Samlets  (Mr.  Bryce).     The  Amendment 
iv^as  not  entirely  to  his  satisfaction  ;  but 
in  the  circumstances  in  which  they  were 
placed  it  was  the  best  that  could  be  done. 
Xt   vas  certainly,  in  a  literal  sense,  an 
amendment  upon  the  Kule.     There  were 
two  Parliamentary  axioms  which  they 
liad  heretofore  all  assented  to — the  re- 
sponsibility of  Ministers  and  the  impar- 
tiality of  the  Speaker.     The  Bule,  as  it 
stood,   would  destroy  both.      Let    the 
House  consider  how   the  cldture  would 
liave  to  be  put  in  operation,  and  the 
part  the  Speaker  would  have  to  take  in 
enforcing  it.     Suppose  they  were  en- 
gaged in  a  discussion  on  any  question 
that  excited  partizan  warmth  or  social 
animosity.  Take,  for  example,  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Permissive  Bill.    There  were 
a   large  number  of  Members  who  be- 
lieved that  all  that  could  be  said  either 
for  or  against  the  measure  had  been  said. 
Anyway,  they  did  not  wish  to  hear  any 
more  in  respect  to  it.     And  if  a  debate 
on  the  subject  was  initiated  under  the 
eldiure,  it  would  be  quite  possible — or, 
rather,  he  would  say,  it  would  be  very 
probable — that  its  opponents  would  cla- 
mour for  its  close  before  it  had  fairly 
started.    The  Speaker  would  be  com- 
pelled to  yield  to  the  clamour.     ['*  No, 
no!"]      Hon.   Gentlemen    said    "No, 
no ! "  but  he  said  **  Yes,  yes !  "    There 
was  no  other  means,  according  to  the 
Hule,  of  getting  at  the  evident  sense  of 
the  House  except  by  clamour.  Members 
who  wished  to  make  their  desires  known 
would  have  to  shout,  and  the  Speaker 
would  have  to  yield  to  their  shouting. 
Suppose  that  the  Speaker  had  closed  a 
discussion  on  the  Permissive  Bill,  what 
would  be  the  consequence  ?    His  name, 
his  character,  his  position  would  become 
a  subject  of  popular  contention.    Let 
them  imagine  the  outburst  of  indifl;na- 
tion  that  would  greet  the  mention  of  the 
Speaker's  name  in  the  Free  Trade  Hall 


in  Manchester  at  the  annual  meeting  of 
the  United  Kingdom  Alliance  if  he  had 
stopped  a  debate  on  Local  Option.  Those 
who  knew  the  kind  of  meetings  that 
were  accustomed  to  gather  there — their 
enthusiasm  and  earnestness — could  easily 
picture  to  themselves  the  sort  of  language 
that  would  be  used  against  the  highest 
Officer  in  that  House  if  he  had  been  the 
instrument  of  depriving  the  temperance 
advocates  of  a  hearing.   But  they  might 
take  another  case.  What  would  the  Non- 
conformists say  if  a  Disestablishment 
discussion  was  closed  by  the  clamour  of 
the  Gloturists  who  forced  the  Speaker  to 
act  at  their  instigation  ?  And  such  things 
would  certainly  occur — as  certainly  as 
anything  contingent  could  be  certain. 
The  Speakership  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons— whatever  it  had  been  in  the  dis- 
tant past — had  been  in  the  immediate 
past  above  debate.    The  character  of  the 
distinguished  men  who  had  held  the 
Office  had  been  so  far  above  suspicion 
that  no  one  had  questioned  the  course 
they  had  pursued.    They  had  made  mis- 
takes, because  they  were  human;  but 
their    general    impartiality  had  never 
been  called  in  question.     If,  however, 
the  Bule  passed  in  the  form  in  which  it 
now  stood,  the  conduct  of  the  Speaker 
would  be  a  point  over  which   Parties 
would  squabble  as  they  now  squabbled 
over  the  character  of   Ministries  and 
Party  Leaders.     If  they   allowed  the 
Speaker  to  be  attacked,  they  must  allow 
him  to  defend  himself;  and  if  the  Speaker 
was  to  be  forced  upon  the  stump  in  de- 
fence of  his  position,  his  judicial  attri- 
butes would  be  destroyed.   No  one  could 
seriously  contemplate  the  possibility  of 
such  a  consequence  with  satisfaction  or 
equanimity.     The  majority  was  not  only 
evidently  bent  on  recasting  the  arrange- 
ments of  the  House,  but  breaking  in 
upon  its  cherished  traditions.     He  was 
desirous,  whatever  else  might  befal,  that 
the  Speakership  should  be  rescued  from 
the  wreck  they  were  so  busily  making. 
Hon.  Members  in  that  part  of  the  House 
either  did  not  or  would  not  see  the  end 
of  the  policy  they  were  supporting.  They 
imagined  that  the  House  of  Commons 
was  created  for  the  purpose  of  making 
Laws  and  passing  Estimates — the  Laws  to 
be  proposed  and  the  Estimates  to  be  pre- 
pared by  the  Government.     They  would 
turn  Parliament  into  a  legislative  spin- 
ning mill,  where  statutes  could  be  spun 
as  they  spun  yarns — by  the  yard.  Such, 
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however,  was  not  his  conception  of  Par- 
liament. He  regarded  it  as  a  Tribunal 
before  which  popular  grievances  could 
be  redressed,  where  great  political  prin- 
ciples could  be  propounded,  and  the  in- 
terests of  their  vast  and  varied  Empire 
defended.  But  in  the  estimation  of  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  grievances  were  but 
nuisances,  and  principles  the  playthings 
of  philosophers  and  patriots.  Philo- 
sophers were  dreamers  to  be  shunned, 
and  patriots  enthusiasts  to  be  distrusted. 
This,  he  regretted  to  say,  was  the  mode 
of  thought  of  too  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  that  side  ;  but  it  was  not  the  mode  of 
thought  which  was  once  prevalent  there. 
Although  he  knew  it  was  in  vain,  he 
would  stand  up  on  every  occasion  to  main- 
tain the  Constitutional  principles  under 
which  their  country  had  prospered  and 
Parliament  had  won  its  renown. 

Mr.  W.  fowler  said,  he  felt  bound 
to  vote  against  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  ^[ember  for  the  Tower  Ilamlets 
on  the  ground  that  in  his  opinion  the 
Speaker  should  possess  tlie  power  of 
deciding  when  a  subject  had  been  suffi- 
ciently discussed.  The  Amendment,  how- 
ever, required  that  after  the  Speaker  had 
decided  that  a  Motion  had  been  ade- 
quately discussed,  someone  else  was  to 
come  in,  without  whose  aid  the  opinion 
of  the  Speaker  could  not  be  carried  out. 
That  would  very  much  diminish  the 
power  and  the  responsibility  whicli 
should  rest  with  the  Speaker,  and  with 
no  one  else.  It  was  clear,  from  the  dif- 
ference of  opinion  which  prevailed  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  that  it 
was  injudicious  to  go  beyond  the  simple 
proposition  of  the  Government.  It  had 
been  said  that  this  Resolution  would  tend 
to  render  the  action  of  the  Speaker  liable 
to  be  influenced  by  political  feelings ; 
but  he  did  not  think  that  there  was  any 
Buch  danger  to  be  apprehended.  He 
was  surprised  to  hear  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men contend  that  to  leave  this  power  in 
the  hands  of  the  Speaker  would  tend  to 
stop  free  discussion.  If  he  thought  that 
it  would  have  such  a  tendency,  he  should 
vote  against  it,  and  should  do  all  he 
could  to  prevent  its  passing.  But  he  did 
not  think  so,  and  therefore  he  should 
vote  for  it.  The  object  of  the  Resolu- 
tion was  not  to  stop  free  discussion,  but 
merely  to  close  the  debate  when  the 
Speaker  was  of  opinion  that  it  had  pro- 
ceeded far  enoufi^h.  He  believed  that 
its  tendency  would  be  to  increase  free 
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discussion,  inasmuch  as  it  woold  save 
the  time  of  the  House. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNEBS  rose  to 
Order.  Was  the  hon.  Member  at  liberty 
to  discuss  the  whole  scope  of  the  Heso- 
lution  on  the  Amendment  before  the 
House  ? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  see  the  necessity  for  con- 
fining his  observations  to  the  question  of 
the  Amendment  before  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  fowler,  continuing,  said, 
he  had  made  these  observations  in  answer 
to  the  remarks  of  hon.  Members  who 
had  preceded  him  on  the  other  side. 
He  would,  however,  remind  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  his  own  side  of  the  House  that 
agreeing  to  the  Amendment  would  very 
much  increase  the  difficulty  of  carrying 
the  dd'ure  by  a  bare  majority,  for  it 
would  be  argued  that  if  once  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  or  a  private  Member  were 
to  co-operate  in  imposing  the  cidlure,  the 
danger  of  a  bare  majority  would  be 
greatly  increased.  He  had  no  fear  that 
any  future  Speaker  would  become  a  mere 
political  partizan,  because  he  thought 
that  the  Speakers  of  the  future  would  be 
very  much  like  those  of  the  past.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  they  would  abide  by 
the  Resolution  as  it  stood  and  reject  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  DALY  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  arguments  of  hon.  Members 
upon  this  Amendment  were  based  upon 
their  estimate  of  the  present  occupant  of 
the  Chair  and  its  past  traditions  ;  but  he 
believed  that  the  Speakers  of  the  future 
under  the  cidture  would  be  very  different 
from  those  who  had  gone  before.  Let 
them  look  at  how  the  Speaker  was 
elected.  He  was  elected  by  the  majority 
of  that  House — that  was  to  say,  by  a 
majority  of  men  who  happened  to  be  in 
power.  The  cidture  was  a  temptation 
that  had  never  yet  been  applied  to  the 
Chair,  and  there  was  no  pretence  for 
saying  that  any  future  occupants  of 
the  Chair  would  bo  other  than  human, 
and  subject  to  human  influences ;  and 
there  was  no  more  certain  thing  than 
that  a  despotic  power  once  placed  in  the 
possession  of  one  who  would  be  likely 
to  abuse  it,  it  would  be  abused.  On  a 
Government  coming  into  power  their 
first  duty  would  bo  to  select  a  man  for 
the  position  of  Speaker  with  the  most 
intimate  knowledge  of  the  Forms  of  the 
House,  and  a  man  of  calm  judgment; 
but  would  he  be  selected  apart  altogether 
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from  political  considerations  ?  He  should 
Tote  for  the  Amendment  hecause  he  be- 
lieved that  eldiure  was  but  another  name 
for  the  despotism  of  a  majority,  and 
that  despotism  might  be  wielded  some- 
times bj  a  man  whom,  however  eminent, 
he  should  not  like  to  see  intrusted  with 
the  liberties  of  the  country — he  meant 
the  present  Prime  Minister.  He  held 
that  future  Speakers  would  be  a  very 
dogmatic  class,  indeed,  compared  with 
the  Speakers  of  the  past.  After  the 
Session  had  concluded  a  partizan 
Speaker  might  retire  on  some  reward 
or  be  promoted  to  the  Upper  House ; 
but  the  Prime  Minister  had  still  to  face 
public  opinion,  and  could  not  refuse  any 
minority  an  opportunity  of  expressing 
their  views  fairly  in  the  House.  Hence 
the  importance  of  putting  on  his 
shoulders  some  part  of  the  duty  of  taking 
the  initiative.  Eadical  Members  below 
the  Oangway  were  enamoured  of  the 
eiolure,  because  they  believed  it  would 
be  used  to  crush  the  Irish  Members ;  but 
it  was  quite  probable  that  at  a  time  not 
far  distant  it  might  be  directed  against 
themselves,  and  a  Minister  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  would  ram  his  measures 
down  their  throats.  Indeed,  it  was  a 
question  whether  they  were  not  now,  in 
the  words  of  an  Irish  proverb, ''  Cutting 
a  stick  to  beat  their  own  backs." 

Mr.  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  he 
thought  that  the  hostility  which  hon. 
Members  evinced  towards  the  Amend- 
ment arose  from  a  misapprehension  as  to 
what  the  Bule  meant  as  it  stood,  and 
what  it  would  mean  if  the  Amendment 
should  pass.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cambri<^e  (Mr.  W.  Fowler)  could  not 
hare  read  the  Besolution  when  he  spoke 
against  the  Amendment.  The  proposal 
of  the  Ooyemment  was  that  the  Speaker 
should  make  up  his  mind — first,  that  the 
subject  had  been  adequately  discussed, 
and  then  that  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House  required  a  division ;  next,  he 
was  to  inform  the  House  that  he  had 
come  to  that  conclusion,  and  then  a 
Motion  was  to  be  made  that  the  Question 
be  put.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge could  not  have  remembered  that 
the  Keeolntion  as  it  stood  required  that 
MODie  Motion  should  be  made.  The  hon. 
Member  spoke  as  if  the  Amendment 
would  extinguish  the  authority  of  the 
l^eaker  or  Chairman  of  Committees  in 
the  matter.  But  the  House  had  already 
iedded  thai  the  Speaker  or  the  Chair- 


man of  Committees  should,  before  any- 
thing was  done,  make  up  his  mind  that 
there  had  been  adequate  discussion,  and 
that  the  evident  sense  of  the  House 
wished  the  debate  to  be  closed.  The 
question  was  what  was  the  best  way  to 
impose  the  cldture,  and,  in  his  opinion, 
the  Amendment  superadded  an  im- 
portant guarantee  to  the  authority  of  the 
Speaker— namely,  the  responsibility  of 
the  Minister  of  the  Crown.  They  had 
been  told  that  if  the  Minister  made  an 
improper  use  of  this  weapon  there  would 
be  an  appeal  to  the  constituencies.  He 
was  anxious  that  the  appeal  should  be  a 
direct  one.  With  the  Besolution  as  it 
stood  all  the  Minister  would  have  to  say 
was  that  it  was  the  Speaker  who  had 
brought  the  cldture  into  operation,  and 
he  only  acted  upon  the  Speaker's  autho- 
rity. He  himself  would  vote  against 
the  cldture  in  every  form,  because  he 
was  hostile  to  it.  The  Government  hoped 
by  the  cldture  to  establish  a  sort  of  Badi- 
cal  septenniat,  and  they  hoped  by  it  to 
pass  measures  which  they  otherwise 
would  not  be  able  to  do  ;  but  if  the 
cldture  were  to  be  adopted,  he  would 
support  any  Amendment  which  would 
tend  to  place  it  in  the  most  straightfor- 
ward way  before  the  House. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  could 
not  support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  and 
his  chief  reason  was  that  in  the  opera- 
tion of  this  Bule  to  which  they  were 
driven,  their  object  ought  to  be  to  make 
it  in  its  operation  as  much  as  possible 
the  action  of  the  House,  and  not  of  any 
Party.  He  therefore  greatly  preferred 
that  the  initiative  should  rest  with  the 
Speaker,  as  the  guardian  of  freedom  of 
discussion  and  of  the  Privileges  of  the 
House;  while  it  would  rest  with  the 
House  whether  they  would  support  his 
decision  or  not.  He  had  pne  or  two 
other  objections  to  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Bryce).  He  thought  it  a  some- 
what clumsy  arrangement.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  said  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridge  could  hardly  have  read  the 
Besolution.  But  the  Besolution  ran  to 
the  effect  that  when  the  Speaker  thought 
the  subject  had  been  adequately  dis- 
cussed he  might  inform  the  House  that 
such  was  his  opinion.  The  Speaker  or 
Chairman  would  first  tell  the  House  or 
the  Committee  the  opinion  that  he  had 
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arrived  at,  and  that  was  a  perfectly  in- 
telligible course  to  take.  The  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  might  have  an  impres- 
sion as  strong  as  possible  that  a  ques- 
tion was  adequately  discussed,  but,  ac- 
cording to  the  Amendment  now  before 
the  House,  unless  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  or  the  person  in  cliarge  of  a  Bill 
rose,  the  Speaker  would  not  be  able  to 
take  any  account  whatever  of  the  state 
of  the  discussion.  lie  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
did  not  think  tliat  the  Amendment  in 
this  respect  would  be  any  improvement, 
because  it  would  not  give  the  Speaker 
the  power  of  saying  what  his  opinion 
was  until  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  inter- 
fered. 

Mu.  BRYCE  said,  his  Amendment 
did  not  go  so  far  as  that. 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0K8TER  said,  he  had 
two  other  grounds  for  opposing  the 
Amendment.  He  tliought  it  really  would 
be  unfair  to  the  minority,  and  he  entirely 
agreed  witli  the  Prime  Minister  with 
what  he  had  said  on  that  point,  for 
it  would  put  it  in  the  power  of  the 
Leader  of  the  majority,  and  of  the 
majority  itself,  quite  independent  of 
any  action  of  the  Speaker,  to  insist 
upon  the  cl6lurf  upon  their  own 
responsibility.  That,  he  considered, 
would  be  an  unfair  and  an  unnecessary 
action  against  the  minority ;  but,  more 
than  that,  and  this  was  a  very  strong 
objection,  to  his  mind,  it  would  be  un- 
fair to  the  Speaker.  What  might  happen 
would  bo  tills — that  the  Minister  of  the 
Crown  would  not  be  informed  that  Mr. 
Speaker  had  come  to  the  conclusion  to 
stop  the  debate,  but  would  be  guessing 
that  the  Speaker  had  dime  so.  The 
Minister  would  act  upon  this  supposi- 
tion, which  might  or  might  not  bo  a 
mistake.  Then,  either  the  Speaker  ac- 
ceded to  the  ^lotion  or  he  did  not.  If 
he  did  not  accede  to  it,  it  was  a  very  dis- 
agreeable position  to  put  him  in,  for  the 
Speaker  would  then  be  in  antagonism 
to  the  Leader  of  the  Government  or  the 
Minister  who  had  moved  in  the  matter. 
If  the  Speaker  did  accede  to  the  Motion, 
then  he  (Mr.  W.  K.  Forster)  was  afraid 
that  the  minority  woukl  be  rather  free 
iu  their  remarks  upon  the  pressure  that 
had  been  brought  to  bear  upon  tlie 
Speaker. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  thought  that  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  wished  that  the  power  of 
oloaing  a  debate  should  be  the  action 
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of  the  House,  and  not  of  any  one  Party 
in  the  House,  he  miftrht  fairly  expect 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
support  the  Amendment  that  would  be 
brought  before  them  by  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson).  Any- 
one who  wished  that  the  cldture  Bhoold 
be  the  result  of  the  action  of  the  House 
should  be  careful  to  see  a  provision  in- 
serted in  the  Resolution  necessitating 
an  expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of 
a  large  proportion  of  the  House.  With 
regard  to  the  Amendment  before  them, 
he  should  vote  for  the  omission  of  the 
words  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce)  proposed 
should  be  omitted ;  but  in  their  stead 
he  should  move  the  insertion  of  words 
diflforing  much  in  meaning  from  thoee 
of  the  hon.  Member.  A  Minister  in 
cimrge  of  a  Bill  or  of  certain  EiStimatee 
was  never  a  person  inclined  to  view  with 
equanimity  the  exhaustive  discussion  of 
his  proposals,  however  legitimate  that 
discussion  might  be.  He  could  not 
imagine  a  less  impartial  authority  than 
a  Member  charged  with  the  advocacy 
of  one  side  of  a  question.  In  the  event 
of  the  omission  of  the  words  which  it 
was  proposed  to  leave  out,  he  should 
propose  other  words  which  would,  he 
tliought,  meet  the  merits  of  the  case. 

Mr.  DODSON  wished  to  point  out  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  ju«t 
sat  down  that  the  omission  of  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  with- 
out other  words  being  substituted,  would 
leave  the  Resolution  in  a  state  in  which 
it  would  have  no  meaning.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  he  would  moTe 
the  insertion  of  other  words ;  but  he 
had  not  told  the  House  what  those  other 
words  would  be.  Such  a  practice  was 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  Kules  of  the 
House,  and  he,  therefore,  hoped  the 
House  would  not  be  beguiled  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
thought  the  House  need  be  under  no 
apprehension  of  sinning  against  the 
spirit  of  its  Rules  by  acceding  to  the 
views  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J* 
Lowther).  He  was  glad,  however,  to 
observe  so  much  veneration  on  the  part 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
for  the  spirit  of  the  existing  Rules  of 
the  House,  and  he  hoped  they  would 
now  have  the  support  of  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  in  their  endeavours  so  to 
alter  the  New  Bules  as  to  bring  them 
more  into  harmony  with  those  already 
existing.  He  was  inclined  to  view  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
lite  with  fayour,  for,  if  it  were  adopted, 
the  steps  preceding  the  closure  of  a 
debate  would  gain  in  solemnity  and 
dignity.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bedford 
(Mr.  Whitbread)  was,  he  believed,  not 
justified  in  assuming,  as  he  had  done, 
that  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  would 
expose  himself  to  the  charge  of  having 
uiTited  the  Speaker  to  violate  his  pri- 
maiy  duty  and  close  the  debate  before 
being  himself  satisfied  that  the  proper 
time  for  closure  had  arrived.  Upon  the 
whole,  he  was  disposed  to  think  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets,  so  far  as  the  intro- 
duction of  a  Minister  was  concerned, 
would  afford  some  slight  additional 
check  or  safeguard  upon  the  Eesolution 
proposed  by  the  Government,  and,  there- 
fore, he  should  support  it. 

Mb.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  said,  that, 
having  had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
throwing  the  responsibility  for  cldture 
on  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  and  which 
was  ruled  out  of  Order  at  the  same  time 
as  that  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  he  should,  of  course,  vote 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce). 
On  the  Ist  of  May  there  was  a  division 
on  an  Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
to  the  same  effect,  which  Amendment 
he  supported,  as  also  did  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench,  including  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Cambridge  Uni- 
Tersity  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope).  From 
the  remarks  which  had  just  fallen  from 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  he 
feared  he  had  changed  his  mind,  and 
was  now  going  to  vote  against  this 
Amendment,  and  he  hoped  that  other 
right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  not  now  vote  against  that  which 
they  had  already  voted  for  on  the  1st 
of  May.  In  his  opinion,  it  was  desirable 
that  the  onus  in  using  the  cldture  should 
be  upon  a  Minister  responsible  to  the 
eonntry,  and  not  upon  the  Speaker,  who 
WIS  only  responsible  to  the  House. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  intended 
to  vote  for  the  omission  of  the  words 
poposed,  and  be  would  also  support  the 


Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce)  so  far 
as  it  endeavoured  to  throw  the  responsi- 
bility upon  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
But  he  had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
proposing  to  exclude  ordinary  Members 
from  asking  for  the  cl6ture.  Such  a 
demand  by  a  private  Member  would  be 
unavailing,  unless  he  made  it  in  collu- 
sion with  the  Government,  who  might, 
in  order  to  avoid  the  odium  of  the 
cldture,  place  a  Ministerial  Bill  in  the 
hands  of  a  private  Member.  It  was 
unfortunate  that  the  Eules  of  the  House 
made  it  necessary  to  come  to  a  decision 
upon  this  Amendment  before  deciding 
the  important  question  of  whether  the 
initiative  should  be  left  to  the  Speaker. 
He  would  suggest  that  the  Government 
should  withdraw  the  Eesolution  in  order 
that  a  division  might  be  at  once  taken 
on  the  question  of  the  Speaker's  initi- 
ative. An  honourable  understanding 
could  then  be  arrived  at  that  the  debate 
should  be  resumed  at  that  exact  point. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  observed,  that 
this  Amendment  linked  together  the 
Chair  and  the  Leader  of  a  political 
Party.  In  his  opinion,  the  exercise  of 
the  cldture  should  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
Chair  as  a  judicial  matter,  to  be  used 
with  judicial  impartiality ;  and  he  ob- 
jected to  its  being  linked  with  the  poli- 
tical action  of  a  Minister. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  re- 
marked, that  he  had  turned  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  at  the  earlier 
part  of  the  Session,  which  ho  was 
ashamed  to  say  he  had  forgotten,  and 
he  saw  that  on  the  1st  of  May  an 
Amendment  was  proposed  upon  this 
Resolution  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell),  and  an 
Amendment  had  also  been  proposed  by 
his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex (Lord  George  Hamilton),  and  a 
division  was  taken,  with  the  result  that 
the  proposal  was  defeated.  But  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  whole  of  this 
question  had  been  already  decided  by 
the  House,  and  he  did  not  know  that  it 
was  in  Order  that  they  should  discuss  it 
over  again.  He  would  certainly  not 
have  allowed  the  debate  to  proceed  in 
this  way  if  he  had  been  aware  that  this 
had  taken  place ;  and  he  now  ventured 
to  submit  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
Motion  and  Amendment  which  had  been 
voted  upon  on  the  1st  of  May,  it  was  in 
Order  to  put  this  Amendment  ? 

ITenth  Night.'] 
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Mr.  speaker  :  The  question  raiBed 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  has  not  escaped  my  atten- 
tion. When  my  attention  was  drawn  to 
the  terms  of  this  Amendment,  it  struck 
me  at  first  that  it  raised  the  same  ques- 
tion as  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  ;  but  the  House  will  observe 
that  the  Amendment  now  before  the 
House  proposes  to  give  the  initiative 
not  only  at  the  request  of  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown,  but  also  at  that  of  any  Mem- 
ber in  charge  of  a  Motion  or  Amend- 
ment under  discussion,  and  of  any 
Amendment  thereto.  It  proposes  to  en- 
large the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dungarvan,  and,  therefore,  I 
thought  it  right  to  allow  it  to  be  brought 
before  the  Hoiise. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  I  made 
that  very  Motion  to  add  the  words  to 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan,  and  it  was  rejected  by  the 
House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  words  were 
withdrawn,  and  the  vote  of  the  House 
was  not  taken. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  152  ;  Noes 
100  :  Majority  52.— (Div.  List,  No.  353.) 

Mr.  HINDE  PALMER,  in  rising  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment  to  the  1st  Reso- 
lution, to  insert,  in  line  4,  after  **  if," 
the  words 

"  Such  information  of  i^Ir.  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  shall  be  confirmod  by  not  less  than 
twenty  Members  rising  in  their  places  and," 

said,  that  its  object  was  that  when  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  considered  that 
the  subject  of  debate  had  been  ade- 
quately discussed,  and  that  it  was  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House  that  the 
Question  should  be  now  put,  the  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  should  be  immediately 
fortified  by  the  action  of  the  House  itself 
— that  was,  by  at  least  20  Members  of  the 
House.  That  met  the  objection  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  who  had  said  that  the 
effect  of  the  last  Amendment  would 
bo  to  hamper  the  Speaker ;  but  the 
present  Amendment  not  only  did  not 
hamper  the  Speaker,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, fortified,  and  very  considerably 
relieved  him  of  a  certain  portion  of  his 
responsibility,  because,  whenever  he  saw 
what  was  the  evident  sense  of  the  House, 
he  would  be  immediately  strengthened 
by  at  least  20  Members  rising  to  sanc- 
tion that  view.     His  Amendment  said, 


"  not  less  than  twenty  Members; "  but 
there  was  a  Resolution  lower  down  on 
the  Paper  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cbeat 
Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage),  which  proposed 
that  the  sense  of  the  House  should  be 
taken  by  not  less  than  40  Members.  Of 
course,  he  (Mr.  Hinde  Palmer)  was  not 
wedded  to  any  particular  number ;  but 
he  felt  strongly  convinced  that  it  would 
be  a  satisfaction  to  the  Speaker  and  to 
the  Chairman  and  protection  to  the 
House,  that  the  House  itself  should  take 
an  active  part  in  the  initiation  of  the 
cloture y  nor  would  that  in  any  way  de- 
tract from  the  dignity  of  the  Speaker  or 
of  the  Chairman.  In  every  foreign  conn- 
try  where  the  cMtnre  was  adopted,  the 
initiative  invariably  proceeded  from  the 
House  itself.  That  supported  his  view 
as  to  the  desirability  of  Members  of  the 
House  themselves  taking  part  in  the 
initiation  of  the  oldfure.  In  Belgium  12 
Members  were  required  to  put  the  cldture 
machinery  in  motion.  In  France  five 
were  sufficient ;  but,  generally  speaking, 
their  requests  were  to  be  handed  in  in 
writing.  In  Germany  the  request  in 
writing  of  30  Members  was  also  neces- 
sary. He  did  not  wish  to  substitute  the 
action  of  Members  of  the  House  for  the 
Speaker,  but  to  show  the  House  that  it 
was  the  practice  in  other  countries,  where 
the  cldture  had  prevailed,  that  Members 
of  the  House  should  themselves  take  an 
active  part  in  any  proceeding  under 
which  the  cloture  was  to  be  applied. 
These  Resolutions  would  affect  the  con- 
duct, and  perhaps  the  character,  of  the 
House  for  generations,  and  it  was  the 
duty  of  all  Members  to  make  them  as 
perfect  as  possible.  His  Amendment 
would,  he  thought,  be  a  most  beneficial 
addition  to  the  proposed  Rule,  and, 
therefore,  he  now  oeggod  to  move  it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  4,  after  the  word  "  if,"  to  insert  the 
words  **  Buch  information  of  Mr.  Speaker  or 
the  Chairman  shall  be  confirmed  by  not  less  thin 
twenty  Members  rising  in  their  places  and."— 
[Mr,  Hinde  Palnier.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Lincoln  (Mr.  Hinde  Palmer)  in  two  of 
hia  propositions.  He  concurred  in  the 
view  that  it  was  the  duty,  in  a  rather 
special  manner,  of  hon.  Members  to 
assist  in  bringing  these  Resolutions  for 
the  conduct  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
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tion  of  the  Amendment  was  also  liable 
to  this  inconvenience.  The  20  Members 
might,  unfortunately,  through  accident, 
present  some  appearance  of  a  section; 
they  might  be  Gentlemen  who  had  re- 
cently come  into  the  House,  or  they 
might  be  Gentlemen  known  to  be  con- 
neoted  with  some  particular  view  de- 
scribed under  the  familiar  term  of 
**  crotchet."  In  fact,  tjie  House  was 
susceptible  of  division  into  so  many  sec- 
tions, according  to  the  different  views  en- 
tertained, that  it  was  impossible  almost  to 
say  in  what  strange  company  the  Speaker 
might  not  find  himself,  and  there  would 
be  a  presumption  that  there  was  a  latent 
sympathy  between  the  Speaker  and 
those  20  Members.  Being  desirous, 
therefore,  of  keeping  the  Speaker  out 
of  those  relationships  with  a  limited 
body  of  men,  and  thinking,  on  the 
whole,  that  the  plan  of  mixing  the  two 
proceedings  would  not  improve  the  Ee- 
solution,  he  hoped  that  the  Amendment 
would  not  be  pressed. 

SiE  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE  said, 
that,  of  course,  a  good  deal  might  be 
said  against  mixing  the  two  kinds  of 
Procedure;  but,  in  point  of  fact,  the 
two  had  been  mixed  already  in  the  Reso- 
lution as  it  stood  upon  the  Paper ;  be- 
cause there  was  first  the  action  of  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman,  who  had  to  inform 
the  House  that  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  House'was  prepared  to  come  to  a  con- 
elusion,  and  then  they  had  the  action  of 
some  other  person  who  was  to  get  up 
and  make  a  Motion.  The  only  question, 
therefore,  raised  by  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Hinde  Palmer)  was  whether  it 
would  not  be  better  and  more  convenient, 
and  whether  it  would  not  strengthen  the 
position  of  the  Chair  itself,  if  there  were 
some  further  action  on  the  part  of  the 
House  to  show  what  the  real  feeling  of 
Members  was.  Now,  he  must  once  for 
all  enter  his  protest  against  the  way  in 
which,  while  considering  all  these  ques- 
tions, almost  everyone  described  the  re- 
sponsibility of  exercising  that  power  as 
one  which  rested  with  Mr.  Speaker, 
making  no  mention  whatever  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.  It  had 
been  decided  that  what  was  laid  down 
for  the  Speaker  was  laid  down  also  for 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means. 
They  must  remember  that  the  mode  of 
testing  the  strength  of  a  chain  was  by 
taking  the  strength  of  its  weaker  link ; 


[ouse  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion  by 
making  suggestions  which  they  deemed 
-worthy  of  consideration.  He  also  shared 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  that  the  Amendment  was  per- 
fectly distinct  from  the  one  with  which 
they  had  previously  been  dealing,  and 
that  it  was  not  open  to  the  same  class 
of  objection,  nor  did  it  introduce  into 
the  Resolution  the  same  amount  of 
change,  because  the  previous  Amend- 
ment entirely  shifted  the  responsible 
initiative  of  the  Chair  to  the  Minister  of 
the  Grown,  or  to  the  Member  in  charge 
of  the  Motion ;  but  he  feared  he  could 
not  carry  his  agreement  with  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  any  further.  It  was 
true,  as  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  said,  that,  in  various  foreign  Assem- 
blies where  a  closing  power  existed,  the 
action  of  a  'portion  of  the  Assembly 
itself  was  called  in  to  put  the  closing 
power  into  motion  ;  but  he  thought  that 
both  the  Government  who  had  framed 
these  Resolutions  and  those  who  had 
framed  Resolutions  for  regelating  pro- 
ceedings abroad  were  agreed  in  one 
thing — namely,  the  choice  as  to  initi- 
ative really  lay  between  the  President 
and  some  portion  or  fraction  of  the  As- 
sembly. The  example  of  foreign  As- 
semblies did  not,  however,  support  the 
Mover  of  this  Amendment  in  mixing  the 
two  methods — namely,  the  method  in 
which  the  Speaker  made  himself  respon- 
sible for  the  exercise  of  the  initiative, 
and  the  method  requiring  a  certain  pro- 
portion of  Members  to  support  him. 
f*or  his  own  part,  he  did  not  see  that  the 
Speaker  would  in  any  way  be  strength- 
ened by  the  support  of  these  20  Members 
rising  in  their  places.  The  Speaker  was 
necessarily  a  person  accustomed  to  watch 
the  House  almost  more  than  any  other 
person  within  its  walls,  and  had  probably 
more  than  any  other  person  the  faculty  of 
appreciating  the  currents  of  Party  feel- 
ing in  the  House  from  time  to  time ; 
and  it  was  hardly  conceivable  that  a  case 
oould  eocur  in  which  he  Could  not  find 
20  Members  to  support  him  when  he 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  a  subject 
had  been  sufficiently  debated,  and  that 
the  **  evident  sense  of  the  House  "  was 
in  favour  of  putting  the  Question.  If 
that  were  so,  it  followed  that  the  rising 
of  the  20  Members  would  not  in  any 
degree  add  strength  to  the  proceeding 
of  the  Speaker,  whose  judgment  would 
stand  upon  its  own  merits.    The  adop- 


ITenth  Nt^ht.'] 


4\5  Parmment'--Bunne8soflhe      {COMMONS)        Eouu—The  New  Ryie%.    416 


and  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
must  necessarily  be  regarded,  without 
disrespect,  as  the  weaker  link  in  the 
chain.  Nor  was  it  a  fair  way  of  con- 
ducting the  argument  to  rest  so  much 
upon  the  high  character  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
when  they  were  told  over  and  over  again 
that  it  was  in  the  case  of  Committees 
that  that  action  would  be  most  frequently 
had  recourse  to.  Let  them  consider  what 
was  the  position  of  the  Chairman  who 
took  the  Chair  on  going  into  Committee 
on  a  Bill  for  the  second  reading  of  which 
he  had  probably  voted.  He  had  a  recog- 
nized and  known  opinion  on  the  merits 
of  the  question  or  Bill  on  which  he  would 
vote  or  had  voted  already  ;  whereas  the 
Speaker  was  supposed  to  have  no  decided 
or  recognized  opinion,  and  was  consi- 
dered as  impartial.  The  Chairman  was, 
therefore,  exposed  more  than  the  Speaker 
could  be  to  a  groat  deal  of  inconvenience 
in  the  conduct  of  Business,  oven  from 
having  his  place  at  the  Table  instead  of 
in  the  Chair  ;  and  also  from  the  greater 
freedom  of  Committee.  Therefore,  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  if  the  Chair- 
man were  to  got  up  and  say  it  appeared 
to  him  to  be  the  '*  evident  6ense  of  the 
House  "  that  the  time  had  come  when 
the  debate  might  close,  it  would  be  a 
very  great  support  to  him  to  know  that 
he  would  not  be  alone  in  taking  that 
view,  nor  taking  it  entirely  on  himself, 
but  that  he  was  to  be  supported  by  not 
an  inconsiderable  number  of  Members 
who  would  maintain  his  judgment. 
Without  saying  that  the  question  was 
one  of  first-rate  importance,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  Amendment  was  an  im- 
provement, and  deserved  not  only  the 
consideration,  but  the  acceptance  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT  said, 
he  thought,  in  spite  of  the  objections 
taken  to  it  by  the  Prime  Minister,  that 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Hinde  Palmer) 
was  one  of  considerable  value.  With 
regard  to  the  interpretation  of  the  **  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House,"  the  proposal 
was  of  great  advantage.  Under  the 
cldture  Rule,  as  proposed  by  the  1st  Re- 
solution, the  '*  evident  sense  of  the 
House,"  or  rather,  the  process  of  its 
manufacture,  would  soon  become  a 
fine  art.  When  the  Government  were 
hard  pressed,  and  anxious  to  close  a 
debate,  the  Whips  would  organize 
«the  evident  sense  of  the  House,"  on  a 
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plan  similar  to  that  already  adopted  by 
hon.  Members  opposite.    Hon.  Members 
anxious  to  earn  distinction  by  shouting 
would  be  found  ready  to  distribute  them- 
selves in  a  judicious  and  artful  mannor 
throughout  the  various  Benches,  and  the 
Speaker  might  well  find  himself  deceived 
by  their  clamour,  and  imagine  they  re- 
presented a  larger  section  of  the  Honse 
than  they  did.  Indeed,  they  had  already 
witnessed  attempts  to  close  debates  by 
an  informal  cldture  when  hon.  Memben 
opposite  did  not  happen  to  like  the  sub- 
ject before  the    House.      If,   hovever, 
those  who  clamoured  for  the  cloture  were 
compelled  on  each  occasion  to  stand  up 
and  exhibit  themselves  to  the  House,  it 
would  be  made  much  more  difficult  for 
a  small  body  to  impose  the  cldture  upon 
the  House.   The  argument  of  the  Prime 
Minister  against  mixing  the   two  me- 
thods did  not  appear    to    be   of   any 
great  weight.     Why  should  not  the  two 
methods   be  mixed,    if   a  better  result 
was    produced  ?    The   Prime  Minister 
proceeded  on  the  assumption  that  botb 
the  Speaker  and  the  Chairmen  of  Com- 
mittees were  infallible  ;  but  both  might 
be  deceived.     His  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bart- 
lett's)  own  impression  was,  that  had  the 
Rules  now  proposed  existed  on  the  night 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intro- 
duced his  Motion  censuring  the  conduct 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  so  important  was 
it  in  the  interests  of  the  Premier  to  stifle 
criticism,  and  such  was  the  impatieuceof 
his  Followers  that   the   debate  might 
have  been  prematurely  closed  the  same 
night.     He  had  very  little  doubt  that 
the  cldture,   as  passed   by  the   Govern- 
ment, would  deteriorate  the  high  Office 
of  Speaker ;  and  he    thought,  on  that 
account,  that  it  was  very  important  thit 
some  attempt  should  bo  made  to  relieve 
both  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
Chairman  of  as  much  responsibility  as 
possible.     If,  therefore,  he  was  in  Oraer, 
for  the  purpose  of   safeguarding  Uieir 
position  as  far  as  possible,  he  wonld 
propose  to  substitute  40  Members  for  the 
20  Members  provided  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  Amendment. 

Sm  HENRY  TYLER  seconded  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  twenty,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
word  **  forty,  "—(J/r.  Ashmead-BarileU,} 
— instead  thereof, 
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or  was  the  general  opinion  of  the  House 
supported  by  a  fairly  representative  body 
of  hon.  Members  on  both  sides.  The 
House  would,  therefore,  do  well  to 
accede  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Eye,  and  to  recollect  that  any 
such  request  as  the  closing  of  the 
debate  ought  to  be  openly  and  boldly 
supported  by  those  who  desired  it. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  said,  he 
was  afraid  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
^fember  for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J. 
Lowther),  in  consequence  of  his  absence 
in  the  earlier  part  of  the  evening,  had 
not  understood  what  portion  of  the 
Besolution  had  been  debated  on  by  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  this  proposal  would  assist  the 
Speaker;  but  if  he  would  take  the 
trouble  to  read  the  Resolution 


Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  twenty '  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  thought 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett),  to 
a  certain  extent,  met  one  of  the  objec- 
tions of  the  Prime  Minister,  who  laid 
stress  upon  the  fact  that  20  Members 
were  not  sufficient  for  the  purpose  con- 
templated. If  that  was  so,  it  surely 
could  hardly  be  considered  that  40  Mem- 
bers were  an  insignificant  portion  of  the 
House.  For  himself,  he  did  not  approve 
of  this  system  of  obtaining  the  decision 
of  the  House  by  the  informal  method  of 
Members  rising  in  their  places.  He  re- 
membered, some  12  years  ago,  how  Mr. 
BoQverie  proposed  that  no  division 
should  be  taken  unless  10  Members  rose 
in  their  places  to  support  the  call ;  and 
the  Prime  Minister  had,  with  some 
Tariation  as  to  number,  adopted  the 
substance  of  the  proposal  in  one  of  the 
present  Resolutions.  On  the  occasion  in 
question,  he  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  ventured 
to  object  to  the  proposal,  and  though 
then  a  very  young  Member,  by  drawing 
attention  to  the  serious  departure,  which 
was  involved  in  the  proposal,  from  the 
old  Constitutional  practice,  and  which 
view  was  endorsed  by  the  House,  had 
succeeded  in  defeating  Mr.  Bouverie's 
Motion,  which  was  ultimately  withdrawn, 
and  he  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  very  much  re- 
gretted that  any  occasion  had  arisen  to 
suggest  a  recurrence  to  any  such  plans, 
but  the  fact  was,  the  Prime  Minister  was 
afraid  to  let  it  be  known  who  it  was  who 
took  the  initiative.  He  (Mr.  J.  Lowther), 
however,  approved  of  the  plan  of  mak- 
ing those  who  professed  that  they  re- 
presented the  **  evident  sense  of  the 
House  ^'  stand  up  in  their  places,  in 
order  that  they  might  individually  be 
made  known  to  the  House  and  to  the 
public  out-of-doors  through  the  ordinary 
channels,  which  was  quite  a  different 
thing  from  interfering  with  the  right  of 
challenging  divisions.  If  the  House 
determined  that  the  freedom  of  speech 
should  be  brought  to  a  close,  the  least 
they  could  do  was  to  see  that  the  action 
of  the  Chair  was  supported  by  a  certain 
number  of  Members.  He  thought, 
also,  that  it  would  be  a  great  assistance 
to  the  Speaker,  who  would  be  able  to 
joiig'Q  whether  the  desire  to  close  the 
debate  came  merely  from  a  small  coterie, 

yOL.  C(3LXXIV.    [xniiiD  sebies.] 


Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  :  I  have  read  it. 

Sib  WIUJAM  HARCOURT:  If  he 
would  take  the  trouble  to  read  the  Reso- 
lution, he  would  find  that  it  could  have 
no  effect  upon  the  Speaker's  mind,  be- 
cause  he  had  already  determined,  as  far 
as  his  judgment  went,  before  he  made 
the  intimation  that  was  necessary  to  the 
House. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT :  No. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  Eye  had  better 
read  the  Resolution  too.  How  could 
the  Speaker,  who  had  already  decided 
in  his  own  mind  that  the  ''  evident  sense 
of  the  House  ''  was  in  favour  of  closing 
the  debate,  be  strengthened  in  his  view 
by  finding  that  so  insignificant  a  number 
as  20  Members  rose  in  their  places  to 
support  it  ?  He  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
would  esteem  it  a  very  small  compliment 
if,  when  in  his  Office,  he  took  any  decision, 
he  was  told  by  one  or  two  of  the  junior 
clerks  that,  upon  the  whole,  the  Home 
Secretary  was  not  very  far  wrong.  He 
could  imagine  nothing  less  dignified  for 
the  Speaker,  or  less  convenient  for  the 
House,  than  that  Members  should  stand 
up  in  their  places,  and  that  a  division 
should  thereupon  be  taken.  The  Amend- 
ment, as  it  seemed  to  him,  would  place 
the  Speaker  in  an  absurd  position,  if  it 
appeared  that,  in  the  division,  some  200 
or  300  Gentlemen  did  not  in  the  Lobby 
support  him,  and  thus  confirm  the  de- 
mand made  for  the  cldture  by  the  20  or 
40  Members  who  rose  in  their  places ; 
and,  in  any  case,  it  would  waste  the  time 
of  the  House.  The  real  test  was  the  divi- 
sion which  would  follow,   and  all  the 
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country  would  then  know  who  voted  for 
closing  the  debate,  and  who  voted 
against  it. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter spoke  of  sections  of  the  House,  as  if 
he  had  to  deal  with  a  few  crotcheteers, 
instead  of  with  opponents  scattered  all 
over  the  House ;  while  he  forgot  that 
there  might  be  a  section  afterwards  by 
whom  the  cidture  might  be  applied.  In 
spite  of  what  had  been  said  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
there  was  all  the  difference  between 
names  appearing  in  a  Division  List  and 
Members  standing  up  in  their  places.  It 
was  desirable  that  the  country  should 
have  distinct  information  of  every  step 
taken  in  applying  the  cidture^  and  those 
who  wanted  it  to  be  so  applied  should 
have  to  stand  up  boldly  and  say  so.  In 
principle,  he  could  not  see  there  was 
any  difference  between  the  Amendment 
and  the  4th  of  the  proposed  Hules,  which 
required  20  Members  to  rise  in  their 
places  to  challenge  the  decision  of  the 
Speaker  before  a  division  was  taken. 

Sir  HENEY  HOLLAND  said,  he 
could  not  agree  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  War- 
ton)  in  what  had  just  fallen  from  him. 
It  had  now  been  decided  that  the  initia- 
tive in  these  cidture  proceedings  was  to 
be  taken  by  the  Speaker  or  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means,  and  thereby  a 
grave  responsibility  was  thrown  upon 
those  Officers.  He  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
would  be  very  glad,  in  any  way,  to 
lessen  that  responsibility,  and  the  diffi- 
culty of  the  task  thus  imposed  upon 
them ;  but,  after  listening  to  the  speeches 
on  this  question,  he  confessed  he  was 
quite  at  a  loss  to  understand  how  that 
responsibility  and  difficulty  would  be 
lessened  if  this  Amendment  were  adopted. 
He  could  not  see  how  the  proposed  con- 
firmation by  20  or  40  Members  would 
assist  the  Speaker.  The  Speaker  would 
have  declared  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
matter  before  the  House  had  been  suffi- 
ciently discussed,  and  that  it  was  the 
"  evident  intention  of  the  House  ''  that 
the  debate  should  be  closed.  If  he  was 
right,  as  shown  by  the  division  which 
was  immediately  to  follow,  how  would 
he  be  relieved  by  the  fact  that  20  or  40 
Members  had,  previously  to  the  division, 
jumped  up  to  show  that  they  agreed 
with  him  ?  If  he  was  wrong,  as  shown 
by  the  division,  what  comfort  could  he 
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derive,  or  how  would  his  error  be  Im 
grave,  because  that  small  body  of  Mem- 
bers had  previously  confirmed  his  view? 
It  appeared  to  him  (Sir  Henry  Holland! 
that  it  would  make  no  difference,  thooffh 
some  speakers  seemed  to  think  it  wonUi, 
whether  these  confirming  Members  all 
rose  from  one  part  of  the  House,  ai 
representing  a  certain  section  of   the 
House,  or  whether  they  rose  from  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  House.     Their  con- 
firmation would  neither  strengthen  the 
Speaker  in  the  opinion  of  the  House  if 
he  was  right,  or  increase  confidence  in 
his  judgment  in  the  future  if  he  waa 
wrong.     He  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  could 
not,  either,  agree  with    the    hon.   and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  as  to  his 
construction  of  the  4th  Besolution.   That 
Resolution  referred  to  a  different  daaa 
of  divisions,  and  did  not  affect  the  case 
provided  by  the  1st  Besolution  when  the 
Question  was  to  be  put  at  once.    For 
these    reasons,    he    must    oppose    the 
Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  forty '  be 
there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  '  such  in- 
formation of  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chair- 
man shall  be  confirmed  by  not  less  than 
forty  Members  rising  in  their  places 
and,'  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  ii^«- 
tived. 

Captain  AYLMER  (for  Sir  Hevbt 
Ttler)  moved  to  amend  the  Resolution 
by  substituting  the  word  **  Debate"  for 
'  *  Question ' '  in  line  5 .  The  obj  eot  of  the 
Amendment,  he  explained,  was  to  pro- 
vide that  after  the  **  evident  sense  of  the 
House  "  had  been  ascertained,  the  vote 
to  be  taken  should  only  have  the  effeet 
of  limiting  subsequent  speeches  to  fire 
or  ten  minutes  in  duration.  It  was  a 
provision  already  existing  in  the  Ame- 
rican House  of  Representatives,  and  lie 
thought  it  would  be  preferable  to  a  sum- 
mary closing  of  debate  altogether.  If 
accepted,  it  would  enable  distinguished 
Members  of  the  House  to  avoid  me  total 
exclusion  from  the  debate  which  they 
would  experience  if  this,  or  something 
of  a  like  nature,  were  not  accepted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  5,  to 
leave  out  the  word  '*  Question,"  in  order 
to  insert  the  word  **  Debate," — {Captain 
AylmeVt) — instead  thereof. 
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Qaestion  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  Question '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion.'' 


8iB  HENET  TYLER  (who  had  just 
returned  to  the  House)  hoped  the  Amend- 
ment would  commend  itself  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House.  In  the  American 
House  of  Bepresentatives  there  was  a 
limit  as  regards  time,  in  order  to  prevent 
the  debate  extending  to  too  great  a 
length,  no  Member  being  allowed  to 
speak  for  more  than  one  hour ;  and  there 
was  an  additional  Bule  under  which, 
when  a  decision  of  the  House  had  been 
taken  to  that  effect,  the  duration  of 
speeches  was  limited  to  five  or  ten  mi- 
nutes. If  Her  Majesty's  Oovernment 
did  not  wish  to  stop  debate,  but  only  to 
stop  Obstruction,  which  he  took  for 
granted  was  their  object,  he  thought 
they  would  welcome  this  Amendment, 
for  the  greatest  difficulty  the  House  had 
to  deaf  with  was  the  extraordinary 
length  of  some  speeches,  and  his  Amend- 
ment would  allow  of  a  debate  being  con- 
tinued without  any  possibility  of  Ob- 
struction taking  place. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  the  proposal  could 
not  be  accepted,  for  it  was  of  an  entirely 
novel  character,  and  would  completely 
alter  the  nature  of  the  proposal  which 
the  Oovernment  had  su omitted  to  the 
Hotise,  and  which  they  had  been  so  long 
discussing.  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment was  to  put  in  place  of  a  closing 
power  that  which  was  known  in  Ame- 
rica as  ''the  gag  law."  [Sir  Henbt 
Tyler:  A  modified  gag.]  That  law 
existed  in  no  Assembly  except  the  Ame- 
rican House  of  Hepresentatives,  and, 
possibly,  some  of  the  State  Legislatures. 
There  was,  indeed,  a  similar  law  in  one 
Chamber  of  the  Italian  Legislature ;  but 
it  applied  only  to  speeches  which  were 
read,  and  not  to  those  which  were  spoken. 
A  law  limiting  speeches  to  20  minutes, 
on  being  proposed  in  the  New  Zealand 
House  of  Assembly,  was  rejected.  Apart 
from  its  merits,  his  objection  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  the  Amendment 
was  that  it  was  a  complete  alteration  of 
their  proposal. 

Mr.  MAOFAELANE  opposed  the 
Amendment,  and  said,  he  could  not  see 
in  it  any  element  of  equity  or  justice. 
He  did  not  see  why  Members  who 
were  not  fortunate  enough  to  catch  the 
Speaker's  eye  before  a  certain  time 
should  be  limited  to  10  minutes,  while 


I  those  who  went  before  them  were  sub- 
I  j acted  to  no  such  restriction.  He  believed 
it  would  be  much  fairer  and  more 
equitable  to  limit  the  time  for  which  any 
Member  should  be  allowed  to  speak 
during  the  whole  debate.  Supposing 
that  a  debate  were  to  spread  over  three 
nights,  there  would  be  about  20  hours 
for  discussion.  Under  the  existing 
system,  half  of  those  20  hours  would 
ordinarily  be  occupied  by  speakers  on 
the  two  Front  Benches ;  and  it  would  be 
an  equitable  proposal  that  no  speaker 
in  a  debate  should,  without  express  per- 
mission, address  the  House  for  a  longer 
time  than  half-an-hour.  He  would, 
however,  except  the  Mover  of  a  Bill  or 
of  a  Budget,  or  any  other  important 
subjects  of  that  kind.  He  was  sure 
most  Members  would  be  glad  to  see  such 
a  Bule  introduced,  for  there  was,  in  his 
opinion,  more  loss  of  time  in  one  Session 
from  excessive  speaking  than  there  was 
from  all  the  Obstruction  that  was  ever 
invented.  If  a  half-hour  glass  was 
placed  upon  the  Table,  and  turned  up 
when  every  speaker  commenced,  it  would 
be  an  immense  relief  to  Members  to  be 
able  to  pull  out  their  watch  and  say — 
''  If  I  leave  now  and  come  back  in  29 
minutes  there  will  be  an  end  to  this." 
There  were  very  few  men  who  could  not 
say  all  they  really  had  to  say  in  half-an- 
hour. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  that,  while 
he  approved  of  its  principle,  he  could 
not  agree  with  the  Amendment  to  its 
fullest  extent,  when  he  saw  the  Prime 
Minister,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  and  the  Attorney 
General  sitting  on  the  Treasury  Bench. 
He  should  not  like  to  place  a  limit  upon 
their  speeches,  for  he  always  listened  to 
what  they  said  with  great  pleasure, 
though  he  did  not  often  agree  with 
them.  Neither  could  he  agree  with 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  that  there  would  be  any^fear  of 
60  speeches  of  10  minutes  each.  There 
were  many  Members  who  would  not  like 
to  address  the  House  under  such  a  limita- 
tion. It  was  more  difficult  to  make  a 
good  short  speech  than  a  good  long 
one. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  had  long  been 
of  opinion  that  the  length  of  speeches  was 
the  great  evil  to  which  the  delay  in  the 
progress  of  Business  was  mainly  attribu- 
table, and  he  had  often  wished  to  bring 
forward  some  proposal  dealing  with  it. 


P  2 


ITenth  Nightr\ 


423    rarh'ament—Busiress  of  the     { COMMONS  j       ffause^ TTte  Nitw  R«Ie$.     4W 


He  maintained  that  there  was  no  occa- 
sion for  any  Member  to  make  a  speech 
an  hour  long,  except  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  even  in  his  case  the  latitude  ought 
to  be  permitted  only  on  Budget  night. 
Tlie  House  was  really  suffering  from 
the  inordinate  vanity  of  Members,  which 
led  them,  in  many  instances,  to  take  up 
an  hour  of  the  time  of  the  House  in 
saying  what  could  be  just  as  well  said 
in  one  quarter.  If  the  cJdture  was  the 
gag,  the  10  minutes'  Rule  might  be 
called  the  modified  gag.  He  would  sup- 
port the  Amendment  as  going  in  a 
direction  much  needed. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  thought 
it  would   be  a  mistake  to   mix  up  the 
eldture  with  the  limit  of  time.     He  could 
not,  therefore,  support  the  Amendment 
in  its  present  form.     He  agreed  that  long 
speeches  were  the  great  evil,  and    he 
would  move,  at  a  future  stage,  that  a  10 
minute  Hule  should  also  be  in  operation, 
in  order  that  they  might,  as  the  circum- 
stances warranted,  at  one  time  adopt  the 
eldture  and  at  another  a  modified  gag. 
The  10  minute  Rule  would  only  come 
into  force  after  there  had  been  an  ex- 
haustive debate  on  the  subject.     For  his 
part,  he  did  not  know  why  two-thirds  or 
three-fourths   of  the   lengthy  speeches 
that  were  delivered  were  delivered.    No- 
body wanted  them,  and  they  were  not 
listened  to  or  reported,   except  in  the 
organsofthe  ** Little Pedlingtons,"  which 
the    hon.    Members  themselves    repre- 
sented, and   which  had  them   in  print 
before  they  were  delivered.     He,  there- 
fore,  thought   that   a    10  minute  Rule 
would  operate   with   advantage  to   the 
Business  and  dignity  of  the  House  ;  but 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's  proposal, 
as  now  made,  would   only  muddle  the 
Resolution.     He  appealed  to   the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  to  withdraw  it,  and 
support  his  (Mr.  Labouchere's)  Amend- 
ment when  it  came  on. 

IJilR.  HENEAGE  said,  he  remembered 
one  occasion  on  which  hon.  Members 
opposite  had  taken  up  four  and  a-half 
hours  in  a  discussion,  whilst  one  hour 
and  a-half  was  occupied  by  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench,  leaving  only  two  hours 
for  the  rest  of  the  House.  Ho  agreed 
that  the  question  of  limitation  ought  to 
be  dealt  with  separatoly,  and  thought 
the  host  plan  would  be,  as  ho  had  i 
proposed  in  his  own  Amendment,  to  limit 
all  except  certain  speakers  to  half-an- 
hour.    If  that  Amendment  received  good 
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support,  he  would  oertainly  divide  the 
House  upon  it. 

Question  put,  and  agrud  to. 

Mr.  GIBSON,  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment, the  effect  of  which  was  to  proidde 
that  after  the  Speaker  had  declared  that 
it  was  ''  the  evident  sense  of  the  Houae  " 
that  the  Question  should  be  put,  he 
should  give  ''  such  reasonable  notice  as, 
having  regard  to  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,   he    shall  consider   to  be 
just,"  before  putting  the  Question,  pro- 
ceeded to  argue  that  the  Amendment 
was  one  of  great  simplicity,  for  he  con- 
sidered that  it  was  only  reasonable  that 
there  should  be  some  sufficient  notice 
before  the  debate  was  brought  to  a  con- 
clusion.    As  the  Rule  stood  at  present, 
the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees might  put  the  Question  when  he 
was  satisfied  the  "  evident  sense  of  the 
House"  was  in  a  particular  direction, 
and  that  might  be  done   without  any 
notice  whatever.     The  Rule,  as  it  stood, 
was,  therefore,  susceptible  of  the  g^ssest 
abuse;    and  he  had  not  a  shadow  of 
doubt  but  that,  if  it  were  passed  in  its 
present  form,  it  would  be  found  liable 
to  such  abuse,  not  by  Mr.  Speakeir,  who 
was  alive  to  the  traditions  of  the  House, 
and  whose  own  character  was  such  that 
the  House  could  rely  upon  him  ;  but  the 
Rule  might  be  worked  by  the  Party  in 
power  in  a  way  that  was  not  fair,  and 
which  he  hardly  thought  would  be  re- 
putable.    In  the  case  of  a  great  Partj 
debate,  it  was  eminently  reasonable  thi^ 
there   should  be  some  sufficient  notice 
given  before  it  was  brought  to  a  con- 
clusion.  It  might  well  be  thought  there 
would  be  a  debate  which  had  occupied 
from  three  to  four  days,  with  the  tadt 
and  direct  sanction  of  the  Leaders  of 
both   sides,   and  the   approval  of  the 
whole  House.     Would  it  not  be  per- 
fectly monstrous,  and  a  positive  scandal, 
that  when  New  Rules  had  been  passed, 
and   when    the  old  arrangements  had 
ceased  to  be  the  rule  and  the  custom  of 
the  House,  that  one  Party  should  evi- 
dence very  strongly  to  the  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  that  they  de- 
sired the  debate  to  proceed  no  further, 
and  that  the  Speaker  would  thus  have  it 
brought  to  his  mind,  in  the  most  dis- 
agreeable way,  that  the  * '  evident  sense" 
was  that  the  debate  should  no  longer 
proceed  ?  The  Speaker  might  have  very 
little  scope  left  for  independent  judment 
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in  the  matter.  Again,  it  might  also  be  that 
the  eyidence  was  all  on  the  Government 
side ;  and  the  Opposition,  assuming  that 
the  division  woiila  not  take  place  for,  it 
might  be,  several  hours  later,  or  the  day 
aflter,  would  not  be  present  to  offer  re- 
sistance. In  these  circumstances  the 
Speaker  would  find  himself  in  a  very 
difficiilt  position,  unless  he  was  told,  in 
express  terms  of  the  Kule,  that  it  was 
his  duty  to  consider  all  portions  of  the 
House  should  have  had  full  notice. 
Even  putting  aside  what  might  happen 
in  the  case  of  a  great  Party  debate, 
when  a  Motion  involving  the  existence 
of  the  Government  or  of  an  important 
Bill  was  in  question,  might  it  not  well 
be  that  the  Government  of  the  day,  or 
those  strongly  interested  in  the  Bill, 
woold  all  be  present  in  force,  owing 
either  to  accident  or  design,  and  that 
the  Opposition,  taken  unawares,  would 
be  absent  ?  The  **  evident  sense  of  the 
House "  would  bo  made  already  ap- 
parent, and  the  Speaker,  or  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  having  nothing  in 
the  Bule  to  indicate  that  they  were  to 
give  some  notice  to  the  House  before 
applying  a  drastic  Eule,  a  division 
might  be  snapped  by  a  cunning  device. 
Would  not  such  a  proceeding  be  a 
scandal  to  legislation?  Again,  how 
most  the  Bule  operate  upon  private 
Members?  Nothing  would  be  easier 
than  for  the  Government,  with  the  aid 
of  their  supporters,  to  get  rid  of  a  Bill 
brought  forward  by  a  private  Member. 
It  had  been  alleged  that,  in  the  future, 
it  might  be  that — collusion  was  not  the 
word,  he  would  not  use  it ;  but,  at  all 
events,  an  understanding  expressed,  or 
implied,  existed  between  the  Minister 
interested  in  applying  the  cldture  and 
the  Speaker.  It  had  been  more  openly 
stated  that  such  an  understanding  might 
take  place  between  the  Minister  and  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  whom  he 
distinctly  and  really  appointed.  Taking 
that  into  consideration,  he  (Mr.  Gibson) 
ventured  to  think  it  would  be  a  great 
protection  to  the  Speaker,  who  desired 
to  do  his  duty  fairly,  and  to  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  to  be  able  to  apply 
a  portion  of  the  Bule,  as  provided  for 
by  the  Amendment,  which  indicated  that 
there  was  to  be  a  notice  given.  He  had  no 
desire  to  put  an  extreme  case,  because, 
at  present,  they  were  aU  speaking  under 
the  influence  of  the  old  and  honourable 
traditions  of  the  House,  and  he  would 


not  like  to  make  a  single  suggestion  dis- 
respectful to  any  Member  of  the  present 
Government ;  but  if  they  changed  alto- 
gether the  old  traditions  of  the  House, 
and  introduced  a  new  order  of  things  in 
their  place,  putting  an  immense  weapon 
like  this  at  the  mercy  of  the  sense  of 
justice  of  the  Minister,  they  could  not 
rely  any  more  upon  the  Minister  than 
upon  the  individual  that  his  sense  of 
justice  would  not  occasionally  give  way 
to  the  distinct  and  powerful  motives  of 
self-interest  and  Party.  Neither  could 
they  in  future  rely  upon  the  high  cha- 
racter of  the  Speaker  when  degraded 
from  the  high  position  of  importance — 
when  he  was  no  longer  the  Representa- 
tive of  the  whole  House,  but  had  become 
little  better  than  the  creature  of  a  Party. 
On  those  grounds,  therefore,  he  (Mr. 
Gibson)  thought  it  desirable  and  aoso- 
lutely  essential  that  the  Rule  should,  in 
its  terms,  indicate  that  it  was  the  bounden 
duty  of  the  Speaker  and  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  to  give  previous 
notice  of  the  closure  of  the  debate.  In 
this  Amendment,  which  he  had  sketched 
with  some  care  before  the  House  ad- 
journed, he  had  not  sought  to  lay  down 
any  hard-and-fast  line  as  to  the  length 
of  that  notice,  nor  did  he  attempt  to 
dogmatize  upon  the  subject.  He  ad- 
mitted there  might  be  varying  notices 
required  according  to  the  various  mea- 
sures before  the  House.  In  the  case  of 
any  great  Motion,  involving  an  import- 
ant question  of  Government  policy  in 
which  the  whole  country  was  interested, 
and  upon  which  the  existence  of  the 
Government  might  depend,  he  thought 
it  should  be  the  bounden  duty  of  the 
Speaker  to  give  ample  and  complete 
notice  when  the  division  should  be 
taken,  so  that  all  Members  should  know 
how  to  give  their  vote  in  a  division  on 
which  might  depend  the  existence  of  the 
country  itself.  On  great  Motions  of  that 
kind  very  ample  notice  should  be  given ; 
but  he  did  not  say  what.  He  left  it  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Chair.  Again,  it 
might  well  be  that  in  a  second  class  of 
cases — that  of  very  important  Bills — it 
would  be  desirable  that  some  hours' 
notice  should  be  given ;  while  in  regard 
to  minor  matters  a  shorter  notice  might 
be  required,  the  Speaker  or  Chairman 
intimating  within  a  reasonable  time  when 
a  division  would  be  taken.  As  the  Rule 
at  present  stood,  there  was  not  a  solitary 
syllable  to  indicate  to  the  Speaker  that 
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he  was  to  givo  any  notice  whatever. 
All  he  asked  was  that,  in  accordance 
with  justice,  the  Speaker  or  Chairman 
of  Committees  should  be  told  he  was 
bound  in  duty  to  give  the  House  such 
notice  as  would  be  adequate  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  case. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  5,  after  the  word  "shall,"  to  insert 
the  words  "after  such  reasonable  notice  as, 
having  regard  to  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  he  shall  consider  to  bo  just." — (Mr.  Oib- 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  of  all 
the  Amendments  submitted  to  the  House 
there  was  not  one  which  he  believed  was 
more  plausible  in  the  sound  which  it 
carried  to  the  minds  of  its  intelligent 
hearers  than  that  one  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Gibson);  but,  at  the  same  time,  there 
was  not  one  which,  in  his  opinion,  was 
of  a  more  impracticable  or  impossible 
character.  He  believed  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  one  which  was  totally  incom- 
patible with  the  Business  they  had  in 
hand,  totally  unworkable  by  any  Speaker, 
and  not  in  the  slightest  degree  required 
by  the  justice  of  the  case.  He  thought 
he  could  see  a  much  stronger  argument 
in  favour  of  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman — namely, 
in  the  case  where  they  were  going  to 
inflict  an  actual  penalty  on  an  indi- 
vidual ;  but  even  in  such  a  case  as  that, 
under  the  existing  Bules  as  to  Obstruc- 
tion, no  notice  had  ever  at  any  time 
been  given,  and  the  House,  as  he  be- 
lieved right  and  justly,  came  down  at 
the  moment  with  the  punishment  that 
had  been  incurred.  Beallv,  the  most  im- 
portant  argument  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  no  connection 
with  the  Motion  before  them.  They  had 
had  the  old  contention  trotted  out  that  the 
Speaker,  under  the  new  state  of  things 
indicated  by  these  Resolutions,  would  be 
no  better  than  the  creature  of  a  Party. 
['*  Hear,  hear !  "]  He  would  not  argue 
the  matter;  but,  with  all  possible  re- 
spect, he  did  not  believe  that  a  more 
baseless  dream  ever  came  into  the  mind 
of  man — namely,  that  under  any  system 
it  was  in  the  power  of  Parliament  or 
of  the  Government  to  establish  a  Speaker 
who  could  be  made,  or  who  would  be, 
what  was  meant  by  the  phrase  **  a  crea- 

Mr.  Gihion 


ture  of  Party."    That,  he  maintamed, 
for  these  reasons,    not  simply  or  ex- 
clusively because  of  the  traditions  of  the 
House,  and  because  he  was  convinced 
that  the  House  would  always  seek  to 
choose  for  the  Chair  one  of  the  g^ateat 
Gentlemen  in  the  House — he  used  thai 
word,  not  only  in  its  social,  but  also  in 
its  highest  moral    sense — but  likewise 
for  the  reason  that  if  the  Speaker  were 
the    creature  of  a  Party,   the    House 
under  him  would  be  absolutely  ungo- 
vernable, and  not  a  Session  would  elapse 
before  that  creature   of   Party  would 
cease  to  be  Speaker.    All  that  it  was 
necessary  for  him  to  say  was  this — that 
if  the  Speaker  were  a  creature  of  Party, 
he  would  exhibit  himself  in  that  light^ 
by  this   very  affair  of  notice,   by  ex- 
hibiting an  unfairness,  and  give  just  the 
notice  that  ought  not  to  be  given.     Ho 
would  not  give  some  hours'  notice,  but 
some  minutes'  notice,   if  he  were   the 
creature  of  a  Party.     The  evil,  as  anti- 
cipated by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  was,  he  believed,  altogether 
visionary ;  and,  supposing  it  were  sub- 
stantial,   the    remedy    was    altogether 
futile,  for  it  was  impossible  to  suppose 
that,  in  directing  this  creature  of  a  Party 
to  form  his  judgment  on  the  whole  dr- 
cumstances  of  the  case,  and  to  give  such 
notice  as  he — the  creature  of  the  Par^ 
—  should,   in    his  creature-like   mind, 
think  proper  and  necessary,  they  would 
afford  the   slightest  mitigation   of  the 
portentous  mischief  which  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had    conjured 
up.     But  let  them  look  at  the  matter 
from  a  practical  point  of  view,  because 
he  would  admit  that,  after   they  had 
dismissed  all  these  horrors  from  their 
minds,  it  was  still  a  practical  question. 
Would   it    be  advantageous,   rational, 
consistent  with  and  suited  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  that  the  Speaker 
should  be  called  upon  to  g^ve  notioe, 
when  he  had  made  up  his    mind  on 
two  points — first,  that  the  subject  had 
been  adequately  discussed  ;  and,  second, 
that  it  was  the  "  evident  sense  of  the 
House  "  that  the  debate  should  termi- 
nate ?    Supposing  the  subject  to  have 
been  adequately  discussed,  why  should 
it  be  more  than  adequately  discussed  f 
Discussion  which  was   more   than  ade- 
quate discussion  was  waste  of  time ;  and 
why,  then,   should  the  Speaker  fix  ft 
time    when    time    was    so    valuable, 
a  portion  of  which    must    necessaiilj 
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be   wasted?     In  the  next  place,  the 
Speaker  mast  have  made  up  his  mind 
that  the  **  evident  sense  of  the  House  " 
was  in  fayour  of  closing  the  discussion, 
and  that  "  evident  sense  "  must  be  some- 
thing different  from  the  mere  clamour 
of  one   side.      [Mr.  Qibson  :    What  ?] 
Well,  if  thej  were  to  discuss  the  difiPerent 
words  which  had  been  used,  they  would 
not  proceed  very  rapidly  with  the  dis- 
cussion ;  he  declined  to  go  back  on  that 
which  they  had  happily  disposed  of.    If 
the  Speaker  had  made  up  his  mind  on 
these  two  points,  why  was  the  putting 
of  the  Question  not  to  follow  ?    These 
were    not    the  only  objections  to  the 
Amendment.     It  was  really  an  unwork- 
able one.     Take  the  case  of  a  great  de- 
bate.    During  the  whole  of  his  (Mr. 
Gladstone's)  recollection,  it  had  always 
been  a  matter  of  arrangement  of  a  tacit 
kind,  that  the  Leaders  of  the  Parties,  or 
some  prominent  men,  should  wind  up 
the  debate  on  a  certain  night.     Clearly, 
the  Speaker  could  not  give  notice  while 
that  was  going  on,  for  it  would  be  most 
outrageous  that  he  should  fix  a  time  by 
the  clock  at  which  an  important  speech 
must  close.     In  addition  to  that,  there 
must  be  some  hours'  interval  before  the 
debate  was  to  terminate — that  was  to 
say,  if  the  speeches  of  the  Leaders  were 
prolonged,  say,  till  2  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, the  House  must  wait  till  5  or  6  be- 
fore coming  to  a  division.     He  would 
not  attempt  to  describe  the  infinite  dis- 
comfort of  hon.  Members  during  those 
hours.    The  fact  was,  it  was  impossible 
for  the  Speaker  to  know  what  amount 
of  future  discussion  would  be  necessary, 
and  strange  results  would  follow  any 
attempt    to  fix  any  limit  beforehand. 
How  was  a  Speaker  to  investigate  the 
course  a  debate  would  take,  or  know 
what  new  matters  would  arise?     By 
such  notice  as  that  now  suggested  the 
House  would  be  doomed  to  give  a  cer- 
tain portion  of  its  time  to  utter  waste, 
considering  how  a  part  of  that  time 
might  be  abused  and  misused  by  Mem- 
bers disposed  to  turn  it  to  their  own 
account,  by  introducing  personal  matter, 
and  highly  contentious  matter,  shortly 
before  the  hour  by  which  the  hands  of 
the  clock  absolutely  declared  that  the 
debate  must  close,  and  would  they  go  to 
a  division  notwithstanding  ?  The  House 
would  see  that  this  was  an  impossible 
Amendment,   and    he  would    ask    the 
Bouse  to  reject  it. 


Sin  E.  ASSHETON  0E0S8  said,  he 
would  not  detain  the  House  more  than 
a  few  minutes;  but  he  must  protest 
against  the  course  the  argument  gene- 
rally took  on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  They  began  with  the  present 
occupant  of  the  Chair,  for  whom  they 
all  entertained  the  highest  respect,  and 
then  proceeded  by  an  easy  step  to  an- 
other Speaker.  From  that  unknown 
Speaker,  the  next  stage  brought  them  to 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means ;  but 
he  would  remind  the  House  that  he  ad- 
mittedly occupied  a  different  position. 
He  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  ventured  to 
suggest  that  the  time  would  soon  come 
when  the  authority  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  would  be  considerably 
weakened.  With  reference  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  Prime  Minister,  that  this 
Amendment  was  unworkable,  and  that 
some  person  might  get  up  and  introduce 
new  matter  at  the  last  moment  which 
would  require  an  answer,  he  could  only 
say  that  if  that  were  so,  and  if  new  and 
original  matter  were  introduced,  then  it 
only  proved  that  the  subject  had  not 
been  adequately  discussed,  and  the 
Speaker  was  wrong  in  his  judgment  as  to 
the  time  for  closing  the  debate.  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  re- 
marks were  too  strong,  for  he  had  used 
the  word  absurd  in  criticizing  the  argu- 
ment of  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Gibson).  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  he  had  g^eat  authorities  in 
favour  of  his  Motion  ;  he  (Sir  B.  Asshe- 
ton Cross)  would  like  to  refer  to  what 
Lord  EFcrsley,  a  former  Speaker  of  the 
House,  said,  in  1848,  with  respect  to 
closing  the  debate.  He  advocated  the 
giving  of  some  notice,  for  otherwise, 
when  there  were  only  a  few  Members  in 
the  House,  an  unfair  advantage  might 
be  taken.  He  was  informed  that  in 
America  no  Business  could  be  proceeded 
with  unless  a  majority  of  the  House 
were  present;  and,  in  that  case,  there 
could  be  no  surprise.  He  therefore  pro- 
posed that  it  would  be  competent  to  any 
Member,  on  the  Order  for  the  Adjourned 
Debate,  to  move  that  the  debate  be  no 
longer  adjourned,  and  that  no  Member 
should  be  allowed  to  speak  after  2 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  at  which  hour 
the  Speaker  should  put  the  Question. 
It  appeared  that  what  was  in  Lord 
Eversley's  mind  was  that  at  the  Sitting 
of  the  House  some  Member  might  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  debate 
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ought  to  be  closed ;  and  if  the  House 
were  of  that  opinion,  and  if  proper 
notice  were  given,  the  debate  must  close 
that  evening,  or  within  a  certain  time. 
In  that  case,  hon.  Gentlemen  who  other- 
wise would  have  spoken  would  not 
speak,  and  those  who  would  be  naturally 
chosen  to  close  the  debate  would,  at  the 
proper  time,  be  called  upon.  It  was 
quite  clear  that  was  what  Lord  Evers- 
ley  contemplated,  and  was  dincussing, 
as  the  eldture  was  not  a  matter  that  was 
to  be  constantly  used,  but  a  course  to  be 
adopted  in  the  case  of  an  adjourned  de- 
bate. That  advice  was  very  well  worthy 
of  the  consideration  of  the  House,  and 
it  thoroughly  justified  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gibson)  for  having 
brought  forward  the  Amendment. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
that  no  justification  was  needed  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Gibson)  for  bringing  anything 
to  the  notice  of  the  House.  The  pro- 
posal of  Lord  Eversley,  however,  al- 
though it  justly  carried  great  weight, 
yet  applied  to  a  totally  different  state 
of  things ;  and  giving  the  power  to  any 
private  Member  to  apply  the  eldture^  as 
suggested  by  it,  was  open  to  the  objec- 
tion that  it  would  be  liable  to  great 
abuse.  They  all  admitted  that  it  was 
liable  to  great  abuse ;  and,  therefore,  it 
was  on  that  account  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  proposed  to  place  the  deci- 
sion in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker.  As 
Lord  Eversley  proposed  to  place  the 
power  in  the  hands  of  a  private  Member 
of  declaring  that  the  debate  had  been 
sufficiently  discussed,  it  was  quite  right 
also  to  say,  as  that  noble  Lord  had  done, 
that  the  eldture  should  not  be  so  applied 
without  notice  to  the  House.  It  was  a 
totally  different  state  of  things,  however, 
when  the  power  was  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  Speaker,  who,  having  been  pre- 
sent during  the  whole  of  the  debate,  was 
in  a  position  to  know  whether  the  matter 
had  been  adequately  discussed.  When 
he  decided  that  it  had  been  adequately 
discussed,  it  would  be  absurd  to  require 
him  to  say  that,  therefore,  it  should  be 
closed  four  hours  hence.     Such  a  pro- 

fosal  would  be  a  contradiction  in  terms, 
t  would  be  still  more  absurd  when  ap- 
plied in  Committee,  where,  after  an 
Amendment  on  a  clause  had  been  dis- 
cussed for  three  or  four  hours,  and  the 
Chairman  decided  that  the  Committee 
desired  to  come  to  a  decision,  he  would 

Sir  R.  Aisheton  Cross 


have  to  decide  that  the  dedaion  shonli 
be  taken  three  or  four  hours  later.  He 
did  not  think  the  House  would  accept 
any  such  contradictory  proposition. 

Mb.  BERESFOED  HOPE  said,  be 
had  been  much  struck  by  the  admiedon 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  that  there  was  an 
old   and  efficient  system  of  cloture  al- 
ready in  operation  in  the  House;  for 
the    general    argument    used    against 
the  Amendment  of  his  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope's)  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Gibson)  was,  how  was  his  Rule  to 
be  applied  on  one  of  those  great  nights 
of  a  protracted  debate,    on   which  an 
arrangement  was  made  that  five  or  nz 
speeches  were  to  be  delivered,  and  the 
division  was  then  to  be  taken  ?    If  that 
system  of  eldture  was  not  efficient,  the 
Prime  Minister's  argument  was  worth 
nothing.     In  a  moment  of  forgetfolness, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  appealed 
from  eldture  to  eldture  ;  he  admitted  that 
there  was  an  efficient  eldture  already  in 
existence,   and  had  cited  that  old  and 
efficient  system  as  the  reason  that  the 
crude  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  was  not  for  a  moment  to  be 
entertained,   because  it   would  bother, 
disconcert,  and  ruin  the  old  traditional 
eldture  of  the  House.  His  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope's)  reason  for    not  accepting  the 
new  eldture  of  the  Government  was  that 
he  stood  on  the  old  and  mature  form  of 
eldture  as  being  legitimate,  efficient,  and 
full  of  vitality.      He  objected  to   the 
former  as  being  a  eldture  of  surprise. 
The  whole  argument  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  had 
been  directed  against  the  grammatical 
absurdity  of  the  Speaker  declaring  that 
the  time  had  come  for  closing  the  debate^ 
when  what  was  meant  was  that  it  would 
come  three  or  four  hours  afterwards. 
But  declaring  the  time  had  come  was  a 
mere  form  of  words,  which  would  be 
used  with  an  intention   perfectly  well 
understood   of  fixing  a  future  time  at 
which  the  debate  must  close.   And  there 
would  be  no  absurdity  whatever  in  the 
Speaker's  declaring  that  the  time  had 
come  when,  after  the  lapse  of  a  quarter 
of  an  hour  or  more,  the  debate  should 
close.     Supposing  the  virulence  of  the 
Rule  to  be  mitigated  by  the  Amendment 
of  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
the  Speaker  might  pronounce  that  the 
debate  should  close  at  2  in  the  momingi 
or  at  7  or  8  in  the  evening,  and  then 
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arrangementB  could  be  made  tliat  the 
Ijeaden  on  both  sides  should  speak.  The 
ailment  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  had  neither  spirit 
nor  strength  in  it;  while  that  of  the 
Prime  Minister  left  the  conviction  that 
ihej  had  the  eldture  now,  and  had  had  it 
for  a  long  time  in  its  best  form,  and 
that  the  Besolution  of  the  Government 
would  only  g^ve  them  a  eldture  much  in- 
ferior in  form  to  the  old  institution. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
that  there  was  a  vice  which  ran  through 
the  logic  of  the  Prime  Minister  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end  of  the  debate,  and 
that  was  that  he  begged  the  question, 
and  oonfidently'asserted  that  Speakers 
would  be  so  perfect  in  the  future  that 
they  could  do  no  wrong.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  addition  to  his  other 
great  powers,  assumed  the  function  of  a 
prophet ;  but  where  was  his  inspiration  ? 
He  (Mr.  S.  Leighton)  held  that,  just  as 
the  Division  Bell  was  now  rung,  in  order 
to  summon  hon.  Members  to  vote,  so 
should  ample  notice  be  given  before 
applying  the  eldture,  in  order  to  enable 
all  Members  in  London  to  come  down 
to  the  House  and  vote  for  or  against  the 
suspension  of  the  functions  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  misunderstood 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  of  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Gibson).  It  was  not  that  the  Speaker 
at  any  hour  should  say — **  I  consider 
this  debate  should  be  closed,"  at,  say,  12 
o'clock  to-night,  and  that  then  the  notice 
should  be  given  that  at  the  stated  hour 
the  Main  Question  would  be  put ;  but 
the  proposal  before  the  House  was  that 
the  Speaker  should  give  due  notice  in 
the  course  of  the  evening  that  at  a  given 
hour  he  would  submit  to  the  House  not 
the  Main  Question,  but  the  Question 
that  the  debate  be  closed.  When  the 
time  named  should  have  arrived,  it 
would  still  be  in  the  power  of  the 
House  to  decide  that  new  elements 
had  been  introduced  into  the  debate 
which  justified  its  protraction,  ^t  was 
most  important  that  no  snap  deci- 
sion should  be  arrived  at.  His  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  avoided 
going  into  undue  details,  and  he  had  not 
indicated  the  method  in  which  the  sense 
of  the  House  should  be  determined.  He 
merely  left  it  to  the  judgment  of  the 
Ohair,  of  which  due  notice  should  be 


given ;  and  he  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
Amendment  would  be  accepted. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  88  ; 
Noes  149:  Majority  61. — (Div.  List, 
No.  354.) 

Oaftain  AYLMEE,  in  moving  in  line 
6,  after  the  word  *'  affirmative,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  ''  in  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,"  said,  if  this  Amendment 
were  carried,  he  would  further  move  to 
insert  in  the  next  line  of  the  Eesolution, 
after  the  word  ''  forthwith,"  these 
words — 

**  And  if  BO  decided  in  the  full  HooBe,  then 
the  next  Notice  or  Order  of  the  Day  shall  be 
forthwith  proceeded  with,  after  Mr.  Speaker 
has  named  an  hour  at  the  sitting  next  but  one 
to  be  holden,  when  the  Question  on  which  fur- 
ther discussion  has  been  prohibited  shall  be  put 
without  Debate." 

In  the  case  of  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  he  did  not  propose  to  amend  the 
Kesolutions  under  which  the  division 
would  be  taken  forthwith.  He'  main- 
tained that  the  adoption  of  his  Amend- 
ment would  save  as  much  time  as  the 
proposal  of  the  Government.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  stated  that  under  exist- 
ing Bules  it  was  now  generally  known 
which  was  to  be  the  closing  night  of 
a  debate.  The  Whips  of  both  sides 
were  accordingly  able  to  secure  a 
large  attendance  for  a  division.  That 
could  not  be  done  if  a  division  were 
taken  unexpectedly  in  a  thin  House  at 
an  untimely  hour,  but  when,  through 
the  impatience  of  hon.  Members,  the 
Speaker  judged  it  to  be  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House  that  the  subject  had 
been  adequately  discussed.  If  divisions 
on  great  and  important  measures  or 
great  questions  of  policy  were  taken  in 
that  manner,  as  might  well  happen, 
unless  his  proposal  were  adopted,  a 
strong  feeling  against  such  procedure 
would  arise  in  the  country.  There  was 
no  way  to  obviate  that  possibility  but, 
as  he  proposed,  to  have  some  delay  be- 
fore the  division,  though  the  precise 
duration  of  the  interval  was  immaterial. 
He  concluded  by  moving  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  6,  after 
the  word  **  affirmative,"  to  insert  the 
words  ''in  a  Oommittee  of  the  whole 
House." — {Captain  Aylmer,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

ITenth  Night.] 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  though 
he  appreciated  the  object  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  had  in  view,  he  thought 
the  very  great  change  he  proposed  was 
not  one  calculated  to  attain  that  object, 
and  that  it  would,  moreover,  entail  most 
serious  inconvenience  on  the  House. 
The  object  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
had  in  view  was  to  avoid  snap  divisions, 
and  the  answer  to  that  was  that  he 
thought  the  evil  which  was  anticipated, 
if  it  could  happen,  would  be  a  very  grave 
and  serious  one ;  but  he  would  say  that 
any  Speaker  in  whose  hands  such  mis- 
carriage could  arise  would  bo  a  man 
altofi^ether  beneath  the  lowest  average 
level  of  sense  and  intelligence  which 
Nature  had  formed  in  perfectly  civilized 
races.  The  Speakers  of  that  House  had 
generally  been,  not  only  choice  speci- 
mens of  a  civilized  race,  but  choice 
specimens  of  tlie  Members  of  that 
House  ;  and  he  felt  himself  removed  by 
a  gap  almost  immeasurably  wide  from 
the  conclusions  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member.  He  thought  that  if  the 
Speaker  were  such  a  being  as  had  been 
suggested,  he  would  predict  that  such  a 
Speaker  would  encumber  the  Chair  for 
but  for  a  short  time.  He  would  not 
say  it  would  be  too  hot  to  hold  him ;  but 
the  Speaker  would  find  the  House  would 
become  ungovernable  in  his  hands,  for 
the  House  would  not  consent  to  be  go- 
verned by  a  man  of  such  mental  calibre. 
Now,  let  the  House  look  at  the  other 
side  of  the  question.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  proposed  to  insert 
an  interval  of  two  days  between  the 
suspension  of  the  debate  and  the  putting 
of  the  Main  Question.  Ho  thought  that 
such  a  system  would  do  much  towards 
diminishing  the  attendance  at  a  debate. 
Under  the  present  system,  in  all  great 
debates,  the  last  four  or  five  hours,  which 
were  often  the  most  important,  were 
attended  very  largely  by  those  who 
would  take  part  in  the  division  ;  but  if 
it  were  known  that  the  division  would 
not  take  place  until  two  days  afterwards 
the  attendance  during  the  latter  part  of 
the  debate  would  be  but  small.  Then, 
again,  much  public  disappointment  would 
be  created  at  tlie  decision  on  some  great 
question  being  long  delayed.  It  was. 
moreover,  important  that  a  Yote  should 
he  made  the  subject  of  immediate  ac- 
tion ;  for  instance,  a  Vote  of  Credit  such 
as  was  asked  for  on  the  27th  of  July 
last.    To  have  proposed  to  delay  it  untU 


the  29th  would  have  been  a  moatBeriooi 
evil.    Take  the  case  of  a  Tax  BilL   It 
was  most  important  that  it  should  Ve 
disposed  of  within  certain  dates,  and  it 
was  often  most  difficult  to  bring  it  within 
those  limits.    If  in  such  a  case  thej 
were  to  insert  an  idle  interval  between 
the  debate  and  the  decision  on  the  Main 
Question,  it  would  entail  great  publie 
inconvenience,  and  it  would  be  a  matter 
of  great  difficulty  to  conform  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  law.  For  these  reasons  he 
hoped  the   hon.    and  gallant  Member 
would  not  press  his  Motion.  He  thought 
that  if  any  further  precautions  were  to 
be  taken  in  the  direction  indicated  bj 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  they  muit 
be  something  very  different  from  those 
he  had  proposed. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  thought  it  hardly 
worth  while  for  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  to  press  his  first  point ;  but  the 
second  point — namely,  tliat  as  to  giving 
due  notice  before  the  Question  was  put 
— was  very  important,  and  well  worthy 
of  consideration.  He  thought  it  would 
be  an  improvement  if  it  were  left  to  the 
option  of  the  Speaker  either  to  pat  the 
Question  at  once  or  to  put  it  the  follow- 
ing day. 

Mr.  K.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  thought 
the  Amendment  would  have  the  effect  of 
preventing  a  snap  division  being  taken, 
and  would  lay  down  a  distinct  and 
definite  method  of  giving  the  House  no- 
tice that  a  division  was  about  to  take 
place.  If  the  Amendment  were  altered 
so  as  to  insure  the  division  being  taken 
next  day,  he  thought  it  one  worthy  the 
attention  of  the  House.  He  thought 
good  reason  had  been  shown  for  sup- 
porting the  principle,  at  least,  contained 
in  the  Amendment,  although  its  pre- 
sent wording  might  be  advantageously 
changed. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
thought  there  was  much  worthy  of  con- 
sideration in  the  suggestion  which  had 
been  thrown  out  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope). 
In  the  United  States,  from  which  he 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  had  just  come, 
after  a  Bill  had  been  discussed  in  a 
large  Committee,  the  Member  in  charge 
of  it  might  move  that  it  be  taken  into 
consideration  a  few  days  subsequently. 
He  thought  it  would  be  an  advantage  if 
something  similar  to  the  American  prao- 
tica  were  adopted.  It  might  be  plaoed 
in  the  power  of  the  Speaker  to  say  that 
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lie  thougHt  the  debate  had  been  con- 
tinued long  enough,  and  to  warn  the 
Honse  that  after  a  certain  time  he  should 
think  it  right  to  announce  its  close,  the 
speeches  made  during  the  interval  being 
limited  to  a  certain  length. 

Mb.  KAIKES  said,  he  thought  the 
House  had  no  right  to  quarrel  with  the 
manner  with  which  the  Prime  Minister 
had  met  the  Amendment,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  having  expressed  himself 
rather  .favourably  to  its  object,  though 
he  had  deprecated  the  machinery  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer)J  for  its 
attainment.  What  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said  on  the  subject  would 
have  been  conclusive  had  it  not  been 
that  they  had  unfortunately  got  in  the 
Beeolntion  those  unlucky  words  ''  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House."  He  had 
been  induced  to  rise  by  the  re-appear- 
ance of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell), 
because  he  had  a  vivid  recollection  of 
an  occasion  when  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  there  were  at  least  800 
Members  clamouring  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy,  who  was  then 
anxious  to  be  heard ;  and  it  would  then 
have  been  exceedinglydifficult  for  anyone 
occupying  the  Chair  to  have  withstood 
the  impression  that  that  manifestation 
was  the  evident  sense  of  the  House. 
Yet  no  Scotch  Member  would  have  been 
justified  in  believing  that  that  debate 
terminated  in  a  satisfactory  manner 
without  that  hon.  Member  having  been 
heard.  He  remembered  another  occa- 
sion when  Mr.  Auberon  Herbert  in  that 
House  supported  the  present  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
in  an  attack  on  Her  Majesty's  private 
revenue ;  and  no  one  who  was  then  pre- 
sent would  forget  the  scene  which  ensued 
on  that  occasion.  Indeed,  the  Speaker 
had  said  it  was  a  very  painful  scene, 
and  not  creditable  to  the  House ;  but  it 
would  have  been  still  less  creditable  if 
the  occupant  of  the  Chair  had  been 
compelled  by  '*  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House "  at  that  time  to  terminate  the 
debate,  and  refuse  the  two  Members 
who  then  held  those  peculiar  opinions 
the  opportunity  of  being  heard.  The 
House  would,  he  thought,  do  well  to 
pause  before  they  rejected  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Maidstone.  That  Amendment  stood 
titi  the  Paper  in  a  form,  perhaps,  not 


altogether  convenient  or  acceptable ;  and 
he  should  prefer  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope),  who  pointed  out  that  it 
might  be  convenient  to  leave  the  Speaker 
the  option  of  fixing  a  certain  hour  or 
the  next  Sitting  for  the  division  to  be 
taken.  That  would  g^ve  a  protection 
to  the  House,  because  without  some 
such  protection  they  might  be  sure  that 
as  the  House  proceeded  in  the  course 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  so  much 
deplored  in  the  last  few  decades  it  would 
become  a  practice  to  organize  ''  the  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  *'  in  a  way  that 
would  prove  most  disastrous.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  it  might  be 
inconvenient  to  press  that  a  decision 
should  be  postponed.  But  that  was 
arguing  on  the  assumption  that  all  im- 
portant debates  in  the  future  were  to  be 
closed  by  the  eldture,  and  unless  that 
was  so  he  could  not  see  the  force  of  the 
argument.  The  Amendment  proposed 
that  the  vote  was  to  be  taken  forthwith, 
and,  therefore,  some  objection  might  be 
raised  with  respect  to  Votes  of  Credit. 
But  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  pass- 
ing the  first  portion  of  the  Resolution, 
and  the  ingenuity  of  hon.  Members 
would  easily  provide  some  alteration 
which  would  exempt  Money  Bills  from 
its  operation.  In  the  interest  of  the 
transaction  of  the  ordinary  Business  of 
the  House,  he  trusted  the  Government 
would  see  their  way  to  accept,  at  any 
rate,  the  Proviso  of  the  Amendment. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  desired  the 
Government  to  accept  an  Amendment, 
providing  for  the  postponement  of  put- 
ting the  Question  when  it  had  already 
been  decided  that  the  Question  should 
be  put  forthwith. 

Captain  AYLMER  explained  that  his 
Amendment  applied  to  the  putting  of 
the  Main  Question,  and  not  to  that 
relating  to  cMture. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  had  understood  the  arguments  of 
hon.  Members  opposite  had  been  directed 
towards  the  cldture  proposal.  If  they 
were  not,  he  could  not  understand  why 
they  displayed  a  greater  anxiety,  as  they 
had  done  in  all  their  arguments,  with 
respect  to  these  Rules  for  the  majority 
by  which  the  cldture  was  to  be  enforced 
than  that  which  sufficed  to  carry  the 
Main  Question.  He  however,  thought 
that  the  same  protection  ought  to  be 

ITenih  iVt>A^."| 
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afforded  to  the  one  as  the  other.  What- 
ever delay,  whatever  preparation  was 
made  for  one  ou^ht  equally  to  be  made 
for  the  other.  He  did  not  understand 
how  it  was  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  world 
was  getting  steadily  worse.  Why  could 
not  the  Speaker's  discretion  be  trusted  ? 
It  seemed  to  be  argued  that  the  Speaker 
was  under  compulsion  to  put  the  Ques- 
tion, at  a  time  when  he  knew  that  the 
House  was  not  so  constituted  as  that  a 
fair  division  could  be  taken ;  but  the 
Speaker  was  not  compelled  at  the  mo- 
ment the  moral  conviction  entered  his 
mind  that  the  question  had  been  suffi- 
ciently discussed  to  put  the  Question.  It 
was  inconceivable  that  a  Speaker  of 
ordinary  intelligence  and  fairness  would 
put  the  Question  of  the  Mure  or  the 
Main  Question  during  the  dinner  hour, 
or  when  the  House  was  not  so  consti- 
tuted as  that  a  fair  division  could  bo 
taken.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  had  withdrawn  his  Amend- 
ment. What,  then,  was  to  be  done  ? 
lAn  hon.  Member:  Wait  till  next  day.] 
He  thought  that  enough  had  been  said 
against  the  next  day  being  chosen. 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  that  he  had 
especially  excepted  the  next  day,  and 
proposed  tlie  next  Sitting  but  one. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUllT  said, 
that  all  who  had  spoken  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  had  condemned  that 
proposal,  so  that  it  was  unnecessary  for 
him  to  deal  with  it.  Everybody  ad- 
mitted that  they  should  be  on  their 
guard  against  snap  divisions ;  but  the 
question  was,  whether  they  were  to  wait 
two  or  three  hours  for  the  division  on 
the  Main  Question  ?  In  his  opinion,  it 
would  be  highly  inconvenient  for  the 
House  so  to  wait ;  and  the  matter  would 
best  be  settled  by  leaving  it  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Speaker,  who  would  take 
care  that  the  Question,  whether  it  were 
of  the  cldture  or  the  Main  Question,  was 
put  at  a  time  which  was  fair  and  conve- 
nient to  the  House. 

Sir  STAFFOKD  NOETHCOTE  said, 
it  always  seemed  to  him,  when  he  heard 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  argue  any  point  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Hesolution,  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  argued 
somewhat  as  if  he  did  not  like  the  whole 
business,  and  that  he  was  speaking 
against  the  grain,  because  they  happened 
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to  be  Oovemment  Eeaolationi,  rather 
than  in  support  of  the  object  and  aim  of 
the  Besolutions,  which  he  (Sir  Staffoxd 
Northcote)  certainly  imagined  to  bo 
highly  distasteful  to  one  who  had  dii- 
tinguished  himself  so  much  in  debate  in 
that  House  as  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  But  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had,  of  course,  to 
fight  the  battle  which  he  was  put  up  to 
conduct,  and  he  did  it  in  the  best  way 
that  he  could.  The  impression  whidi 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gendeman 
made  upon  him  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 
was,  that  he  looked  as  little  at  theae 
things  as  he  possiblv  could,  until  the 
moment  came  for  making  a  speech,  and 
then  he  made  it  without  having  very 
carefully  studied  either  the  Xtesolution 
or  the  Amendment.  On  the  present 
occasion,  he  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 
really  did  not  see  where  the  difficulty  lay 
in  understanding  what  the  object  and 
spirit  of  the  Amendment  moved  by  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer)  was.  It 
was,  to  him,  perfectly  clear  that  there 
were  two  matters  which  the  House  had 
to  consider.  They  had  first  to  consider 
the  debate,  and  they  had,  in  the  second 
place,  also  to  consider  the  vote  on  the 
Question  that  might,  at  any  time,  be 
before  the  House.  These  Hesolationa 
for  stopping  debate  were  Hesolutiona 
which,  on  that  side  of  the  House,  they 
did  not  like,  and  which  they  would  be 
very  glad  either  to  defeat  or  materially 
to  modify.  But,  assuming  that  they 
were  to  have  Resolutions  which  were  to 
limit  and  cripple  debate,  he  wanted  to 
know  if  it  was  necessary  also  to  spoil 
the  fairness  of  a  division  upon  the  Main 
Question?  Because  two  things  might 
happen.  They  might  have  a  debate 
stopped  by  the  intervention  of  the 
Speaker  in  a  thin  House  at  8  o'clock  in 
the  evening,  or  some  hour  of  that  kind, 
the  effect  of  which  would  be  to  conclude 
any  discussion  upon  the  subject;  bat 
that  might  be  done  without  preventing 
hon.  Members  who  had  fully  expected 
that  the  discussion  would  run  on  for 
some  hours,  and  who  were  likely  to  be 
present  at  the  time  of  voting,  from 
taking  part  in  the  division  upon  a  ques- 
tion in  which  they  took  considerable 
interest.  By  closing  the  debate,  unless 
some  provision  of  the  kind  sugg^ted  by 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  were  madoi 
such  hon.  Members  would  be  exduded 


441  Parliament— B\mnm  of  the  {October  30, 1882}     Bouse — The  New  RvJei.  442 

from  taking  part  in  the  diyision  upon 
the  Main  Question,  and  they  would  run 
the  risk  both  of  stopping  debate  which 
ought  not  to  be  stopped,  and,  still  more, 
of  shutting  out  hon.  Members  from 
Toting  who  ought  to  be  allowed  to  vote. 
What  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  said 
was,  that  if  they  could  alter  their  Be- 
solution  in  such  a  way  as  to  say  that 
when  the  Speaker  had  put  the  Question 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  put,"  then, 
in  regard  to  the  Main  Question — the 
question  under  discussion — being  also 
put,  should  be  a  matter  at  the  discretion 
of  the  Speaker,  who  should  have  full 
liberty  to  name  the  time  when  the  diyi- 
sion on  the  Main  Question  should  take 
place.  Such  an  Amendment  of  the 
Besolution  uf  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  greatly  modify  and  mitigate  the 
Beverity  of  that  part  of  the  Bule  relating 
to  the  yote  being  taken  on  the  Main 
Question.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  spoke  as  if  that 
were  so  yery  novel  an  idea  that  it  was 
quite  impossible  to  entertain  it ;  but  it 
was  not  a  very  novel  idea  at  all.  Surely 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  had  some  experience,  within  the 
last  year  or  two,  of  a  course  similar  to 
that  proposed  by  the  Amendment  under 
the  Bules  of  Urgency.  He  (Sir  Stafifbrd 
Northcote)  certainly  recollected  two  in- 
stances in  which,  under  those  Bules,  it 
had  been  decided  to  close  a  debate  at  a 

S'ven  hour.  In  the  first  instance,  the 
btion  was  made  by  the  Prime  Minister 
himself — he  believed  in  Committee  upon 
the  Bill  for  the  better  Protection  of  Per- 
son and  Property  in  Ireland— that  on 
that  day,  at  12  o'clock,  the  remaining 
clauses  of  the  Bill  and  any  Amend- 
ments and  New  Clauses  should  be  put 
forthwith.  In  the  second  case,  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  at 
7  o'clock,  gave  notice  that  at  12  o'clock 
the  time  of  voting  should  take  place. 
Therefore,  there  could  be  nothing  ex- 
travagant in  such  an  idea ;  and  if  they 
were  prepared  entirely  to  trust  the 
Speaker,  as  he  presumed  they  would  be 
disposed  in  such  a  matter  to  trust  the 
Speaker,  then  they  could  trust  him  to 
take  a  division  at  some  convenient  hour. 
There  would  be  no  insuperable  difficulty 
or  objection  to  the  adoption  of  such  a 
course  as  that ;  and  if  the  House  desired 
to  avoid  a  snap  division,  he  thought  it 


would  do  well  to  accept  the  spirit  of  the 
proposal  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 
it  might  be  convenient  to  alter  the 
wording  of  the  second  part  of  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  by  merely  leaving  out  the  words 
''  at  the  sitting  next  but  one  to  be 
holden."  That  would  leave  it  entirely 
to  the  Speaker  to  say  when  the  Question 
should  be  put.  There  could  be  no  con- 
fusion between  the  two  questions.  The 
question  under  discussion  having  been 
debated,  the  Speaker  would  take  notice 
that  the  debate  had  been  exhausted,  and 
he  would  put  the  Question  for  stopping 
further  debate.  Perhaps  that  might  be 
done  in  a  thin  House,  and  in  that  case 
the  thin  House  would  decide  that  there 
should  be  no  more  debate.  But  that 
would  not  necessarily  decide,  unless  the 
House  chose  that  it  should  be  so,  that 
the  vote  should  forthwith  be  taken  upon 
the  question  under  discussion.  What 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer)  asked 
was  that  a  further  time  should  be  named 
at  which  the  vote  on  the  question  under 
discussion  should  be  taken,  and  the  de- 
mand was  only  fair  and  reasonable. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  the  proposition 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer)  had  made 
to  the  House  was  a  very  singular  one, 
and  was  one  which  had  considerably 
perplexed  his  own  supporters,  who  all 
of  them  found  themselves  unable  to 
support  it  in  the  form  in  which  it  stood 
upon  the  Paper.  But  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  would 
lead  the  House,  if  possible,  to  greater 
perplexity  still ;  for  what  was  it  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  proposed  ?  He  pro- 
posed that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  should  be  modified. 
And  what  was  the  effect  of  the  modifica- 
tion which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
suggested  ?  Why,  it  was  this — that  the 
Speaker  should,  or  might,  put  a  Mo- 
tion for  the  closure  of  the  debate  at  an 
inconvenient  hour,  and  then  that  at  a 
convenient  hour  the  division  should  be 
taken  on  the  Main  Question,  or  Ques- 
tion under  discussion.  He  (Mr.  Dod- 
son)  should  have  thought  that  it  would 
have  been  better  to  trust  to  the  Speaker 
to  put  both  Motions — namely,  that  for 
closing  the  debate,  and  then  the  Question 
under  discussion  at  a  convenient  hour. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  complained  that 
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his  (Mr.  Dodson's)  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  had  not  read  either 
the  Besolution  or  the  Amendment ;  hut 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  evidently  not 
read  them  himself.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  appeared  to  think  that  there 
was  to  be  one  Motion  for  the  cldfure  dis- 
tinctly and  another  for  the  Main  Ques- 
tion. That  was  not  so.  The  House 
would  observe  that  the  words  they  had 
already  agreed  to  were  these — 

"  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in  a 
Committ<?e  of  tho  Whole  House,  during  any 
Dchate,  that  tho  subject  has  been  adequately 
discussed,  and  that  it  is  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House,  or  of  the  Committee,  that  the  Question 
be  now  put," 

— the  Resolution  then  proceeded  to  say — 

"  he  may  so  inform  the  House,  or  the  Com- 
mittee  ;  and,  if  a  Motion  be  made  *  That  the 
Question  be  now  put,'  " — 

that  was,  the  Main  Question — [  Cries  of 
**No,  no!"  and  ''Hear,  hear!"]  It 
certainly  was  the  Main  Question ;  and 
the  Besolution  further  said — 

**  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman,  shall  forth- 
with put  such  Question;  and,  if  the  same  bo 
decided  in  the  affirmative,  the  Question  under 
discussion  shall  bo  put  forthwith," 

Then  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer)  proposed, 
after  those  words,  to  add — 

''And  if  so  decided  in  the  full  House,  then 
the  next  Notice  or  Order  of  the  Day  shall  be 
forthwith  proceeded  with,  after  Mr.  Speaker  has 
named  un  hour  at  the  sitting  next  but  one  to  be 
holden,  when  the  Question  on  which  further 
discussion  has  been  prohibited  shall  be  put 
without  Debate." 

The  effect  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member,  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 
favoured,  was  to  say  that  the  Question, 
which  the  House  had  decided  "should 
be  now  put,''  should  be  put  at  some  fu- 
ture time ;  in  fact,  that  the  word  '*  now  " 
in  the  Resolution  should  mean  "the day 
after  to-morrow."  No  wonder  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  did 
not  appear  to  approve  itself  to  his  own 
Friends ;  while  the  modification  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  hadrecommended, 
and  which  all  tho  speakers  sitting  on  the 
same  side  of  the  liouse  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  had  spoken  in  favour  of, 
was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  clum- 
sier form  of  the  Amendment  moved  in 
an  earlier  part  of  the  Resolution  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
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Member  for  the  University  of  Bablin 
(Mr.  Qibson),   and  negatived    by  the 
House.     The  right  hon.  Baronet  iaikd 
to  see  that  a  decision  under  the  woidi 
already  agreed  to,  "  That  the  Questran 
be  now  put,"   required  that  the  Main 
Question  be  put  forthwith,  and  not  at 
some  other  time.      He  (Mr.   Dodson) 
certainly    thought,   after    the  speeches 
which  had  been  made  by  the  supporter! 
of  the  hon.   and   gallant  Member  for 
Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer),  even  in- 
cluding that  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote),  it  was  not  necessary  fof 
the  House  to  discuss  the  matter  further. 
Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  right  hon.  G^- 
tleman  the  President  of  the  Local  Gh>- 
vernment  Board  (Mr.  Dodson),  who  had 
just  addressed  the  House,  did  not  quite 
understand  the  situation  or  the  Amend- 
ment.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
certainly  stated  three,  if  not  six,  times 
that  the  phrase  ''the  Main  Question" 
meant ''  that  the  Question  be  now  pat" 
Well,  that  certainly  was  not  the  Main 
Question,   and    the  phrase   "  that  the 
Question  be  now  put"   simply  meant 
''that  the  discussion  be  now  ended." 
["  No,  no !  "]    If  it  did  not  mean  that, 
then  the  Resolution  was  nonsense ;  be- 
cause, in  the  next  sentence,  it  went  on 
to  say,  "  and  if  the  same  be  decided  in 
the  affirmative" — that  was,  "that  the 
Question  be  now  put " — "the  Question 
under  discussion  shall  be  put  forthwith." 
Consequently,   the  Amendment  of   lus 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  £or 
Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer)  dealt,  not 
with  the  question  "  that  the  Question  be 
now  put,"  but  with  tho  question  under 
discussion,  which  was  the  Main  Ques- 
tion. [Mr.  DoDsoN  :  Precisely  so  ;  "that 
the  Main  Question  be  now  put."]    He 
was  delighted  to  find  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  at  last  been  induced  to 
agree  with  him.     He  had  thought  that 
a  few  minutes  ago  the  right  hon.  Gbn* 
tlemau  expressed  a  strong  dissent  from 
tho  statement  made  by  his  (Lord  George 
Hamilton's)  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote), which  he  was  now  only  repeating. 
He  thought  everyone  must  admit  that  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Maidstone  had  hit  a  blot  in  the  Resolu- 
tion.    There  was  no  hon.  Member  who 
would  deny  that.    ["  No,  no !  "]   Then, 
if  it  was  not  a  blot  on  the  Resolution, 
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let  them  recollect  what  it  was  that  the 
Prime  Minieter  had  said.  His  hon.  and 
ffallant  Friend  asserted  that  under  the 
fiesolutioii  a  Speaker  might  put  the 
Question  during  the  dinner  hour,  and 
that  a  small  quorum  of  the  House  might 
thus  decide  a  most  important  question  ; 
whereupon  the  Prime  Minister  said — 
and  it  was  a  curious  remark  to  make — 
that  if  such  a  thing  occurred,  and  the 
Speaker  literally  obeyed  his  own  Beso- 
lution,  he  would  be  below  the  average 
common  aense  and  intelligence  accorded 
by  Nature  to  mankind.  Oonsequently, 
they  were  asked  to  elevate  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  preserve  its  dignity,  by 
making  a  Besolution  a  Standing  Order, 
which,  if  the  Speaker  of  the  day  impli- 
citly obeyed,  it  would  place  him  below 
the  average  common  sense  and  intelli- 

gence  of  mankind.  The  Secretary  of 
tate  for  the  Home  Department  had  ad- 
mitted this.  He  said  that,  even  in  their 
present  difficulties,  there  was  one  thing 
on  which  they  might  implicitly  rely. 
What  was  that  one  thing  ?  It  was  the 
ordinary  common  sense  and  intelligence 
of  the  Speaker.  But  how  would  the 
Besolution  look  if  words  to  that  effect 
were  inserted  in  it  ?  What  would  be 
thought  if  they  made  the  Besolution 
read — "  The  Question  shall  be  now  put, 
provided  that  Mr.  Speaker  has  the  ordi- 
naiy  common  sense  and  intelligence  not 
to  observe  the  Besolution  ?  "  It  was 
quite  evident  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment dared  not  embody  their  own 
argument  in  the  Besolution ;  and  if 
they  could  not  do  that,  when  the  Beso- 
lution became  a  Standing  Order,  the 
Prime  Minister's  argument  would  be 
forgotten.  Surely,  the  House  ought  to 
do  something  to  remedy  the  evil  which 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had  unques- 
tionably hit;  and  it  seemed  to  him 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  that  a  remedy 
might  be  applied  in  a  tolerably  easy 
manner.  Suppose  that,  in  the  second 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  they  inserted  after  the  words 
**  and  if  so  decided  in  the  fuU  House  " 
the  words  "of  not  less  than  two  hun- 
dred Members,"  the  Besolution  would 
be  made  to  run  in  a  manner  which 
would  meet  the  views  of  the  Opposition, 
and  he  was  inclined  to  think  would 
meet  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment themselves.  He  understood  the 
Oovemment  to  say  that  they  were  not 
averse  to  the  sense  of  tiie  Amendment, 


but  that  they  could  not  agree  to  it  be- 
cause they  did  not  understand  it.  The 
Besolution  would  then  read — 

"  And,  if  a  Motion  be  made  *  That  the  Qaei* 
tion  be  now  put,'  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman, 
shall  forthwith  put  such  Question ;  and,  if  the 
same  be  decided  in  the  affirmative,  in  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House,  the  Question  under 
discussion  shall  be  put  forthwith,  and  if  so 
decided  in  the  full  House  '* 

— after  which  word  he  proposed  to  insert 
the  words ''  of  not  less  than  two  hundred 
Members  '* — 

"  then  the  next  Notice  or  Order  of  the  Day 
shall  be  forthwith  proceeded  with,  after  Mr. 
Speaker  has  named  an  hour  at  the  sitting  next 
but  one  to  be  holden,  when  the  Question  on 
which  further  discussion  has  been  prohibited 
shall  be  put  without  Debate." 

Let  them  for  a  moment  consider  what 
the  objection  was  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  made.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  said  it  would  be  inconvenient  to 
Members  to  be  required  to  attend  after- 
wards, and  decide  the  question  whether 
the  Main  Question  should  be  then  put. 
But  the  question  under  discussion  might 
be  a  most  important  question,  and  a 
considerable  number  of  Members  miffht 
be  away  during  the  dinner  hour ;  and  if 
the  Speaker  considered  it  necessary  to 
put  the  Question,  unquestionably  the 
House  would  have  a  grievance  against 
the  Speaker,  and  they  would  be  glad  to 
show  the  interest  they  took  in  the  ques- 
tion by  coming  down  to  vote.  Of  course, 
if  the  question  was  simply  a  matter  of 
no  importance,  nobody  would  come  down, 
and  the  decision  previously  arrived  at 
would  be  adhered  to.  It  therefore 
seemed  to  him  that  the  very  slight 
Amendment  he  had  suggested  in  the 
earlier  part  of  the  second  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would 
meet  all  the  difficulty,  without  in  any 
way  invalidating  the  efficacy  of  the  Re- 
solution. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LBIGHTON  said, 
that  he  had  placed  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  which  was  constructively  the 
same  as  that  now  before  the  House; 
and  as  it  might  be  ruled  out,  after  that 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer)  had  been 
discussed  and  decided,  he  should  like  to 
explain  to  the  House  what  the  object  of 
it  was,  and  what  his  idea  was  of  the 
way  in  which  the  matter  ought  to  be 
dealt  with.  The  discussion  which  had 
taken  place  had  certainly  thrown  the 
whole  matter  into  a  state  of  such  con* 
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fusion  that  he  confessed  he  was  hardly 
able  to  recognize  his  own  proposition, 
in  the  interpretations  which  had  been 
put  on  the  Amendment  before  the  House. 
He  would,  therefore,  read  his  Amend- 
ment. It  came  in  in  this  way ;  at  the 
end  of  the  Eesolution  to  add — 

"  Provided  also,  That  the  intervention  of  tho 
Speaker  at  any  stage  of  a  Bill  shall  be  suLject 
to  confirmation,  by  such  Question  being  again 
put  without  Debate  at  the  next  Sitting  of  the 
House  as  a  matter  of  Privilege,  under  the  con- 
ditions heretobefore  provided  as  to  tho  requisite 
majority ;  and,  unless  confirmed,  the  Debate 
shall  in  due  course  bo  resumed  as  though  tho 
Speaker  had  not  intervened." 

His  object  was  to  provide  that  there 
should  be  an  appeal — an  appeal  from  a 
passionate  and  agitated  House  to  a 
House  which  had  had  some  little  time 
for  considering  the  matter.  Surely,  the 
question  of  appeal  was  not  one  to  be 
thrown  aside  as  quite  unworthy  of 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  There 
was  an  appeal  from  the  decision  of 
every  Judge  to  a  Superior  Court,  and 
no  discredit  was  thrown  upon  the 
Judge  whose  decision  was  appealed 
against.  So,  also,  in  the  case  of  the 
Speaker,  it  would  be  no  discredit  to 
Mr.  Speaker  that  his  decision  should 
bo  appealed  against,  and  afterwards 
overruled  by  the  House ;  and  for  this 
reason — that  it  would  not  be  so  much 
the  decision  of  the  Si)eaker  as  it  would 
be  of  the  House  itself  that  would  be 
overruled.  They  knew,  over  and  over 
again,  of  instances  in  which  the  Prime 
Minister  insisted  that  decisions  which 
the  House  had  arrived  at  should  be  over- 
ruled by  a  subsequent  vote.  An  instance 
occurred  during  the  present  Session,  in 
regard  to  the  admission  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh.  Therefore,  the  argument  that 
an  appeal  would  throw  discredit  upon 
the  Speaker  fell  to  the  ground  at  once. 
Ail  tlint  was  asked  was  that  the  decision 
of  the  Speaker  should  be  subject  to  re- 
versal by  the  Whole  House  ;  should,  in 
fact,  bo  subjent  to  confirmation  by  re- 
quiring the  Question  to  be  again  put 
without  debate  at  the  next  Sitting  of 
the  House ;  and  if  it  were  not  confirmed, 
then  the  debate  would  be  resumed  as 
though  the  Speaker  had  not  intervened. 
Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  only  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  recalling  to  the  memory 
of  the  House  two  incidents  wliich  had 
occurred  in  the  progress  of  debate  since 
the  present  Government  had  been  in 
power.     One  of  them  was  an  incident 
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which  occurred  last  year,  and  the  other 
happened  during  the  present  Session. 
On  the  25th  of  April  last  year,  the  day 
put  down  for  the  second  reading  of  tne 
Irish  Land  Bill,  after  some  months  had 
been  allowed  for  studying  the  pro- 
visions of  the  measure,  shortly  before 
dinner,  an  attempt  was  made  by  clamour 
on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House, 
by  shouting  out  **  Divide !  "  and  by 
other  annoyances,  to  have  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  which  was  the  most 
important  measure  of  the  Session,  carried 
at  once  without  discussion  or  debate. 
The  most  conspicuous  person  who  called 
out  "  Divide !  "  on  that  occasion  was  the 
riglit  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain) ;  and  it 
it  had  not  been  for  an  hon.  Member  on 
tliat  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House 
rising  in  his  place  and  moving  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  Debate,  a  division 
would  have  been  snapped  at  that  time. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  seen  that,  even 
under  the  existing  arrangements,  the 
House  ran  the  risk  of  having  snap 
divisions.  The  second  incident  to  which 
he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  was  one  that  occurred  in  the 
present  Session ;  it  was  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Arrears  of  Bont  (Ireland) 
Bill,  as  amended.  The  Bill  was  intro- 
duced for  the  first  time  on  a  Friday,  and 
distributed  on  the  Saturday  morning*; 
and  the  Opposition  were  charged  with 
Obstruction  because,  at  12  or  1  o  clock  on 
the  Monday  night,  they  wished  to  have  a 
second  day  for  the  consideration  of  the 
second  reading  of  that  most  important 
Bill.  When  they  went  into  the  Lobbv, 
the  majority  against  them  was  slighUy 
over  two  to  one — 290  to  140 — and  they 
were  told  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bed- 
ford (Mr.  Whi thread)  that  that  was  an 
overwhelming  majority,  to  the  dedsion 
of  which  they  were  bound  to  submit.  If 
the  New  Bules  had  been  in  force,  it 
would  have  been  said  that  the  ''evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  "  had  been 
manifested  by  the  division,  and  all  dis- 
cussion upon  the  second  reading  of  that 
important  measure  would  have  been 
stopped.  He  mentioned  these  incidents 
as  two  reasons  why  he,  for  one,  was  ex- 
ceedingly anxious  not  to  allow  the  Ifi- 
nistry  to  have  the  chance  of  taking 
advantage  of  a  single  snap  division. 
When  it  was  argued  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  that  the 
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Opposition  asked  for  the  divison  upon  the 
Mtur$  to  be  taken  carelessly,  and  the 
division  on  the  Main  Question  to  be 
taken  carefully,  he  (Mr.  Warton)  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman that  the  Hesolution  itself  pro- 
Tided  that  the  Question  should  not  be 
decided  in  the  affirmative,  if  a  division 
were  taken,  unless  it  should  appear  to 
have  been  supported  by  more  than  200 
Members,  or  unless  it  should  appear  to 
have  been  opposed  by  less  than  40 
Members,  and  supported  by  more  than 
'  100  Members.  In  that  way  there  would 
be  security  against  any  carelessness. 
He  thought  that  a  considerable  amount 
of  confusion  existed,  as  manifested  by 
the  coarse  the  debate  had  taken  in  re- 
gard to  the  use  of  the  word  '^  Question." 
Even  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  himself  had  been 
misled ;  and  when  they  came  to  the  7th 
line  of  the  Hesolution,  which  now  read — 
"  Provided  that  the  Question  shall  not 
be  decided  in  the  affirmative,"  unless 
they  inserted  words  to  explain  clearly 
what  the  Question  was,  the  House 
would  find  themselves  involved  in  some 
difficulty.  He  thought  it  would  be  found 
neceesary  to  amend  the  Hesolution  by 
making  it  read — "Provided  that  the 
Question,  '  That  that  Question  be  now 
put '  shall  not  be  decided  in  the  affirma- 
tive." Unless  that  were  done,  they  would 
have  this  curious  result — *'  That  the 
Question  under  discussion  be  put  forth- 
with, provided  that  the  Question" — 
that  was  the  question  under  discussion, 
which  might  be  the  eldture  or  the  Main 
Question — ''  shall  not  be  decided  in  the 
formative. ' '  He  pointed  out  this  defect 
in  the  Resolution  for  the  consideration 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mb.  H.  8.  NORTHCOTE  said,  he  did 
not  propose  to  detain  the  House  for  more 
than  a  few  minutes.  He  only  desired 
to  say  that  there  appeared  to  have  been 
a  slight  misunderstanding  on  the  part 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Dodson)  as  to  the  argument  which 
had  been  used  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Memoer  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northoote).  All  that  he 
(Mr.  Northcote)  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  to  say  was,  that  he  wished  to 
provide,  in  the  event  of  the  Speaker 
potting  the  vote  for  the  eldture  at  an  un- 
reasonable or  inconvenient  hour,  that  he 
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should  not  have  the  power  of  acting  with 
further  inconvenieuce  and  irregularity 
by  putting  the  Main  Question.  There 
was  one  thing  which  appeared  not  to 
have  occurred  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  it  was  in  regard  to  the  cha- 
racter of  a  possible  future  Speaker. 
Hitherto,  the  House  had  had  represented 
to  it  only  two  characters  in  which  to 
regard  the  Speaker — in  the  one  case,  a 
perfectly  immaculate  Speaker;  and,  in 
the  other,  a  Speaker  who  would  be  the 
thorough  partizan  of  the  Government  of 
the  day.  He  apprehended  that,  in  either 
of  those  two  cases,  it  would  be  of  very 
little  importance  what  Eules  the  House 
adopted.  If  they  had  a  perfect  Speaker, 
he  might  be  fully  trusted  not  to  abuse 
the  powers  placed  in  his  hands.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  they  had  a  Speaker  who 
was  a  thorough  partizan  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  he  quite  agreed  with 
the  Prime  Minister,  that  that  would  be 
the  surest  way  of  insuring  the  downfall 
of  any  Government  he  might  happen  to 
support.  But  there  was  another  case — 
namely,  that  of  a  Speaker  who  might 
occasionally,  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty,  give  a  decision  which 
might  appear  doubtful  to  the  Party 
against  whom  he  gave  it;  and  the  object 
of  adopting  an  Amendment  somewhat 
on  the  principle  of  that  proposed  by  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer)  was,  in 
his  (Mr.  Northcote's)  judgment,  to  dimi- 
nish, as  far  as  possible,  the  friction 
which  might  arise  between  the  Speaker 
and  the  Party  against  whom  he  might 
decide.  If  an  Amendment  similar  in 
principle  to  that  which  had  been  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
were  adopted,  they  would  have  at  least 
the  practical  consolation  of  knowing 
that  the  minority  would  have  the  fullest 
opportunity  given  to  them  of  mustering 
their  forces,  and  bringing  all  the  weight 
they  could  to  bear  against  the  decision 
which  had  been  given  in  the  first  in- 
stance. He  hoped  the  House  would 
agree  to  the  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided .-—Ayea  89  ;  Noes 
145:  Majority  56.  —  (Div.  List,  No. 
355.) 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  the  next  Amendment  upon  the 
Paper  stood  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
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Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Gourley). 
As  he  did  not  see  the  hon.  Member  in 
his  place,  and  as  the  Amendment  raised 
rather  a  curious  point,  he  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  proposed  to  move  the 
Amendment  himself.  The  Amendment 
was,  in  line  7,  after  **  forthwith,"  to  in- 
sert **  but  no  such  Question  shall  be  put 
so  as  to  interrupt  a  ^fembor  while  speak- 
ing." He  asked  for  the  attention  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  for  a  moment,  upon 
this  point.  He  was  not  quite  sure  that 
it  would  be  necessary  to  move  the 
Amendment  at  all;  but  ho  wished  to 
know  whether  the  Speaker  could,  except 
under  a  subsequent  Resolution  which 
referred  to  relevancy  of  speaking,  gather 
the  *'  evident  sense  of  the  House"  and 
apply  the  cloture  during  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber's speech  ?  If  that  were  so,  he  should 
be  strongly  prepared  to  resist  such  a 
proposition,  that  any  speech  might  be 
interrupted  by  the  Speaker  in  order  to 
bring  a  debate  to  a  close.  Such  a  power 
would,  he  was  satisfied,  greatly  encou- 
rage every  man  who  sat  on  the  Liberal 
Benches  in  shouting  down  his  opponents. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Do  I  understand 
that  the  noble  Ijord  is  now  proposing  to 
take  up  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Gourley)  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
Yes. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  have  already 
pointed  out  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Sun- 
derland (Mr.  Gourley)  that  the  Amend- 
ment could  not  be  put,  because  it  is 
already  the  Rule  of  Debate  that  no  hon. 
Member  shall  be  interrupted  by  the 
Chair  when  speaking  to  a  question  ex- 
cept on  jioiuts  of  Order. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
In  that  case,  I  will  not  move  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  HICKS,  in  rising  to  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given  No- 
tice, said,  tliat  when  he  first  placed  the 
Amendment  upon  the  Paper,  the  general 
impression  of  the  House  was,  he  be- 
lieved, that  tlie  Resolution  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  intended  to  apply  simply 
to  cases  of  Obstruction.  But  since  then 
a  new  light  nppoanMl  to  have  dawned 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Government  ;  and 
the  Rules,  prepared  with  such  great 
care,  were  to  be  made  applicable  to 
vain  and  frivolous  speeches.  Tlie  House, 
however,  was  still  in  the  dark  as  to  the 
force  which  was  to  be  applied  to  these 
words ;    because    it   was   very  possible 
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that  speeches  which  were  delivered  by 
one  side  of  the  House  mi^ht  be  held  to 
be  vain  and  frivolous,  which  would  not 
be  held  to  be  vain  and  frivolous  wben 
they  came  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House.     Again,  they  might  be  held  to 
bo  vain  and  frivolous  at  one  hour,  when 
at  another  hour  they  would  not  be  held 
to  be  either  vain  or  frivolous.   But,  were 
that  60  or  not,  it  had  never  yet  been  tn- 
nounced  that  there  was  any  intention  to 
put  a  stop  to  all  debates;    and,  tbtt 
being  so,   he  thought  he  might  fairly 
ask  the  support  and  acceptance  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to   his  Amend- 
ment ;  and  if  they  would  not  give  him 
their  support  and  acceptance,  then  lie 
would  ask  the  support  of  independent 
Members  in  all  quarters  and  upon  all 
sides  of  the  House.     Surely  four  nighti 
was  not  an  unreasonable  period  of  time 
to  devote  to  tlie  consideration  of  greit 
measures  ;    for  the   House  would  ob- 
serve that  the  Amendment  which  be 
proposed  was  not  directed,  and  did  not 
provide,  that  all  debates  should  extend 
to  four  days,  but  simply  that  this  arbi- 
trary power  should  not  be  put  in  force 
when  the  subject-matter  of  debate  should 
have  been,  in  a  great  measure,  brougbt 
on  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
when  it  had  not  been  debated  for  at 
least  four  nights.     It  did  not  follow  tbat 
every  measure  brought  in  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  should    be  held  to 
be   a  measure  of  that  kind ;   but  bis 
object  was  simply  to  provide  that  tbii 
arbitrary    power  of   closing  a   debate 
should  not  be  put  in  force  until  such  a 
period  of  time  had   expired.     If  boo. 
Members  would  look  back  to  the  histoiy 
of  the  House,  he  thought  they  would 
find  very  few  occasions  on  which  mea- 
sures of  very  great  importance  had  not 
been  debated  for  at  least  that  length  of 
time.     They  would  have  in  their  reool- 
lection  the  debates  upon  the  Divorce 
Bill — a  measure  in   which  the  present 
Prime  Minister  took  a  g^eat  interest, 
and  which  the  right   hon.  Gentleman 
thought  so  objectionable  that  he  consi- 
dered he  was    perfectly  privileged  in 
using  all  the   rights  of  a  Member  of 
Parliament  to  defeat  it,  and  prevent  it 
from  passing  into  law.     Then  there  was 
the  Irish  Church  Bill  ;  that  took  foot 
nights.  Thelast  Reform  Bill  was  debated 
for  four  nights  on  the  second  reading;  the 
repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  was  eight  nights 
under  discussion,  and  not  the  second 


453  Parliament— BuB%n$9»fif  the  {Octobeb  80,  1882]    HouM-^The  Nfw  EuUi.  A6^ 


reading,  but  the  first  reading,  of  the  first 
Beform  Bill  engaged  the  attention  of  the 
House  for  12  nights.  Further,  he  be- 
lieved that  there  was  hardly  any  instance 
in  regard  to  any  division  having  been 
postponed  when  it  had  been  previously 
agreed  upon  by  Parties  on  both  sides  that 
a  division  should  take  place.  If  this 
Resolution  was  to  be  passed  in  the  way 
it  was  now  drawn,  there  was  nothing 
whatever  to  prevent  a  powerful  Minister 
^m  coming  down  to  the  House  at  a 
time  of  the  evening  when  hon.  Mem- 
bers knew  very  well  that  the  House  was 
generally  thin,  and  carrying  the  second 
reading  of  any  Bill  he  might  think  pro- 
per to  introduce,  even  upon  the  very 
first  night  of  the  debate.  He  thought 
that  was  a  possibility  which  the  Liberal 
Members  below  the  Gangway  would  not 
altogether  at  all  times  wish  to  see  real- 
ized. Therefore,  if  there  were  no  real 
desire  to  put  a  stop  to  free  discussion, 
this  Amendment,  he  thought,  ought  at 
once  to  be  accepted  ;  and  if  it  were  not 
accepted,  then,  he  thought,  they  could 
come  to  but  one  conclusion  —  namely, 
that  the  real  object  of  this  Besolution 
was  not  the  stopping  of  Obstruction,  but 
the  giving  of  power  to  an  arbitrary  Go- 
vernment. There  was  an  old  saying 
that  "  extremes  meet ; "  and  it  was 
rather  remarkable  that  they  found  the 
extreme  Badical  of  1882  pursuing  the 
same  course,  and  aiming  at  the  same 
power,  that  the  Stuarts  aimed  at  in 
1682.  The  similarity  of  the  events  of 
these  two  periods  was  rather  remarkable. 
He  found  it  recorded  in  Burnett's  Own 
Timet  that  when  James,  Duke  of  York, 
went  down  to  Scotland,  these  circum- 
stances occurred — 
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Some  complaints  were  also  made  of  the 
lords  of  regalities,  who  had  forfeitures  and  the 
power  of  life  and  death,  within  their  regalities. 
it  was  npon  that  promised  that  there  should  he 
a  regulation  of  these  Courts,  as  there  was  in- 
deed great  cause  for  it,  these  lords  heing  so 
many  tyrants  up  and  down  the  country ;  so  it 
was  intended  to  subject  these  jurisdictions  to 
the  Supreme  Judicatories.  But  the  Act  was 
passed  in  such  words  as  imported  that  the 
whole  course  of  justice  all  over  the  kingdom 
was  made  subject  to  the  King's  will  and  plea- 
sure ;  so  that  instead  of  appeals  to  the  Supreme 
Cooiis,  all  was  made  to  end  in  a  personal  appeal 
to  the  King ;  and  by  this  means  he  was  made 
master  of  the  whole  justice  and  property  of  the 
kingdom.  There  was  not  much  time  given  to 
consider  things ;  for  the  Duke,  finding  that  he 
was  master  of  a  clear  majority,  drove  on  every- 
thing  fast,  and  put  Bills  on  a  very  short  debate 
to  the  vote,  which  went  always  as  he  had  a 
mind  to  it," 


Those  were  the  events  of  1682,  and 
here,  he  thought,  they  had  history  re- 
peating itself.  Here  they  had  a  griev- 
ance acknowledged,  he  believed,  oy  all 
Parties  in  the  House;  here  they  were 
promised  a  remedy ;  and  here,  again, 
the  remedy  was  far  in  excess  of  the 
occasion.  Again,  they  had  also  a  power- 
ful Minister  aiming  at  great  power, 
and  trying  to  force  all  his  measures 
through  the  House  without  discussion. 
If  he  went  on  a  little  further  he  came 
to  the  time  of  the  French  Empire. 
\Lau<jhUr.'\  No  doubt,  to  some  hon. 
Members,  it  was  a  very  laughable  mat- 
ter ;  but,  personally,  he  did  not  at  all 
think  it  was  very  pleasant.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Bryce)  told  the  House  that  his  objection 
to  the  Besolution  was  that  it  did  not  go 
far  enough.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
would  like  to  hear  the  practice  that  pre- 
vailed in  France  during  the  Empire. 
SAn  hon.  Meicbbb:  Which  Empire?] 
!he  First  Empire.    It  was  this — 

"  By  degrees  all  the  laws  were  presented  to 
the  Council  by  the  Ministers,  and  were  either 
changred  into  decrees,  which,  without  any  other 
sanction,  were  put  in  force  from  one  end  of 
France  to  the  other ;  or  else,  having  received 
the  sanction  of  the  Corpt  Leffislatif,  they  were 
passed  with  no  more  trouble  than  that  imposed 
on  the  reporters  to  the  Council,  who  had  to 
preface  them  by  a  discourse,  so  that  they  might 
have  some  show  of  necessity." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan,  on 
Thursday,  used  these  words — ''As  the 
Premier  has  undertaken  to  destroy  the 
constitution  of  Parliament,  the  more 
thorough  the  ruin  the  better,  as  the 
sooner  would  come  the  reaction."  He 
agreed  with  that  opinion  ;  and  although 
it  was  the  duty  of  independent  Members 
to  endeavour  to  amend  the  Besolution, 
still,  for  one,  he  had  rather  see  the 
Minister  of  this  country  clothed  with  the 
power  which  Napoleon  secured  than  see 
the  House  degraded,  as  it  must  be  if 
this  Besolution  passed  in  its  present 
form.  Under  the  first  state,  they  might 
soon  see  the  reaction  throughout  the 
country ;  under  the  second,  it  might  be 
years  before  the  House  regained  thoEO 
rights  and  privileges  which  it  had  been 
the  work  of  centuries  to  secure.  He 
would  conclude  by  moving  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  7,  after  the  word  "  forthwith,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  **  Provided,  That  when  the  sub- 
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ject-matter  of  Debate  shall  be  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  a  Bill  introduced  by  a  Member  of  the 
Government,  a  Motion  *  That  the  Question  be 
now  put  *  shall  not  be  put  until  Twelve  of  the 
Clock  on  the  fourth  night  of  the  Debate,  the 
Second  Reading  having  been  put  down  as  first 
Order  of  the  Day  on  each  of  the  four  da  vs." — 
{Mr.  Hickt.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABCOURT  said, 
he  felt  sure  the  House  would  appreciate 
the  consideration  and  research  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridgeshire 
(Mr.  Hicks)  had  brought  to  bear  on  the 
present  question ;  but,  having  listened 
to  the  character  the  hon.  Member  had 
drawn  of  Gentlemen  sitting  on  that  (the 
Ministerial)  side  of  the  House,  and  his 
historical  reminiscences,  he  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  could  not  but  hope  that  it 
was  not  proposed  to  treat  them  to  the 
same  kind  of  cidture  that  overtook  the 
First  Napoleon,  or  the  first  and  second 
generations  of  the  Stuarts.  He  thought 
the  hon.  Member  might  take  comfort, 
for  he  should  not  forget  that,  from  the 
dangers  of  the  times  to  which  he  had 
referred,  society  had  always  found  some 

geat  deliverer ;  and  he  (fc'ir  William 
arcourt)  doubted  not  that,  in  case  of 
need,  it  could  yet  look  with  confidence 
to  the  county  of  Cambridge.  But  he 
could  not  entertain  the  opinion  that  a 
four  days'  debate  would  either  have 
kept  James  II.  on  the  Throne,  or  driven 
the  First  Napoleon  from  it — some  other 
measures  would  have  to  have  been  taken 
for  these  purposes.  Practically,  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was,  that 
whenever  a  Member  of  the  Government 
brought  forward  a  measure,  the  debate 
thereon  should  not  be  closed  until  four 
days  had  elapsed.  He  had  truly  said 
that,  on  great  occasions,  debates  had 
extended  to  four  days,  and  even  longer. 
But  that  would  be  the  case  in  the  future 
as  well  as  in  the  past.  No  doubt,  four 
days  would  not  be  too  much  to  devote  to 
the  discussion  of  great  questions  where 
strong  feelings  were  aroused,  and  he 
ventured  to  say  that  this  was  exactly  the 
view  which  the  Sj)eaker  would  take  on 
such  occasions.  But,  to  put  it  in  the 
language  of  the  hon.  Member,  that  in 
the  case  of  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill 
introduced  by  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, the  question  should,  in  no  case,  bo 
considered  to  have  been  fully  discussed 
in  less  than  four  days,  would  be  seen, 


from  experience,  to  be  laying  down  a 
very  inconvenient  Rule.  That  would  be 
evident  in  the  case  of  Money  Bills, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tke 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Haikes)  had, 
in  a  former  Amendment,  proposed  to 
exclude. 

Mr.  hicks  said,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  appeared  to  have 
misapprehended  his  proposal,  which  was 
not  that  the  debates  on  Government 
measures  should  continue  four  days, 
but  that  until  that  time  had  expired 
the  cUture  should  not  be  applied. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  Amendment,  however,  laid  down  the 
rule  that  the  debate  should  not  be  dosed 
by  the  exercise  of  this  power  until  four 
days  had  elapsed,  and  that,  in  the  case 
of  a  Money  Bill,   or,   to  take  another 
illustration,  the  Mutiny  Bill,  would  be 
highly  inconvenient.    In  the  latter  case, 
the  interests  of  the  Public  Service  might 
require  the  Bill  to  b^  passed  in  24  hours ; 
but    if   the  Amendment  of   the   hon. 
Member  were  adopted,  the  Government 
would  find  themselves  confronted  with 
the  **  four-days*  Rule;"    moreover,  if 
Saturday  and  Sunday  intervened,  that 
period  would  be  extended  to  six  days. 
In  view,  therefore,  of  the  great  delay 
which  would   be  opposed  to  measures 
that  it  was  absolutely  essential  to  the 
Public  Service  to  pass  in  a  limited  time, 
he  hoped  he  had  been  able  to  satisfy  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  was  impossible  for 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  accede  to 
the  proposed  Amendment. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  swd, 
he  entirely  agreed  with  the  object  which 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cam- 
bridgshire  (Mr.  Hicks)  had  in  view. 
But  while  he  shared  his  apprehension 
of  the  dangers  which  might  ensue,  he 
feared  it  would  be  difficult  to  meet  them 
by  any  words  that  could  be  introduced 
into  a  Resolution  of  the  kind  under 
notice.  The  whole  scheme  embodied  in 
the  Resolution  was  open  to  great  objec- 
tion, and  might  lead  to  very  serious 
inconvenience  and  protracted  debates 
on  subjects  of  great  national  importance, 
for  which  reason  he  hoped  the  House 
would  limit,  if  it  did  not  entirely  reiect 
it.  But  he  was  afraid  the  proposal  of 
his  hon.  Friend  was  not  one  capable  of 
beiug  worked,  and  would,  therefore, 
suggest  that  he  should  be  satisfied  with 
having  called  attention  to  the  subject, 
without  proceeding  to  a  division. 
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Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WjOLFF 
thought  that,  in  the  absence  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  it  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
House  if  the  debate  were  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
[Sir  H,  Drummond  Wolff,) 

Thb  Maeqttess  of  HARTINGTON 
mid,  the  Government  would  have  no  ob- 
jection to  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
when  a  point  of  great  importance  was 
reached  ;  but  he  thought  they  might  be 
allowed  to  dispose  of  the  present  Amend* 
ment. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  felt 
much  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Hicka)  for  raising  the  point  suggested 
by  his  Amendment.  He  did  not, 
however,  think  that  the  latter  was 
drawn  exactly  in  the  words  which  would 
carry  out  his  object.  But  his  hon. 
Friend  had  succeeded  in  obtaining  from 
the  Government  an  admission  of  the 
leading  fact,  that  the  length  or,  per- 
haps, the  extreme  shortness  of  discussion 
would,  under  this  Eesolution,  remain 
absolutely  in  the  discretion  of  Mr. 
Speaker,  who  would  have  to  consider 
the  wishes  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers. 
Both  Mr.  Speaker  and  the  House  of 
Commons  would  become  mere  instru- 
ments of  a  majority,  in  existence  under 
conditions  which  prevented  its  being  a 
free  agent.  He  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
would  not  divide  the  House  upon  his 
Amendment  in  its  present  form  ;  at  the 
same  time,  he  thanked  him  sincerely 
for  having  pointed  out  the  nature  of  the 
GK>vemment  proposal  and  its  inevitable 
results  upon  the  position  of  Mr.  Speaker 
and  of  the  House  itself. 

Mb.  R.  N.  fowler  considered  that 
the  Amendment  before  the  House  raised 
a  question  which  deserved  very  serious 
consideration.  His  fear — and  that  of 
hon.  Members  on  those  Benches — was 
that  the  discussion  of  matters  of  interest 
and  importance  to  their  constituents 
might  be  cut  short  in  a  way  that  would 
deprive  them  of  an  opportunity  of  laying 
their  views  before  the  House.  He  be- 
lieved the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  intended  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  next  Session,  that  would  affect 
bis  constituency,  and  he  supposed  that 
bhe  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
tnan  would  move  the  second  reading 
)f  it  at,  say,  5  o'clock  in  the  after- 
noon.    What  would  follow  ?    The  right 


hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  pro- 
bably address  the  House  for  an  hour 
and  a-half;  another  hour  would  be 
occupied  in  moving  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill ;  the  Metropolitan  Members,  all  of 
whom  would  wish  to  speak  on  the  ques- 
tion, would  then  have  from  half-past  7 
till  1 1  o'clock,  during  which  time  they 
would  be  endeavouring  to  catch  the 
Speaker's  eye.  It  would  then  be  inti- 
mated to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
that,  if  he  wanted  to  address  the  House, 
he  had  better  get  up  at  once.  The 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  would  have  no 
alternative  but  to  rise ;  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister would  reply,  and  what  he  (Mr. 
R.  N.  Fowler)  feared  would  take  place 
would  be  that  the  Metropolitan  Members 
who  had  not  been  called  upon  would  be 
absolutely  precluded  from  addressing  the 
House  upon  a  question  of  the  greatest 
interest  to  their  constituents.  For  these 
reasons,  and  because  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cambridgeshire  (Mr. 
Hicks)  tended  to  obviate  the  danger 
indicated,  he  should  g^ve  the  Amend- 
ment his  cordial  support. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  hicks  said,  he  would  not  press 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,   as  amended,  again 
proposed. 

Debate  arising ; 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 


'^^■(•fc-V  ^r^^  ^ 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tueeday,  ^Ut  October,  1882. 


QUESTIONS. 

THE  CHURCH  IN  THE  COLONIES— THE 
BISHOP  OF  COLOMBO. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  a  Memorial  has  been  received 
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by  the  Governor  of  Ceylon  with  respect  otliorarticleof  thevalnooffiftsenpeBce; 

to  an  official  letter  stated  to  be  "  on  Her  and,  if  bo,  whether  he  will  recommsnd  ft 

Majeaty's  SorvinR,"  and  carried,  as  euch,  tuitigatiou  of  the  soDteoce  ? 
frep  from  poBtage.  written  by  the  Bishop  Sib  WILLIAM  HABCOTJET:  Sir, 
of  Colombo,  threatening  a  master  to  a  the  history  of  the  case  is  this.  The 
Government- aided  school  in  Ceylon  with  woman  is  not  80,  as  stated,  bat  77, 
dismiEsal,  for  the  offence  of  marrying  a  During  the  last  20  years  she  has  bees 
Wesleyan  Methodist,  in  a  Wesleyan  27  times  convicted.  She  was  out  on 
chapel ;  whether  any  and  what  reply  ticket- of- leave  under  a  sentence  of  penal 
has  been  sent  to  such  Memorial;  and,  servitude.  She  was  kindly  taken  by  a 
whether  he  will  take  stops  to  prevent  poor  woman  into  her  house,  and  she 
communicatiouH  reflecting  on  the  reli-  robbed  her  benefactress  of  all  she  pos- 
gious  opinions  of  Native  Christians  aessed.  She  was  then  tried,  and  this 
being  franked  through  the  Colonial  post  sentence  was  then  passed  upon  her. 
offices  as  official  documents  "on  Her  Under  these  circumstances,  I  have  do 
Majesty's  Service?"  intention  of  recommending  a  mitigation 
Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Sir,  the  Co-  of  the  sentence  which  waa  passed  upon 
lonial  Office  has  received  no  communica-  an  incurable  offender  by  a  Judge  in 
tion  from  the  Qovemor  of  Coylon  with  whom  everyone,  I  think,  has  great  con- 
reference  to  this  matter;  but  he  lias  fidence.  I  mean  Mr.  Warton,  Chairman 
been  requested  to  report  about  it.  Tiie  of  the  Quarter  Sessions  at  Durham.  I 
conduct  imputed  to  Bishop  Coplestone  is  would  venture  to  submit  to  those  who 
so  extraordinary  that  I  can  hardly  bring  criticize  sentences  of  this  kind  that  the 
myself  to  credit  it  until  I  receive  ofHcial  previous  history  of  offenders  should  ha 
corroboration.  The  Government,  in-  inquired  into,  because  a  false  impree- 
deed,  have  no  control  over  the  Bishop,  sion  is  produced  when  it  is  supposed 
except,  perhaps,  in  this  matter  of  frank-  that  a  woman  is  sentenced  to  a  severs 
ing ;  but  all  I  can  say  as  to  this  at  pre-  punishment  for  what  appears  to  hsve 
sent  is  that  certainly  this  privilege  was  been  a  slight  offence,  but  when  the  fact 
not  granted  for  purposes  such  as  those  ia  that  she  is  an  incurable  offender  with 
for  which  it  is  alleged  it  has  been  used,  whom  it  is  impossible  to  deal  in  any 

other    way    than    by   keeping    bet  in 

VACCINATION— ALLEGED    DEATU    OF  prison. 
CHILDBEN    AT    NORWICH     FROM 

Tl 

AND  SPAIN 

aovnnm.j,l  Board  If  he  c.n  .ay  when  „  ^^     ;,g„tia,i„„  ,„,  ,   (5,a,„eS 

the  E,port  of  the  luqmr,  inlo  the  Vac  j           ,i,ri-r.nca  ha.e  bom  delmld, 

cmauon  faM.lj  .1  Norwich  »ill  be  m  .k.J.j.a.  „j_  ,t,n„  „y  ,  J 

\t     -nnno/MiT  ■         i        ■  i  ii.  »  i.  information  can  now  be  iriven  with  re- 

M..  BODSON  11  reply  ,a,d,  that  h.  ^               commerei.1  rd.Uo«.  wift 

could  not  answer  the  Question  with  any  5,,„:n  p 

degree  of  precision  ;    but  ho  had  made  ^g,^   CHARLES   W.   DILKE  :    Sb, 

inquiries    and    he    hoped    the    Report  „„  c„a,„„cial  negotiations  with  Fraao^ 

would  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  la  ,,„„„  ,„i,„„  „i„    *„;„„„  .l„       h-    .,-™ 

about  a  fortnight.  ^fll  *  <^^"  place  since  the  pubhcation 

=  of  the  Correspondence  which  has  been 


laid  before  Parliament.  As  regudt 
Spain,  the  latest  information  is  con- 
tained in  the  Blue  Book  recently  dit- 


CRIMINAL   LAW  — KXCESSIVE   SEN- 
TENCE-MARY COLE. 
Mb.  HOPWOOD  (for  Mr.  P.  A.  Tay-    tributed. 
lob)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 

the  Home  Department,  Whether  it  is  ENGLAND  AND  FRANCE-THE  ISLANDS 
true  that  an  old  woman  nearly  eighty  OF  THE  SOUTH  PACIFIC -FRENCH 
years  of  age,  named  Mary  Cole,  was  a  OCCITPATION  OF  KAI  ATE  A— TREAT! 
few  days  ago  sentenced  at  the  Burhi  "" 

"  arter  Sessions  t    '  *  ' 

ade,  for  etoalir 
Jtr.  IT.  B.  Fo 


OF  1847. 


Quarter  Sessions  to  ten  years'  penal  ser-        Mr.  A.M'AETHUEaskedthetJndat 
vitude,  for  stealing  an  apron  and  an-    Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AffaitSi 
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Whether  the  French  occupation  of  the 
island  of  Baitatia,  in  the  South  PacifiCi 
against  the  Treaty  of  1847,  still  con- 
tinues ;  and,  whether  any  arrangement 
between  the  French  and  English  Go- 
Temments  on  this  subject  has  been  ar- 
rived at  or  is  impending  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILB=E  :  I  pre- 
sume the  hon.  Member  means  Eaiatea. 
The  situation  remains  as  it  was  on  the 
11th  of  August,  when  I  replied  to  a 
Question  on  the  subject  put  to  me  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stafford 
(Mr.  Salt). 

SiK  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
asked  whether  Papers  would  be  pre- 
sented on  the  subj  ect  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
he  would  inquire  whether  any  Papers 
coidd  be  presented ;  but  he  feared  that 
he  should  be  unable  to  comply  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  wish  in  this  respect, 
as  the  matter  was  still  under  discussion 
between  the  Governments. 

SCIENCE  AND  ART  DEPARTMENT, 

DUBLIN. 

Ma.  DAWSON  asked,  What  steps 
are  being  taken  towards  the  commence- 
ment of  the  building  of  the  new  Science 
and  Art  Department  in  Dublin ;  and, 
what  is  the  exact  position  of  this  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  COUBTNEY  :  Sir,  the  selected 
designs  for  the  Dublin  Museum  have  been 
examined  by  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment with  reference  to  their  suita- 
bility for  museum  purposes  and  by  pro- 
fessional architects  with  reference  to 
their  probable  cost ;  and  they  haye  been 
submitted  to  Lord  Spencer,  whose  opi- 
nion has  just  been  received.  Before  a 
final  decision  is  arrived  at  the  five  de- 
signs will  be  exhibited  for  a  time  in 
Dublin  so  as  to  obtain  public  criticism. 
Temporary  premises  have  been  prepared 
for  the  exhibition  of  the  contents  of  the 
Museum  while  the  new  buildings  are  in 
progress. 

Mb.  DAWSON  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Dub- 
lin, as  the  representatives  of  the  public 
of  that  city,  would  be  consulted  in  the 
matter  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  The  members  of 
the  Corporation  will  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  examining  the  designs  like  all 
other  dtijEens  of  Dublin. 

Ma.  DAWSON  gave  Notice  that  on 
an  early  day  he  should  ask  whether  the 


Predecessor  of  the  present  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant had  not  distinctly  promised  that 
the  Corporation  of  Dublin  would  be 
consulted  before  the  final  adoption  of 
any  plan  ? 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
MEDICAL  ATTEND^VNCE. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  true  that  the  men  of 
the  Boyal  Irish  Coustabuiary  are  com- 
pelled to  pay  a  certain  sum  regularly 
every  month  for  medical  attendance; 
whether  it  is  true  that  complaints  were 
made  by  the  men  quartered  in  the  town 
of  Arklow,  county  Wicklow,  through 
the  head  constable,  of  the  nou- attend- 
ance upon  them  and  neglect  of  duty  of 
the  medical  attendant ;  whether  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  head  constable  to  lay  the 
complaints  made  by  the  men  before  the 
proper  authorities;  whether  it  is  true 
that  an  investigation  was  held  by  the 
county  inspector  into  these  charges, 
which  resulted  in  the  removal  of  the 
head  constable  to  some  remote  part  of 
Connaught;  and,  whether  he  will  in- 
quire into  the  matter,  and  repair  any 
injustice  that  may  have  been  done  ? 

Mr.^BEVELYAN:  Sir,  members  of 
the  Koyal  Irish  Constabulary  Force  do 
not  pay  any  sum  for  medical  attend- 
ance, as  they  are  provided  with  such 
attendance  free  of  cost.  Complaints  were 
made  by  the  men  quartered  in  Arklow 
through  the  head  constable  against  the 
medical  attendant.  It  was  the^duty  of 
the  head  constable  to  lay  the  complaints 
before  the  proper  authorities.  The  com- 
plaints were  carefully  inquired  into  by 
the  County  Inspector,  who  reported  that 
they  were  exaggerated.  The  removal  of 
the  head  constable  had  no  connection 
whatever  with  those  complaints,  nor  had 
the  result  of  .the  inquiry  anything  to  do 
to  his  removal. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1881-ARMS  LICENCES. 

Mr.  EEDMOND  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  can  state  the  number 
of  applications  for  licences  to  carry  arms 
which  have  been  made  under  the  Arms 
Act  in  the  county  of  Wexford,  and  the 
proportion  refused  by  the  licensing  autho- 
rity ;  and,  whether  the  district  of  Wex- 
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ford  is  and  has  been  almost  entirely  free 
from  crimes  of  violence  ? 

MR.TREVELYAN:  Sir,  in  the  County 
Wexford  the  number  of  applications  for 
licences  to  carry  arms  has  been  about 
5,611,  and  in  about  30  of  these  cases 
licences  had  been  refused.  There  have 
been  but  few  crimes  of  violence  recently 
committed  in  the  county,  and  I  feel  plea- 
sure in  saying  so.  The  district  has  not, 
however,  been  entirely  free  from  crime. 
I  find  from  the  Returns  presented  to 
Parliament  that  there  have  been  93  out- 
rages reported  to  the  Constabulary  Office 
up  to  the  dOth  of  September  this  year, 
47  of  these  being  agrarian  outrages. 

Mr.  REDMOND :  Does  that  number 
include  threatening  letters  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  It  includes 
threatening  letters  ;  33  of  the  number  I 
have  mentioned  are  offences  against  pro- 
perty— incendiary  offences. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  whether  it  was 
not  tbe  fact  that  Wexford  was  the  only 
county  in  the  South  of  Ireland  that  was 
not  proclaimed  under  the  Crimes  Act  ? 

[No  reply  was  given  to  the  Question.] 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  —  RE- 
TURNS OF  ARRESTS,  &c. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
How  many  warrants  were  issued  under 
the  late  Coercion  Act,  how  many  per- 
sons were  imprisoned,  how  many  were 
re-arrested,  what  was  the  highest  num- 
ber arrested  under  any  previous  suspen- 
sion of  the  Habeas  Corpus  and  the  aate, 
how  many  persons  were  summoned  under 
the  Statute  of  Edward  III.,  how  many 
were  imprisoned,  how  many  of  these 
were  women,  how  many  gave  bail,  and 
in  how  many  cases  were  the  bails  es- 
treated  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  I  cannot 
inform  the  hon.  Member  what  was  the 
number  of  warrants  issued  under  the  re- 
cent Act  for  the  better  protection  of  per- 
sons and  property  in  Ireland  ;  987  per- 
sons were  arrested  under  that  Act,  of 
whom  28  were  arrested  a  second  time. 
I  am  informed  that  1,217  persons  wore 
arrested  under  the  Habeas  Corpus  Sus- 
pension Act  of  1866 ;  but  I  do  not  know 
if  that  was  the  highest  number  reached 
under  previous  Acts.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  specify  some  period  for  which 
he  wants  the  information  with  regard  to 
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the  number  of  persons  summoned  under 
the  Act  of  Edward  III.,  I  will  endeavour 
to  obtain  it  for  him.  It  will  neceBsarily 
be  a  work  of  considerable  labour. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION- 
COURT  VALUERS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
How  many  of  the  court  valuers  under  the 
Land  Act  have  been  under  police  protec- 
tion in  their  own  localities  and  elsewhere; 
how  many  tenants  were  dispossessed  bj 
Mr.  Gray,  J.P.  Mr.  Russell,  J.P.  and 
Captain  M*Gill,  court  valuers ;  and,  when 
police  protection  ceased  to  be  given  to 
the  two  former  gentlemen  ? 

MR.TREVELYAN:  It  has  been 
found  necessary  to  refer  this  Question 
to  the  several  Court  valuers  for  report ; 
but,  as  they  are  employed  on  the  busi- 
ness of  their  Circuits,  replies  have  as  yet 
been  received  in  a  few  cases  only.  If 
the  hon.  Member  will  kindly  repeat  the 
Question  on  Thursday,  I  hope  then  to  be 
able  to  give  him  a  full  answer. 

STATE    OF    IRELAND  —  DISTRESS    IN 

CLARE. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  has  received  a  Copy  of  Resolutions 
recently  passed  by  the  guardians  of  the 
poor  of  Corofin,  county  Clare,  calling 
attention  to  the  high  poor  rates  and 
county  cess,  and  to  threatened  destitu- 
tion in  that  union ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  cause  official  inquiry  to  be  im- 
mediately made  into  the  statements  con- 
tained in  those  resolutions  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  the  Local 
Oovernment  Board  in  Dublin  have  re- 
ceived from  the  Guardians  of  Ennis- 
tymon  Union  copies  of  resolutions  re- 
lating to  apprehended  distress.  These 
resolutions,  which  only  reached  the 
Local  Government  Board  yesterday,  wiU 
have  immediate  attention,  and  inquiry 
into  the  subject  of  them  has  almdy 
been  ordered.  I  have  seen  copies  of  the 
resolutions  in  Saturday's  Irish  papers; 
but  they  have  not  yet  reached  me  from 
the  Guardians. 

EGYPT- TRIAL  OF  ARABI  PASHA. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  the  Government  have  had 
their  attention  directed  to  the  compoei* 
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tion  of  the  Commission  appointed  to  try 
Arabi  Pacha ;  and;  if  there  is  any  truth 
in  the  statements  that  some  of  the  Com- 
missioners are  political  partizans  of  very 
questionable  antecedents? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  we 
have  no  report  on  the  antecedents  of  the 
Commissioners ;  buta  list  of  their  names 
was  sent  to  us  and  read  by  me  in  the 
House.  Although  the  Foreira  Office, 
acting  on  the  highest  legal  advice,  has 
insisted  on  certain  points  thought  neces- 
sary, they  have  no  pretension  to  consti- 
tute the  Court,  or  interfere  in  every 
detail  of  the  trial. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the  report 
that  it  is  intended  to  exclude  the  Press 
during  the  coming  investigation  into  the 
conduct  of  Arabi  Pacha,  and  of  the 
other  prisoners  who  surrendered  to  the 
British  Army  ;  and,  whether,  if  so,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  use  their 
good  offices  with  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment to  insure  full  publicity  being  given 
to  the  proceedings  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
rules  of  procedure  agreed  upon  between 
the  advocate  of  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment and  the  counsel  for  the  defence 
contained  no  provision  for  the  exclusion 
of  the  Press;  but  although,  as  I  have 
said,  we  have  insisted  on  certain  points 
which  we  thought  necessary,  we  cannot 
undertake  to  conduct  the  trial  from 
London. 

EGYPT— THE  EGYPTIAN  ARMY. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  With  what  authority  in  Egypt, 
and  by  what  document.  Her  Majesty's 
Goyemment  have  arranged  that  the  cost 
of  the  Army  now  being  organised  in 
that  Country  is  not  to  exceed  a  specified 
amount;  whether  the  document,  in  which 
such  an  agreement  is  laid  down,  will  be 
laid  before  the  House  ;  and,  whether  the 
amount  in  question  is  to  be  maintained 
irrespective  of  the  decision  of  the  Cham- 
ber of  Notables? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
information  to  which  I  alluded  yesterday 
came  from  Sir  Edward  Malet,  who  was 
informed,  on  the  20th  instant,  that  the 
amount  estimated  for  the  cost  of  the 
Egyptian  Army  would  be  the  same  as 
was  laid  down  by  the  Liquidation  Com- 
mission.   The  last  branch  of  the  Ques- 


tion comes  under  the  statement'made  for 
himself  and  his  Colleagues  by  the  Prime 
Minister  on  the  first  night  of  the^Session. 

TURKEY— ARMENIA. 

Mr.  BAXTER  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Afifairs,  If 
any  recent  and  urgent  representations 
have  been  made  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  the  Government  of  Turkey 
regarding  the  necessity,  in  the  interest 
of  a  suffering  population,  and  to  prevent 
a  civil  war,  which  may  end  in  annexa- 
tion to  Russia,  of  introducing  immedi- 
ately administrative  reforms  into  Ar- 
menia? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Lord 
Dufferin's  instructions  are  to  make  re- 
presentations as  to  Armenia,  and  we 
have  perfect  confidence  in  the  manner 
in  which  he  has  been  executing  them. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
whether  any  representation  had  been 
made  by  Lord  Dufferin  as  to  the  intro- 
duction into  Turkey  in  Europe  of  the 
reforms  recommended  by  the  Commis- 
sion, of  which  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Calne  (Lord  EdmondFitzmaurice) 
was  Chairman  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  can- 
not say  positively  ;  but  my  impression  is 
that  the  subject  has  been  mentioned  re- 
cently. Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  will 
give  Notice  of  the  Question. 

EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITION)— 
TREATMENT  OF  THE  SICK. 

Mb.  OOITRLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  there  is  any  founda- 
tion for  the  allegation  that  the  Medi- 
cal Service  necessary  for  the  proper 
treatment  of  the  sick  and  wounded 
brought  home  on  board  H.M.S.  "  Ma- 
labar" was  insufficient;  if  so,  will  he 
be  good  enough  to  state  the  cause, 
and,  further,  why  measures  were  not 
adopted  when  the  troops  left  for  Egypt 
to  insure  in  every  respect  an  efficient 
Medical  Service  in  connection  with 
each  regiment ;  and,  if  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  care  of  the  sick  and  wounded 
depended  mainly  upon  the  assistance 
of  lady  volunteer  nurses  sent  out 
under  the  auspices  of  the  Ambulance 
Society  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  Sir,  in  reply  to 
my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
Committee  presided  over  by  Lord  Morley 
will  minutely  investigate  the  allegations 
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as  to  the  troatmont  of  the  Bick  and 
wounded  on  board  the  Malahar  and  other 
ships  on  which  they  wore  embarked,  and 
that  I  prefer  not  to  projudf^e  the  Com- 
mittoo's  Report.  With  reference  to  my 
hon.  Friend*8  inquiry,  why  what  he  con- 
siders an  inefficient  medical  force  was 
sent  with  the  Expedition,  the  whole  of 
this  question  will  come  before  the  Com- 
mittee ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say  that  be- 
yond dispute  no  military  expedition  ever 
left  this  country  with  anything  like  the 
proportionate  strenp^th  of  medical  officers 
and  attendants.  The  number  of  medi- 
cal officers  actually  embarked  from  Eng- 
land, not  including  India,  was  163,  be- 
sides 13  who  would  have  loft  had  not 
the  additional  drafts  been  stopped.  The 
numbers  of  the  Army  Hospital  Corps 
were  18  officers  and  warrant  officers  and 
817  non-commissioned  officers  and  men  ; 
and,  in  addition,  21)  nurttinglSiKtors  were 
sent  out  by  the  War  Department.  Of 
course,  I  do  not  include  Sisters  of  Mercy 
or  Nuns  sent  by  private  societies,  of 
whom  wo  have  no  knowledge.  Of  the 
29  Sisters  six  were  obtained  from  the 
National  Aid  Society,  to  which  I  pre- 
sume my  hon.  Friend's  last  Question  re- 
fers. I  may  take  this  opportunity  to  say 
that,  after  considering  the  suggestions 
made  to  me  yesterday  as  to  enlarging 
the  Committee.  I  came  to  the  conclusicm 
that,  without  in  any  way  qualifying  ray 
absolute  responsibility  in  the  matter,  I 
might  make  an  addition  to  the  Commit- 
tee which  from  every  point  of  view 
would  strengthen  it;  and  I  accordingly 
asked  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Berkshire  (Sir  Robert  Loyd  Lindsay)  if 
he  was  willing  to  give  us  the  benefit  of 
his  assistance.  I  am  happy  to  say  that 
ho  has  consented,  and  the  iirst  meeting 
of  the  Committee  will  take  placo  to- 
moiTOw. 

Sir  HAEEY  VERNEY  wished  to 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
to  appoint  a  Member  from  that  side  of 
the  House  on  the  Committee. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  If  the  hon.  Baronet 
desires  to  put  a  Question  ho  will  be  in 
Order,  but  he  cannot  raise  a  debate. 

Sir  harry  VERNEY  begged  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whe- 
ther he  would  consider  the  question  of 
appointing  a  Member  from  that  side  of 
the  House  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  I  have  not  looked 
upon  the  appointment  of  this  Commit- 
tee as  a  political  matter,  and  the  fact 
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that  I  have  chosen  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  who  sits  opposite  shows  that  I 
have  not  been  actuated  by  any  political 
motives.     Three  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee will  be  officers  of  the  Army ;  the 
secretary  will  also  bo  an  officer.    I  con* 
sider,  therefore,  that  I  have  strengthened 
the  military  element  sufficiently,  and  it 
is  my  duty  to  hold  the  balance  juetlj 
between  the  diff'erent  military  and  ad- 
ministrative departments.     I  think  the 
House  will  agree  with  me  that  the  Com- 
mittee is  now  as  strong  as  it  can  well 
be. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND-FAMINE  IN  THE 
WEST  OF  IRELAND. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  reports  in  the  public  journals  of  wide 
spread  distress  and  imminent  danger  of 
famine  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  arising 
from  the  extraordinary  pressure  of  poor 
rate  and  seed  rate,  the  wide  spread 
failure  of  the  potato  crop,  and  the 
disastrous  effect  of  recent  storms  on  the 
harvest ;  whether  he  has  noted  the  con- 
dition of  things  on  Tory  Island,  nine 
miles  from  the  mainland,  where  the 
bulk  of  the  inhabitants  are  already  de- 
prived of  every  means  of  subsistence; 
whether  the  Government  are  sensible  of 
the  necessity  of  taking  immediate  stepa 
for  prevention  of  death  by  hunger ;  and, 
what  measures,  by  way  of  reproductive 
works  or  otherwise,  they  propose  to  in- 
stitute for  that  purpose  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  with  regard 
to  the  first  portion  of  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member,  I  have  been  in  com- 
munication with  the  Local  Q-oyernment 
Board,  and  I  am  told  that  there  is  no 
reason  to  apprehend  that  there  is  wide- 
spread distress  and  imminent  danger  of 
famine  in  the  West.  With  regard  to 
the  remainder  of  the  Question,  the 
attention  of  the  Government  has  been 
directed  to  the  statement  respecting  the 
condition  of  things  in  Tory  Island.  One 
of  the  Inspectors  of  the  Local  Goveni- 
ment  Board  has  been  instructed  to  pro- 
ceed at  once  to  the  Union  to  whicn  it 
belongs  and  make  immediate  inquiries 
and  report  upon  the  subject.  The  Ad- 
miralty has  placed  a  gun-boat  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Government,  and  should 
there  be  any  difficulty  experienced  in 
transporting  provisions  to  the  island,  ths 
gun-boat  will  be  used  for  the  purpose. 
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SPAIN— INTERNATIONAL  LAW- 
SURRENDER  OF  CUBAN  REFUGEES. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment  will  order  the  dismissal  of 
the  chief  constahle  of  Gibraltar  from 
the  public  service  as  a  mark  of  their 
disapprobation  of  his  conduct  in  illegally 
surrendering  to  the  Spanish  Goyern- 
ment  General  Maceo  and  his  com- 
panions ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  I  do  not 
quite  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
in  his  Question  points  to  the  acting 
police  magistrate  who  was  reported  to 
have  given  the  order,  or  to  the  Chief  In- 
spector of  Police  who  executed  it ;  but, 
whichever  the  hon.  Member  means,  I 
would  point  out  that  until  the  inquiry 
which  has  been  directed  to  be  made  is 
completed,  it  would  be  premature  to 
apportion  the  blame  and  its  punishment. 
I  may  add  that  the  acting  police  magis- 
trate who  is  supposed  to  have  issued  the 
order  in  question  is  no  longer  in  that 
office,  whioh  he  only  held  temporarily, 
as  his  successor  was  appointed  about  a 
fortnight  ago. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  refugees  in 
question  were  given  up  on  the  applica- 
tion of  the  Spanish  Qovernment,  or 
spontaneously  by  the  English  Magis- 
trate ;  and,  if  given  up  on  the  applica- 
tion of  the  Spanish  Government,  whe- 
ther that  Qovernment  applied  that  they 
should  be  treated  as  common  prisoners 
or  as  political  offenders  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  As  far  as 
the  report  we  have  goes,  what  took  place 
was  this.  The  Spanish  authorities  com- 
municated to  the  Colonial  Secretary  at 
Qibraltar  the  statement  that  certain 
prisoners  named  had  escaped,  and  were 
expected  to  arrive  at  Gibraltar,  and  call- 
ing upon  him  to  apprehend  them  in 
order  that  they  might  be  claimed  under 
the  Extradition  Treaty.  The  Colonial 
Secretary  wrote  to  the  police  magistrate 
informing  him  that  this  application  had 
been  made,  and  giving  directions  that 
these  men  should  be  apprehended  on 
their  arrival.  He  only  intended  that 
they  should  be  apprehended  in  order 
that  due  inquiry  might  be  made  to  see 
whether  there  was  anything  in  their 
<2A868  to  warrant  giving  them  up.  It 
Appears  that  the  acting  police  magis- 
trate, without  any  further  communioa- 
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tion  with  the  Colonial  Secretary,  or  Go- 
vernor, acted  in  the  manner  t  described 
yesterday. 

LoKD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Did  the  Colonial  Secretary  at  Gibraltar 
give  any  instructions  as  to  the  course  to 
be  adopted  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHI^Y :  He  gave 
instructions  that  they  should  be  appre- 
hended. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN:  On  what 
ground,  unless  there  was  some  criminal 
accusation  against  them,  could  these 
men  be  arrested?  They  were  purely 
political  exiles. 

Mn.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  My  hon. 
Friend's  Question  would  lead  me  into  a 
long  discussion.  When  a  friendly  Go- 
vernment comes  forward  and  asks  an- 
other friendly  Government  for  the  ar^ 
rest  of  certain  men,  undertaking  to  make 
a  case  for  their  extradition,  it  is  usual 
for  that  friendly  Government  to  comply 
with  the  request.     [**  Oh !  "] 

Me.  JOSEPH  COWEN :  Might  I  ask 
if  my  hon.  Friend  would  apply  that  rule 
to  the  arrest  of  political  exiles  in  this 
country  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  I  need 
hardly  assure  my  hon.  Friend  that  in 
the  bare  information  we  received  there 
is  no  statement  by  the  Spanish  autho- 
rities that  these  men  were  political  pri- 
soners. On  the  contrary,  they  said  they 
were  convicts  who  had  escaped,  and  the 
Colonial  Secretary  naturally  expected 
that  an  inquiry  would  take  place. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  :  By 
the  Extradition  Treaty  with  Spain,  poli- 
tical offenders  are  expressly  excluded. 
If,  therefore,  the  Spanish  Government 
have  obtained  these  prisoners  without 
stating  that  they  were  political  offenders, 
they  have  obtained  them  under  a  false 
pretence.  I  want  to  know  whether,  by 
the  Extradition  Treaty,  prisoners  thus 
arrested  are  not  to  have  the  opportunity 
of  applying  for  the  habeas  corpus  ?  Was 
such  an  apportunity  given  them,  or  has 
a  strong  representation  been  made  to 
the  Spanish  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said.  Notice 
would  have  to  be  given  of  these  Ques- 
tions. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  Under 
what  provision  of  the  Treaty  were  the 
prisoners  given  up  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  It 
has  been  already  stated  that  they  were 
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Tfongfull;  given  up,  and  therefore  thej  Mb.    TBEVELYAN    said,   he  ni 
were  given  up  under  no  provision  of  the  anxious  to  give  all  infonnatiott  posaihli 
Treatj.  upon  the  subject ;  hut  he  had  remnd 
an  earnest  appeal  from  the  administn- 
F.C4YPT— TRIAL  OF  ARABI  PASHA.  tion  of  the  Land  Commission  not  to  sik 
»T     TinTTiiiri^     .L  J.        1       n  forinoreKetumsthancouldhohelpod,((ir 
Mr.  BOHEKE  Jished  to  ask  a  One.-  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^        .     ,^^^^  ^^  ^^^ 
t.on  ansmg  out  of  th.  Question  which  ^^  ^  ,,_»  ^^^„,  „?  ^^  Oommi^ 
had  been  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  ,,^^  ^ ,,;  ^^^^           ^^^  j„j^j      j^ 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchorel.    The  ^^           howsve?,  he  would   ask  for. 
Under  Secret.rv  o     Slate  for  Foreign  h,  was  very  glad  to  he  able  to  «ij  list 
Affairs  had  said     bat  the  Oovernin.nl  ,  ^^^^  ^',|^,  ^^^  Commi»iioi  hsd 
had  nothing  to   do   ..ih   the  trial  of  i„[„„,j   ^;^    n.,   j        i^.,  ,  , 
Arab,  Pasha.    He  would  ask  whether  „„„bor  of  investig.tors-.ight  or  II- 
iome  represonlalion  would  not  bo  mndo  j,^^  .   _,  ^^^^  .ppJiaied  to  rarr,  on  in- 
to Ih.  aulhoritio.  in  Egypt  to  tlie  effect  ^^hJ    „         „  ?f .,  n,  a„,  h./j^j 
that  th.  Press  ought  b  be  admitted  to  b,„',,t„'  ,j„„t.g«  of.     He  wosld 
the  proceoding.  a  the  Irinl  7   Oth.rw.se  „^^  to.„„r„w  and  Ssk  for  Eetnms. 
the  puulic  would  be  kept  eatirely  m  the 

'**='' ^^ni'^VU^w^lTtV,.      -A    K  ORDER    OF    TBS    DAY. 

SiH  CHAKLLS  W,  UlLKE  Bftid,  ha 

would  repeat   tliat   Her  Majesty's  Go-  _-*«».— 

vetDment  had  no  f eason  to  suppose  that  PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS     OF     THE 

the  Press  would   bo  excluded.     There  iioUSE-THE  NEW   RULES  OF  PRO- 

was  nothing  to  that  effect;  in  the  rules  CEDUKE  —  FIKHT    RULE    (PL'TTCiG 

which  had  been  laid  down,  and  which  xilE  QUESTION). 

had  been  sent   to   tho  Foreicn   OfBce.    ^  tt  n 

"With  regard  to  making  repretontatioiis  [^1'^"^^^°  debate.]  [KLBvniTn  kioht.] 

on  the  subject,  without  having  reason  Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 

to  suppose  the  Preaa  would  bo  excluded,  Debate  on  Main  Question  [20th  Febro- 

the  right  hon.    Gentleman  had   better  ary],  as  amended, 

give  Notice  of  his  Questiou.  "  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Sir.  Spwbr, 

Mb.   BOURKE  said,   that  surely   on  or  to  tho  Chainnan  of  Ways  and  Meaiuiiit 

I  ■     *     p  Ai     *  1  ■    J   's.  Committee   of   lie  wholo   Iiouso.  doriDiF  »flT 

a  subject  of  that  kind  it  was  very  easy  ij^^^t"  tho  Batj«:t  ha*  Cn  adeqLwf 

to    telegraph    to    Lgypt.      Considering  discussed,  and  that  it  is  the  oTid«aitBei»8oftlM 

that    the    House   knew    frooi    the  hon.  House,  or  of  the  Committee,  that  the  QneMico 

Baronet   that  the  Government  had    in-  be  now  put,  he  may  bo  inform  tho  House  or  thi 

terfered   already  a  good   deal,    it   was  i-;"";r"r=  "v**'  "  "  ^?«"  ^f*^  "^ 

If-     .u         I,    T  J   1,     ■    r    _    1      (the  Question  he  now  put,  Mr.  hpeakor,  or  tta 

•urely  fair  they  should  be  informed  of  thaitman,  shaU  forthwith  put  s^h  Uuertkn; 

**■ — dings  at  the  tnul.  imj,  a  the  name  be  decided  in  the  affinmtin. 


mVt"of''E|yprfrom  thu'oount"rrby  Main  Question,  as  amended,  agab 
telegraph.  proposed. 

Debate  reiumid. 

Mb.  WABTON  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  insert  in  line  7,  after  "  Qott* 
Mb.  lewis  gave  N'otice  that  on  tion,"  the  words  "That  ^e  Queationbt 
Thursday  he  would  ask  tho  Chief  So-  now  put."  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
cretary  lor  Ireland  to  lay  on  the  Table  ment  was  to  give  cteameae  of  ezpiewoD 
of  the  House  a  Return  of  the  numbei  to  the  Itesolution,  and  to  avoid  coafn- 
of  applications  that  had  been  made  aion.  At  present  the  Heaolutioii,  like 
tmder  the  Arrears  Act,  and  the  results  oi  the  Ghost  in  HemUt,  "came  in  tp*- 
thoM  applioatioDB.  tionable  shape."    It  was  important  that 

Bir  JFHU^m  Bartaurt 


Sir  CtlAHLES  W.   DILKE  :   I  have  the  Question  under  discuaaion  shall  be  put  foi* 

already  said  that  if  tho  right  hon.  Gen-  'ith:  I-rovided  that  the  Question  shall  not  h 

tleman  would  give  us  a  short  time  we  f""'''^  ","  "-^  H'^r"™ ',"',,'  °'^Z°^ 

...  .,       ".  .  ,,  -.  ,  ...  iHken.  unless  it  shall  appear  to  nave  been  aq)- 

Will   consider    this    matter.     If  he   will  potted  by  mote  than  two  hundred  Momben,* 

give  Notice  for  Thursday,   I  would  be  unless  it  sbull  appear  to  have  been  oppond  bf 

prepared  to   answer.     I  must  point  out  less  than  forty   jlembcn    and    aupported  if 

the  enormous  difficulty  that  there  would  more  than  one  WndrodlIoniber*."-(ifr.ffW- 
be  in  trying   to  conduct  tho  govern- 
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dose  attention  should  now  be  given  by 
the  House  to  making  the  Bulds  clear  in 
expression,  for  the  House  would  have 
no  Beport  upon  them,  and,  what  was 
more  important,  there  was  no  other 
House  to  correct  them. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  insert  after 
the  word  '*  Question,"  in  line  7,  the 
words  ''  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 
— (Jfr.  Wartm.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  cer- 
tain that  no  one  could  mistake  the  drift 
of  the  Besolution  without  this  Amend- 
ment. Unquestionably,  however,  the 
Amendment  placed  the  matter  beyond 
all  doubt,  where  doubt  might  possibly 
arise,  and  therefore  he  was  prepared  to 
accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mb.  OIBSON  :  In  rising  to  move  the 
Amendment  which  stands  in  my  name, 
I  am  very  pleased  indeed  to  find  that 
the  Prime  Minister  has  commenced  the 
proceedings  to-day  by  being  convinced ; 
and  I  hope  that  will  be  an  augury  that 
he  will  be  influenced  by  the  arguments 
that  I  propose  to  address  to  the  House. 
I  make  no  apology  for  asking  to  be 
permitted  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  while  I  state,  as  shortly  as  pos- 
sible, the  arguments  by  which  I  hope 
to  show  that  the  Amendment  I  have  put 
upon  the  Paper  is  one  worthy  of  the 
acceptance  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  Government  themselves,  by  the  very 
step  they  have  taken,  show  the  import- 
ance they  place  upon  these  Bules. 
Those  Members  who  attended  on  Tues- 
day and  the  two  following  days  must 
have  been  conscious  that  there  was  a 
settled  spirit  of  impatience  abroad  on 
that  side  of  the  House.  I  am  sure  that 
hon.  Members  who  sit  on  the  Govern- 
ment side  will  recognize  that  it  is  not 
fair  and  not  legitimate,  even  from  the 
Government  standpoint,  to  give  the 
arguments  against  the  Government  pro- 
posal anything  but  a  fair  hearing. .  The 
Prime  Minister  admitted  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  that  for  this  Au- 
tumn Session  there  was  only  one  prece- 
dent to  be  found  in  the  present  century 
upon  which  he  could  rely,  f  Mr.  Glad- 
STOirx :  No,  no !  J    At  all  events,  I  am 


entitled  to  say  that  the  Prime  Minister 
only  quoted  one  precedent,  and  admitted 
that  during  his  own  long  Parliamentary 
career  of  half-a-6entury  there  was  no 
precedent  to  be  found.  Therefore,  when 
we  are  on  a  matter  of  such  supreme 
importance,  I  am  justified  in  saying 
that  those  who  speak  upon  the  matter 
are  entitled  to  be  heard  at  the  fullest 
length  that  is  necessary.  Now,  if  hon. 
Members  will  reflect  on  these  Besolu- 
tions,  and  consider  a  little  what  they 
will  find  in  the  most  ordinary  text-books 
on  the  history  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
they  will  readily  arrive  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  changes  proposed  by  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Government  are  the 
greatest  ever  proposed  to  the  House  to 
be  made  in  its  constitution.  Unques- 
tionably these  Besolutions  suggest  to 
the  Opposition  the  gravest  alteration 
in  their  status  ever  suggested  in  the 
history  of  Parliamentary  life ;  because 
up  to  this  time  it  has  been  a  wise  and 
a  great  tradition  of  Parliament  that 
both  sides  of  the  House  have  a  duty 
to  co-operate  in  the  maintenance  of 
order,  and  are  equally  bound  to  insist 
on  its  honour.  And  these  Besolutions, 
and  particularly  the  one  under  discus- 
sion, relegate  and  confine  those  duties 
mainly  to  the  Party  which  chances  to  be 
in  power  at  the  moment;  and  if  the 
minority  are  at  all  regarded,  it  is  for 
the  purpose,  on  the  essential  and  fair 
construction  of  these  Bules,  of  issuing 
against  them  a  decree  of  practical  out- 
lawry. If  the  Besolutions  are  passed 
in  the  shape  in  which  they  stand  at 
present,  assuredly  they  must  leave  in 
the  Opposition  —  what  is  most  unde- 
sirable in  the  public  interest — a  rank- 
ling sense  that  they  have  been  treated 
with  harshness,  injustice,  and  unfair- 
ness. I  shall  make  no  apology  for  dis- 
cussing the  Besolution,  certainly  at  no 
length  that  I  can  avoid,  but  at  a  length 
that  will  enable  me  to  submit  my  argu- 
ments to  the  House  ;  and  the  very  fact 
of  the  way  in  which  this  discussion  has 
been  carried  on,  looking  at  it  broadly, 
in  other  parts  of  the  House,  renders  it 
more  necessary  that  those  who  speak 
from  these  (the  Opposition)  Benches 
should  speak  with  complete  fulness  and 
at  sufficient  length.  I  make  no  reflec- 
tions on  those  who  do  not  speak.  Hon. 
Members  from  Ireland,  my  own  country- 
men, exhibit,  of  course,  characteristics 
that  might  be  expected  from  the  Be- 

[Eleventh  Night.'] 
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presentatiyes  of  a  down-trorlden  people 
— reserve  and  taciturnity.  I  make  no 
comment  on  that ;  but,  possibly,  we  may 
find  some  of  them  overcominj^  the  diffi- 
culties of  their  position,  and  taking  part 
in  the  debate  before  it  closes,  and  I  re- 
serve my  judgment  upon  that.  As  to 
the  Gentlemen  of  the  Radical  per- 
suasion who  sit  below  the  Gangway, 
they  have  certainly  exhibited  a  faith  in 
their  Leaders  and  in  their  conduct  of 
affairs  somewhat  alien  to  the  spirit  of 
independence  they  have  manifested  on 
other  matters.  I  read  in  the  Recess  an 
interesting  speech  of  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  at 
Reading,  and  it  pointed  out  that  owing 
to  noisy,  blatant,  and  talkative  dema- 
gogues— ho  had  not  mentioned  their 
nationality,  but  he  had  suggested  it — 
thoughtful  and  eloquent  Radicals  had 
not  a  chance.  Now  is  the  golden  op- 
portunity for  the  thought  and  eloquence 
of  the  Radicals ;  but  they  appear  to 
have  been  thinking  so  much  of  their 
eloquence  that  up  to  this  time  they  have 
said  little  or  nothing  in  the  House  on 
this  matter.  Therefore,  it  is  but  reason- 
able, when  the  Representatives  who 
usually  honour  the  House  with  their 
confidence  and  speech  have  not  said 
much,  that  they  should,  at  all  events, 
wlien  thoy  cast  nearly  the  whole  burden 
of  discussion  upon  these  Benches,  learn 
that  our  responsibility  is  considerable, 
and  our  duty,  as  we  believe,  to  the 
House  of  Commons  and  ourselves  is 
very  great.  Now,  everyone  admits  that 
there  is  a  necessity  for  reform — that 
some  of  the  methods  of  the  Procedure 
of  the  House  are  susceptible  of  improve- 
ment, and  that  abuses  should,  as  far  as 
mav  be,  be  corrected.  IVat  these  ad- 
missions  must  not  be  taken  as  in  the 
slightest  degree  an  admission  of  the 
whole  case  of  the  Government.  No  one 
has  ever  denied  on  these  Benches  that 
they  are  willing  to  co-operate  in  any 
fair  and  legitimate  ref<)rm  ;  but  we  have 
suggested  that  caution  and  prudence  are 
desirable  and  essential,  bearing  in  mind 
that  we  are  not  dealing  with  a  new 
Colonial  Legislature  created  yesterday, 
nor  with  a  Continental  Lower  Chamber 
having  only  a  history  of  a  few  years, 
but  with  the  great  House  of  Commons 
of  England,  which  has  existed  for 
centuries,  and  which  has  grown  with 
her  growth,  and  strengthened  with  her 
strength.     I  admit  fully  that  whatever 

Mr.  Oihson 


reform  is  now  adopted  should  oome  up 
to  the  neoessity  of  the  case,  but  shoald 
not  exceed  it ;  and  that  it  is  absolately 
necessary  that  the  House  and  the  Go- 
vernment should  take  the  greatest  pos- 
sible care,  and  exhibit  the  most  extreme 
caution,  to  avoid  interfering  with  t>»at 
legitimate  freedom  of  speech  which  ia 
our  absolute  right  at  present.  [Mr. 
Gladstone  :  Hear,  hear !]  The  fint 
Resolution  that  stands  upon  the  Paper 
the  Government  indicated  themselvefl, 
by  their  speeches  and  by  its  position  on 
the  Paper,  and  the  position  they  have 
given  it  in  their  utterances  outside  the 
House,  is  a  Resolution  of  supreme  im- 
portance. The  construction  of  that  Re- 
solution is  also  a  matter  to  be  borne 
prominently  and  clearly  in  mind  all 
through  these  debates.  I  wish,  in  a 
few  sentences,  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  it.  My  Amendment  has 
been  in  print  for  a  considerable  time,  as 
well  as  the  Resolution.  What  is  the 
construction  of  the  whole  Resolution  as 
it  stands  ?  In  a  House  of  100  Members 
— this  is  the  deliberate  judgment  of  the 
Government — a  minority  of  1  can  pre- 
vent the  application  of  any  ddiure  what- 
ever. In  a  House  of  200  it  requires  a 
majority  of  5  to  1  to  apply  the  eldtttn. 
And  then,  by  a  sudden  spring,  without 
any  degrees,  once  the  House  passes  the 
magic  number  of  200  a  bare  majority  of 
1  suffices  to  apply  this  most  drastic  mea- 
sure. There  are  many  Amendments  on 
the  Paper  challenging  the  propriety,  the 
prudence,  nay,  the  justice  and  fairness 
of  applying  it  by  a  bare  majority  in  the 
way  I  have  stated.  Some  propose  to 
sweep  away  the  distinctions  of  100  and 
200,  and  to  say  that  in  no  case  shall  the 
eldfure  ever  be  applied  except  on  a  two- 
thirds'  majority.  I  have  approached  the 
question  from  a  different  point  of  view. 
I  have  listened  most  earnestly  to  all  the 
debates  on  this  question,  and  have  re- 
cently read  the  speeches  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  the  Home  Secretary,  and  other 
Ministers,  delivered  in  the  months  of 
February  and  March  last;  but  the 
speech,  if  I  may  presume  to  say  so, 
which  most  brought  home  to  my  mind 
what  was  in  the  mind  of  the  Govern- 
ment when  they  framed  this  Resolution, 
was  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  (UT' 
John  Bright) ;  and,  desiring  to  place  on 
the  Paper  an  Amendment  which  would, 
as  far  as  possible,  run   in  the  grooTf 
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bhat  the  GoTomment  had  laid  out  for 
themaelyes,  I  put  an  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  which  retained  every  syllable  of 
lilie  Gt>yemment  reform,  which  retained 
ill  their  checks  in  favour  of  small  mi- 
AoritieB,  and  applied  myself  solely  to 
fcake  away  the  bare  majority,  which  was 
in  the  first  instance  to  operate  when  the 
Eoase  exceeded  200.  The  right  hon. 
3«ntleman  to  whose  speech  I  have  re- 
Terred  has  indicated  that  the  way  the 
3foTemment  are  going  to  meet  the 
Amendment,  which  simply  proposes  to 
iweep  away  ever3rthing  and  substitute 
kwo-thirds,  is  to  appeal  to  those  who  sit 
091  these  Benches  below  the  Gtingway, 
and  say  to  them — "Oh,  the  Amend- 
ment which  substitutes  the  two- thirds 
sweeps  away  the  protection  we  have 
ieliberately  given  you  ;  "  and  they  are 
prepared  also  to  appeal  to  small  mi- 
norities in  other  parts  of  the  House,  and 
lay  the  Oovemment  have  bought  their 
bi^e  by  preserving  the  right  of  one 
man,  in  a  House  of  100,  to  prevent  the 
application  of  the  eldiure,  I  recognize 
the  force  of  that  argument  in  the  House 
of  Commons ;  and,  therefore,  retaining 
ill  those  limitations  and  checks  which 
the  Gk>vemment  have  thought  fit  to 
apply  to  the  protection  of  small  mino- 
ntiee,  I  have  sought  to  provide  the 
additional  protection  that  in  no  case 
shall  the  House,  or  any  section  of  it, 
be  silenced  by  a  bare  majority,  or  a 
rery  trivial  or  small  majority.  Anyone 
reading  the  Prime  Minister's  speech 
on  the  20th  of  February,  made  in 
introdncing  these  Eesolutions  to  the 
House,  will  see  that  he  approached  the 
inquiry  with  an  anxious  desire  not  only 
to  support  himself  by  every  argument 
which  could  suggest  itself  to  his  own 
ingenuity,  but  also  by  every  appeal  to 
authority  which  his  own  research  or  the 
research  of  others  could  place  at  his 
disposal ;  and  it  will  be  found,  on  an 
ezhauBtiye  examination  of  that  speech, 
that  the  Prime  Minister  thought  it 
necessary  when  proposing  so  immense 
an  innovation  in  all  the  proceedings  and 
modes  of  action  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, not  to  rely  on  inconveniences 
which  had  been  proved,  not  to  rely 
merely  on  the  necessity  of  reform,  but 
to  support  his  case  by  an  appeal  to  every 
peoedent  and  every  authority  that  could 
De  found,  whether  in  foreign  countries 
or  in  the  Colonies.  On  that  occasion 
tibs  right  hon.  Gentleman  appealed  to 


the  action  of  the  British  Colonies,  in 
which,  he  said,  the  British  character 
and  the  British  love  of  freedom  are  re- 
flected. Sir,  that  appeal  is  one  which 
should  be  closely  examined  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  That  appeal  to  authority 
cannot  stand  investigation.  The  Prime 
Minister  mentioned  six  Colonies  in  which 
the  power  of  eldture  existed,  although 
he  said  at  the  close  of  his  speech  that 
he  would  correct  in  some  details  the 
minutiae  of  his  assertions ;  but  I  find 
that  there  is  only  one  of  our  Colonies, 
and  certainly  that  not  one  of  the  most 
important,  in  which  there  is  any  form 
of  eldture  whatever,  and  there  it  is,  more 
or  less,  of  a  paper  form,  introduced  in 
the  first  paper  constitution  and  not  from 
any  actual  experience.  But,  more  than 
that,  he  said  it  would  not  be  found  that 
any  Chamber  in  our  Colonies  which  had 
adopted  this  measure  had  ever  discarded 
it.  That  was  a  very  unfortunate  appeal, 
because  two  of  them,  Colonies  of  con- 
siderable importance — Victoria  and  New 
Zealand — have  tried  and  discarded  the 
eldture;  so  that  the  Prime  Minister, 
when  asking  the  Parliament  of  England 
to  make  the  greatest  change  it  has  ever 
made  in  its  constitution,  found  it  neces- 
sary to  appeal  to  the  Colonial  Legisla- 
tures, and  that  appeal  comes  back  against 
himself.  The  Colonies,  however,  supply 
us  with  this  information — three  of  them 
never  applied  the  eldture  at  all ;  two 
tried  it  and  abandoned  it ;  while  in  only 
one,  and  that  not  the  most  important, 
has  it  been  retained.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter also  led  us  to  suppose — he  did  not 
actually  say  so,  he  suggested — that  this 
was  a  measure  that  was  in  frequent 
and  vigorous  and  healthy  operation  in 
Europe.  How  does  that  statement  stand 
the  test  of  any  examination?  Of  the 
13  Lower  Chambers  in  Europe,  in  only 
three  is  there  anything  that  has  any 
semblance  to  eldture  by  a  bare  majority. 
It  will  be,  indeed,  a  strange  thing  that 
there  should  be  at  least  five  of  our  Co- 
lonies in  which  fuller  freedom  prevails 
than  it  will  with  ourselves  if  this  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  becomes  law. 
The  Resolution,  then,  of  the  Government 
is  not  supported  by  an  appeal  to  the 
Colonies,  while  it  is  opposed  to  the 
practice  of  the  vast  majority  of  Euro- 
pean Chambers.  But  I  do  not  put 
this  question  of  eldture  by  a  bare  majo- 
rity upon  any  appeal  to  authority,  or 
the  failure  of  any  such  appeal.    The 
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suggestion  that  the  minority  should  be 
silenced  bj  a  bare  majority  is  opposed 
to  the  whole  genius  and  habits  of  Eng- 
lish public  life.  It  will  impair — it  must 
impair — that  freedom  and  independence 
of  speech  which  is  necessary  for  the 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  public  men. 
For  it  often  happens  that  Members 
have  to  speak  truths,  and  unpleasant 
truths,  to  Ministers ;  and  if  the  legis- 
lative machine  is  to  be  interfered 
with  in  this  way  the  House  of  Com- 
mons will  lose  one  of  its  most  im- 
portant duties  in  the  eyes  of  the  people 
— that  of  being  the  grand  inquest  of  the 
nation.  No  one  recognized  that  fact 
more  fully  than  the  Prime  Minister  him- 
self when  in  Opposition.  These  were 
his  words,  forcible  and  clear,  shortly 
before  he  came  into  Oflfice — 

"The  prolonging  of  debate,  oven  by  per- 
sistent reiteration  of  arguments,  was  not  neces- 
sarily an  outrage  or  an  oiToncc,  or  even  an 
indiscretion." 

[Mr.  Gladstone:  Hear,  hear  I]  I  should 
like  to  know,  if  this  Cloture  liesolution 
is  passed  in  its  present  shape,  will  the 
Prime  Minister  instruct  the  Speaker  of 
the  future,  or  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  of  the  future,  that  ''  per- 
sistent reiteration  of  argument  is  not  an 
offence  or  even  an  indiscretion  ?  " 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  ** Not  necessa- 
rily." 

Mr.  GIBSON :  Not  necessarily !  No  ; 
but  I  venture  to  say  probably.  But 
these  sentences  of  the  Frime  Minister 
are  framed  in  the  best  possible  way. 
He  is  always  able  to  put  his  unerring 
finger  upon  some  trifling  word  which 
enables  him  to  give,  shall  I  say  a  colour 
to  his  sentences  ?  And  it  will  be  found 
as  one  of  the  great  ornaments  of  the 
Prime  Minister's  style  that,  in  almost  all 
his  interesting  sentences  and  most  nicely 
expressed  arguments,  there  is  a  "  sub- 
stantially," or  **  in  the  main,"  or  "as 
at  present  advised,"  or  **not  neces- 
sarily," as  in  the  present  instance.  Well, 
I  shall  have  to  take  the  sentence  witli 
the  Prime  Minister's  infirmity  in  it,  and 
anyone  who  reads  it  will  take  it  as  a 
suggestion  that  persistent  reiteration 
might  be  all  right;  but  I  venture  to 
think,  so  long  as  he  is  in  Office,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  think  so. 
It  is  rather  startling  to  find  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Dodson)  putting  the  question  in  an 
unusual  way.     He  put  it  that  it  would 


be  fair  to  speak  so  long,  and  so  long 
only,  as  there  was  a  chance  of  obtainiDg 
conviction;    but  when  conviction  was 
hopeless  then  it  was  right  to  stop.    Bat 
that  is  a  dangerous  way  of  considering 
the  matter.  Suppose  the  Minister  of  the 
day  gets  up  and  says — ''  I  am  right;  I 
know  I  am  right ;  I  know  I  am  nerer 
wrong.     My  Party  know  and  believe 
that  I  am  never  wrong.  It  is  impossible 
to  bring  home  to  them  the  conviction 
that  the  Government  measures  are  wrong 
— it  is  hopeless  " — then  Obstruction  be- 
gins almost  the  very  moment  that  debate 
begins. 

Mr.  DODSON:  You  have  not  read 
the  whole  of  the  sentence. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  No,  it  is  rather  a  long 
one ;  but  I  think  I  have  read  the  im- 
portant pearl.  Then  another  revela- 
tion has  been  made  to  the  House.  This 
Hule  we  understood  to  be  introduced  to 
put  down  deadly  Obstruction.  We  have 
been  told  now  frankly  by  the  Home  Se* 
cretary,  and  with  frankness  and  vigour 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  that  this  is  all  a  mistake,  and 
that  this  Kule  is  not  to  put  down  Ob- 
struction at  all,  but  to  facilitate  the 
legislation  which  the  Government  think 
desirable ;  and,  as  the  noble  Lord  put  it, 
to  prevent  that  reiteration  which  the 
Prime  Minister  stated  before  he  came 
into  Office  might  not  necessarily  be  even 
an  indiscretion.  I  hope  the  House  will 
take  distinct  note  of  that.  If  you  ask 
nine  people  out  of  ten  in  the  country 
what  is  the  justification  for  the  revolu- 
tion that  is  sought  to  be  worked  in  the 
liberty  of  public  speech  by  this  IstBeeo- 
lution  ;  if  you  read  the  speeches  which 
have  been  made  on  many  platforms  bj 
responsible  men  on  the  Ministerial  aide 
of  the  House,  you  will  And  that  the  great 
justification  persistently,  prominentlji 
and  steadily  put  forward  for  this  change 
is  Obstruction.  It  cannot  be  too  clearly 
understood  that  this  is  not  the  justifi- 
cation now  put  forward  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  but  something  else, 'and  that 
not  once  only,  but  repeatedly,  by  the  Mi- 
nisters of  the  Crown.  The  great  argu- 
ment advanced  in  favour  of  the  eldtur* 
by  a  bare  majority  is  that  the  present 
state  of  things  is  intolerable.  Is  that 
an  argument  for  a  Bule  which  denies  all 
toleration  ?  Then  it  is  argued  that  a 
majority  of  1  can  decide  the  fate  of  the 
mobt  important  legislation.  It  is  true 
that  a  majority  of  1  can  at  the  preient 
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moment  decide  the  mobt  important  mea- 
lare ;  but  why  ?  Because  tiie  House  of 
Oommons  and  every  Member  has  been 
fully  heard,  that  is  why  effect  is  given  to 
the  Votes  of  Parliament — because  every 
(me  has  been  fully  heard  and,  it  may 
be,  beaten,  but  fairly  beaten.  I  ask  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  difference 
between  that  argument  and  the  argu- 
ments of  yesterday  and  the  day  before, 
when  we  were  told  that  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  accept  any  Amendment 
that  was  not  due  to  the  action  of  the 
vhole  House.  Similarly,  when  it  was 
Buggested  yesterday  by  an  hon.  Member 
opposite  that  Parliament  had  a  right  to 
expect  that  a  Minister  should  rise  in  his 

flace  and  declare  openly  before  the 
loose  what  was  whispered  in  the 
House,  we  were  told — **No;  the  appli- 
cation of  the  Rule  is  to  be  the  act  not  of 
a  Party,  but  of  the  whole  House."  But 
how  can  such  arguments  be  consistent 
with  the  principle  that  a  majority  of  1 
should  deprive  the  minority  of  free 
speech ?  xour  previous  argument  was 
that  the  cldture  would  be  the  act  of  the 
whole  House ;  your  argument  now  is 
that  a  Party  majority  of  1  will  suffice. 
Then  it  is  argued  that  the  Government 
and  Parliament  would  prefer  a  simple 
to  an  artificial  majority,  and  that  it  is 
simpler  and  clearer  to  have  a  bare  ma- 
jority. What  has  the  Government  done 
in  the  very  Eesolution  before  the  House, 
compared  with  the  closing  lines  of  which 
my  proposal  is  simplicity  itself  ?  Why, 
they  recognize  all  sorts  of  complexities 
and  refinements;  and  it  is  rather  too 
late  to  say  that  minds  capable  of  grasp- 
i|ig  such  complications  cannot  under- 
stand the  proposition  that  two-thirds 
shall  be  able  to  silence  one-third.  As 
Mr.  Baden  Powell  very  tersely  put  it — 

'*  In  a  full  HouBe  one  man  can  atop  a  debate, 
and  in  a  thin  House  one  man  can  prevent  a  de- 
bate from  being  stopped." 

The  1st  Besolution  of  the  Government 
xeally  contradicts  every  argument  by 
which  they  ever  sought  to  justify  inter- 
ference with  Obstruction.  They  always 
used  to  say  that  Obstruction  came  from 
a  narrow  section,  and  from  a  limited 
nomber  of  the  House,  and  they  were 
always  willing  to  acknowledge  that  the 
great  bulk  of  their  opponents  were  alive 
to  the  obligations  of  complying  with 
fte  traditions  of  the  House ;  but  what 
do  I  find  ?  I  find  in  this  Resolution  the 
ttost  jealous  care  to  guard  small  mi- 
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norities  from  whom  Obstruction  might 
come,  and  the  most  immense  pains  taken 
to  gag  large  minorities  from  which,  ad- 
mittedly, Obstruction  has  not  come.  We 
are  told  that  our  fears  are  groundless, 
because  there  are  safeguards.  You,  Sir, 
are  a  safeguard  for  the  present,  and  it 
is  suggested  that  the  Speaker  and  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  will  always  be 
the  safeguards  of  the  House.  Notwith- 
standing what  the  Prime  Minister  said 
yesterday,  I  must  still  uphold  my  own 
views.  If  you,  Sir,  were  always  to  sit 
in  the  Chair  I  should  not  have  so  much 
to  say  in  the  matter,  though  I  should 
vote  against  giving  this  power  even  to 
yourself ;  but  in  time  to  come,  when  the 
Party  in  power  is  doing  its  best  to  over- 
come its  opponents,  I  decline  to  believe 
that  the  Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  will  never  be  alive  to  politi- 
cal influences.  I  do  not  say  that  the 
Speaker  of  the  future  will  not  be  honour- 
able ;  I  do  not  say  that  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  will  not  be  always  a 
most  respectable  ^Gentleman';  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  have  a  strong  suspicion 
that  his  methods  will  bo  those  of  de- 
corous partizanship  ;  and  I  hold  that  it 
is  absolutely  necessary,  if  the  House 
is  to  retain  its  honour  and  its  cha- 
racter, that  the  Speaker,  and  the  Gen- 
tleman who  presides  in  the  absence 
of  the  Speaker,  should  be  above  sus- 
picion. I  venture  to  assert,  and  I  am 
confident  it  is  the  belief  of  all,  or  very 
nearly  all,  those  who  sit  on  these 
Benches,  that  it  will  be  impossible  for 
those  two  Officers  of  the  House  to  be 
above  suspicion  if  the  cldture  can  be  en- 
forced by  a  bare  majority.  If  ever  we 
find  a  Speaker  in  sympathy  with  the 
Parties  whose  interests  require  the  cld- 
ture to  silence  its  political  opponents,  it 
will  be  impossible  for  us  not  to  regard 
his  action  with  acute  and  justifiable  sus- 
picion. We  are  asked  to  give  one  who 
may  be  a  partizan  despotic  power,  in 
the  hope  that  he  will  not  use  it  despo- 
tically and  as  a  partizan ;  and  if  that 
hope  is  falsified  he  will  be  allowed  to 
work  his  wicked  wiU,  for  no  one  will  be 
able  to  undo  what  may  be  his  mistake, 
his  error,  or  his  offence.  The  Speaker 
of  the  future,  if  the  bare  majority  is  re- 
tained, will  be  in  this  dilemma — if  he 
does  not  apply  the  cldture  when  the 
whispers  of  the  Whips  tell  him  it  is  de- 
sired by  his  Party,  he  will  be  open  to 
tiie  censure  and  frowns  of  his  political 
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friends ;  while,  if  he  does  apply  the 
eldture  against  the  consciences  of  those 
whose  voices  he  silences,  he  will  be  ex- 
posed, necessarily  and  justly,  to  the  con- 
tempt of  the  whole  nation.  [Mr.  Glad- 
stone: Hear,  hear!]  And  besides,  the 
Speaker  is  not  left  even  to  his  own  re- 
gulated sense  of  public  duty,  or  to  the 
trained  discretion  of  his  conscience,  or 
to  his  own  reading  of  what  he  thinks 
justice  requires.  His  duty  is  to  be  indi- 
cated to  him  unmistakably,  and  we  are 
to  be  safeguarded  by  the  fact  that  he  is 
to  be  fortified — or  shall  I  say  driven  ? — 
bv  the  "  evident  sense  of  the  House." 
What  is  the  meaning  of  that,  and  how 
is  that  evident  sense  to  be  brought  to 
the  ears  of  the  Speaker  ?  Yesterday  an 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Bryce)  sug- 
gested the  propriety,  nay,  the  decency,  of 
openness,  and  argued  that  the  Minister  of 
the  day  should  rise  in  his  place  and  say 
— **  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  time  has 
now  come,  and  that  the  evident  sense  of 
the  House  is  that  the  debate  should  be 
closed."  The  **  evident  sense  of  the 
House,"  if  that  is  not  to  be  done,  can 
be  shown  only  in  two  ways — either  by 
noisy  clamour  or  by  secret  and  sinister 
whisperings.  That  is  an  absolutely 
exhaustive  statement,  and  it  is  impossible 
for  anyone  to  say  how  the  **  evident 
sense  of  the  House  "  can  otherwise  reach 
the  ears  of  the  Speaker.  However,  the 
Minister  will  not  rise  in  his  pl^ce,  and 
it  is  denied  that  the  Whips  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  are  to  communicate  to  the 
Speaker  in  whispers  the  **  evident  sense 
of  the  House."  What,  then,  is  left  but 
menagerie  cries  for  the  cJdture  to  be  met 
by  similar  noises  in  favour  of  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  debate  ?  It  will  be  a 
question  of  clamour  and  counter-cla- 
mour, of  screaming  and  counter-scream- 
ing. The  Prime  Minister,  when  in 
Opposition,  used  an  admirable  phrase, 
which,  for  once,  was  not  qualified  by  the 
word  "  necessarily."  The  evident  sense 
of  the  House  will  be  indicated  by 
**  obstreperous  disorder." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  WiU  you  give 
me  a  reference  to  tliat,  please  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON :  I  am  answerable  for 
everything  except  **  obstreperous  dis- 
order." And  what  is  the  meaning  of 
the  word  *'  evident  ?"  It  means,  accord- 
ing to  the  Prime  Minister  yesterday,  not 
a^  bare  majority>  not  the  clamour  of  one 
Bide,  but  the  general  sense  of  all  parts 
of  the  House.    I  think  I  am  justified  in 

Mr,  Gibson 


saying  that  that  was  the  meaning  of 
what  the  Prime  Miniister  more  than  once 
stated  to  the  House. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :    I  will  explain 
my  own  meaning,  if  you  please. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  As  a  mere  matter  of 
political  precaution,  and,  I  may  say,  of 
admiration,  I  hardly  ever  go  anywhere 
now  without  being  armed  with  some 
quotation  from  the  Prime  Minister.  I 
heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  yes- 
terday that,  by  the  **  evident  sense  of 
the  House"  he  did  not  mean  the 
clamour  of  one  Party  ;  and  that  wotild 
indicate  that  if  it  was  not  to  be  of  one 
Party,  it  was  to  be  the  clamour  of  more 
than  one  Party ;  and  I  merely  put  my 
gloss  on  that  expression,  and  concluded 
that  the  **  evident  sense  of  the  House" 
was  to  be  indicated  from  all  parts  and 
from  both  sides.  On  February  20  the 
Prime  Minister  spoke  of — 

"  Rosistanco  to  the  unquestioned  will  of  the 
ITouso— not  to  the  will  of  one  Party  in  the 
House,  or  of  a  mere  majority,  but  to  what  may 
bo  called  the  evident  sense  of  the  Uoaae."— 
[3  Hansard,  cclx\'i.  1139.] 

I  think,  then,  that  I  have  conrectly 
stated  the  meaning  attached  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  words  **  the  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House.**  That  indi- 
cates that  the  majority  that  is  to  ratify 
the  evidence  of  that  sense  should  not  be 
a  bare  majority — that  the  evidence  of 
the  majority  who  are  to  evidence  that 
sense  that  is  not  to  be  confined  to  one 
Party  shall  not  itself  be  confined  to  one 
Party.  If  that  is  so — and  that  is  really 
wliat  my  Amendment  says — why  not  say 
so  in  the  Eesolution  ?  It  is  admitted 
that  if  there  is  only  a  bare  majority  to 
support  the  Speaker's  judgment  of  the 
**  evident  sense  of  the  House,*'  that  that 
is  a  grave  scandal ;  the  Speaker  has 
made  an  immense  mistake ;  and  it  is  a 
circumstance  that  would  be  regretted  as 
a  scandal  if  on  a  great  policy,  or  on  the 
discussion  of  a  great  Bill,  one  half  the 
House  were  silenced  by  a  dose  and 
narrow  majority.  If  that  be  so,  is  it 
not  well  to  provide,  as  my  Amendment 
does,  that  the  Speaker's  error  in  into^ 
preting  the  **  evident  sense  of  the 
House "  shall  be  rendered  impossible 
by  putting  in  such  a  majority  as  my 
words  would  indicate,  instead  of  leaving 
the  Speaker's  error  to  be  stereotyped 
without  the  possibility  of  rectification  f 
Whether  my  figures  are  taken  or  not— 
whether  it  is  a  two  thirds*  majority  or 
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support  it  ?  If  you  would  not  support 
this  Resolution  if  it  were  proposed  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  must  not 
that  be  an  admission  that  you  are  pass- 
ing this  measure,  not  for  the  reform  of 
the  House  of  Commons — nor  for  the  ad- 
vancement of  its  honour  and  dignity- 
hut  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  your  own 
Party  against  your  political  opponents  ? 
On  the  6th  of  May  the  Prime  Minister, 
in  a  deliberate  and  considered  letter, 
volunteered  to  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, stated  that  he  was  willing  to  ac- 
cept the  Amendment  which  I  am  now 
moving,  with  the  intention  of  allowing 
the  Eule  thus  altered  to  be  tested  by 
experience. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  State  my  rea- 
son, if  you  please. 

Mr.  QIBSON  :  I  have  not  got  the 
quotation  with  me ;  but  I  am  perfectly 
sure  I  have  taken  those  words  correctly. 
Why  did  the  Prime  Minister  write  that 
letter?  Why  has  he  qualified  and  with- 
drawn that  letter?  Was  it  from  the 
difficulties  and  the  weakness  of  the  Go- 
vernment at  that  moment  he  wrote  that 
letter  ?  Or  was  it  from  a  sense  of  pub- 
lic convenience  and  public  justice?  If 
that  was  the  deliberate  opinion  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  written  with  all  the 
weight  of  his  representative  position,  and 
if  that  had  been  adopted  in  the  earlier 
portion  of  this  Session,  it  would  now 
have  been  a  Standing  Order  of  the 
House,  and  it  might  havegoverned  our 
deliberations  for  years.  What  were  the 
arguments  of  justice — he  is  bound  to 
put  it  upon  justice — that  satisfied  him 
that  he  was  then  bound  as  Prime  Mi- 
nister to  make  that  statement ;  and  why 
has  he  now  thought  it  necessary  to 
change  it  ?  He  was  wise  when  he  pro- 
posed to  allow  the  Bule  thus  altered  to 
be  tested  by  experience ;  but  is  it  not 
strange  to  find  that  now,  instead  of  pro- 
ceeding experimentally  by  steps,  as  is 
done  with  every  institution  in  the  world, 
the  Prime  Minister  suggests  that  the 
experiment  shall  be  tried  at  once  in  its 
final  and  most  drastic  shape?  In  the 
letter  the  Prime  Minister  proposed  to 
try  the  Bule  thus  altered,  so  as  to  have 
it  tested  by  experience.  Why  not  test 
the  Bule,  as  altered  by  my  Amendment, 
by  the  experience  then  appealed  to,  in- 
stead of  abandoning  the  appeal  to  ex- 
perience, and  trying  brute  force  at  once  ? 
When  and  why  did  the  Prime  Minister 
change  that  deliberate  opinion  for  which 


any  other — I  say  it  would  be  monstrous 
to  pass  this  Besolution  against  political 
opponents  in  a  shape  in  which  such  an 
injustice  would  be  plainly  and  distinctly 
possible.  The  ''  evident  sense  of  the 
House  " — what  does  it  mean  ?  It  will  be 
found  by  a  most  superficial  examination 
on  the  part  of  anyone  who  reads  with 
the  plain  desire  not  to  misunderstand 
what  he  is  reading  that  there  is  a  con- 
tradiction in  terms  between  the  '^  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House"  which  the 
Speaker  is  to  interpret,  and  the  bare 
majority  which  would  indicate  the  exist- 
ence of  that  sense.  Is  it  fair,  reason- 
able, or  just  that  the  Opposition  should 
be  excluded  from  giving  the  natural 
evidence  at  their  disposal  on  the  Speaker's 
judgment  by  walking  into  the  Division 
Lobby  ?  Why  should  the  voting  be  all 
confined  to  one  Party?  Can  a  single 
reason  be  given  that  is  based  on  justice  ? 
If  this  Besolution  is  examined  by  any- 
one who  comes  here  to  make  up  lus 
mind  for  himself,  he  will  find  that  it 
contains  within  itself  a  most  powerful 
argument  in  favour  of  the  Amendment. 
The  ''  evident  sense  of  the  House,"  when 
the  House  consists  of  100,  may  be  set 
aside  by  one  man ;  and  when  it  consists 
of  200,  it  may  be  set  aside  by  one-fifth. 
Is  it  not  monstrous  that,  by  a  bound 
to  the  opposite  direction,  one  man  can 
indicate  against  300  the  "  evident  sense 
of  the  House  ?  "  We  are  told  that  the 
Speaker  is  to  have  regard  to  both  sides 
of  the  Chair.  How  is  the  general  sense 
of  the  House  to  be  known  if  he  confines 
his  attention  to  the  clamour  of  one  Party 
and  cannot  appeal  to  a  division,  which 
would  tell  whether  he  had  judged  cor- 
rectly or  erroneously?  He  will  have 
judged — it  may  be  fairly  and  honour- 
ably ;  but  if  the  argument  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  honest,  he  will  have  judged 
erroneously  if  it  is  found  that  there  is  a 
mere  Party  and  bare  majority.  I  would 
fain  hope  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
have  the  honour  and  character  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  their  minds  as 
much  as  we  have.  I  hope  they  are 
anxious  to  be  satisfied  in  their  own  minds 
that  what  they  are  passing  is  a  legiti- 
mate reform  of  the  whole  House  of 
Commons,  and  not  the  forging  of  a  mere 
weapon  to  be  used  against  their  political 
antagonists  ;  but  I  would  ask  every  one 
of  them  this  question — If  the  Conserva- 
tives were  in  power,  and  they  proposed 
this  Besolution^  how  many  of  you  would 
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he  gives  a  reason  ?  Was  it  slowly,  pain- 
fully, reluctantly  ?     On  the  1 4th  of  July 
he  was  asked  a  Question  ;  but  he  post- 
poned an  answer  to  a  more  convenient 
season.     On  the  2nd  of  August,  again, 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Kitchie)  asked,  with  the  greatest 
precision,  what  the  Government  would 
do  on  this  question ;  and  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister replied  that  later  on  he  would 
announce  the   decision   of  the  Govern- 
ment.    It   was    not   until  the    14th   of 
August,  months  after  the  proposal  had 
been    made,   that  the   Prime    Minister 
said  that  he  would  take  the  course  which 
has  now   been   adopted.     The  reasons 
given  by  the  Prime  Minister  on  the  14th 
of  August  are  alike  painful  and  curious. 
He  stated  that  the  terrible  occurrence 
in  Phconix  Park  had  altogether  altered 
the  course  of  Public  Business.     Is  that 
a  reason  why  a  proposal  deliberately  put 
forward  to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
should  be  abandoned  ?     Is  a  change  in 
the  course  of  Public  Business  a  sufficient 
reason  for  the  withdrawal  of  a  sugges- 
tion so  deliberately  made  ?    Is  the  free- 
dom of  the  House  dependent  upon  the 
accident  of  events  ?  Is  a  great  National 
deliberative  Council  to  be  fettered  by  a 
orime  ?  Are  we  to  be  told  that  a  terrible 
orime  not  only  killed  two  distinguished 
and  honourable  public  servants,  but  that 
it  gave  to  the  Minister  of  the  day  an 
excuse    for   withdrawing  a    concession 
which  he  had  announced   he  found  it 
just  to  make?      Why  is  this  change 
made  in  the  deliberate  opinion  and  sug- 
gestion and  offer  of  the  Government? 
What  has  the  House  done  that  it  should 
be  so  treated  ?    I  am  entitled  to  ask 
from  this  Bench  what  has  the  Opposition 
done  that  they  should  be  so  treated? 
The  Leader  of  the  Opposition  was  deli- 
berately written  to  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, who  made  a  certain  offer  on  the  6th 
of  May.     I  ask  what  have  those  who 
follow  the  lead  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
done  since  the  6th  of  May  to  justify  this 
withdrawal  of  a  legitimate  concession? 
Sir,  this  Besolution  of  a  bare  majority 
is  a  grave  and  a  serious  one.     It  makes 
the  Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and   Means — I  say  it  again  because  I 
feel  it  strongly — more  servants  of  a  Party 
than  servants  of  the  House.     It  makes 
a  private  Member  little  better  than  a 
nonentity.     [Mr.  E.  N.  Fowler  :  Hear, 
hear!]    It  driyea  away  the  Opposition 
from  co-operation,  and   everyone  who 
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has  thought  on  this  question  knows  that 
it  must  imperil  the  finality  of  legisla- 
tion. Legislation  is  accepted  by  those 
who  have  been  beaten  in  opposition  be- 
cause they  have  been  fairly  heard  and 
fairly  beaten  ;  and  if  this  Besolution  ii 
passed  with  a  bare  majority,  unamended 
and  unchanged,  this  House  of  Commons 
will  be  little  better  than  a  kind  of 
superior  Department  of  the  Government 
of  the  day.  Sir,  I  am  opposed  to  this 
ddture  altogether.  I  think  it  interferes 
with  the  independence  of  Parliament 
and  the  freedom  of  its  Members ;  and  I 
do  venture  to  hope  that  many  in  this 
House  will  be  found  to  support  an 
Amendment  which  tries  to  maintain  as 
far  as  still  may  be  some  of  that  inde- 
pendence and  some  of  that  freedom. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  8,  after  the  word  ''taken,"  to  insert 
the  words  '*  unless  it  shall  appear  to  haro  been 
supported  by  two-thirds  of  those  present,  and." 
— {Mr.  Qibion.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
am  desirous,  in  the  first  place,  to  recall 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  nature 
and  scope  of  the  question  which  is  before 
us.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, in  his  closing  sentences,  has  fairly 
avowed  that  he  is  opposed  altogether  to 
the  introduction  of  any  closing  power 
whatever.  I  would  remind  the  House 
that  although  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  really  addressed  to  the 
question  whether  there  should  be  a 
closing  power  or  not,  yet  that  is  a  matter 
which,  after  five  nights  of  debate,  the 
House  has  decided  by  a  large  majority; 
and  the  question  now  is,  whether  tne 
closing  power  should  be  exercised,  under 
the  safeguards  which  we  propose,  by  a 
simple  majority  of  the  House,  or  by 
some  form  of  artificial  majority,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  having 
selected  an  artificial  majority  of  two- 
thirds.  Now,  Sir,  some  portions  of  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  are  really  of  that  character 
which,  I  think,  though  impressive  in 
point  of  oratory,  have  little  bearing  oa 
the  subject  in  debate.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  appeals  to  (Gen- 
tlemen on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
says — **  How  many  of  you  would  have 
supported  these  Kesolutiona  had  they 
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been  proposed  by  a  ConBeryatiyeGovern- 
ment?"  \_Oppoaition  eheera.Ji  An  ex- 
cellent Partj  taunt ;  but  open  at  once  to 
tbe  retort,  which  those  Oentlemen  do 
not  seem  to  have  anticipated — ''How 
many  of  you  who  are  now  opposing  the 
Resolutions  would  have  opposed  them  if 
they  had  been  suggested  by  a  Conser- 
yative  Goyemment  ?  I  think  the  House 
will  feel  that  we  may  allow  these  argu- 
ments to  pair  off  together.  Let  me  begin 
by  making  admissions  to  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  He  says,  and 
says  truly,  that  these  are  the  greatest 
changes,  taken  in  the  mass,  that  have 
ever  been  proposed  in  the  Procedure  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  It  is  perfectly 
true ;  and  why,  Sir,  is  it  true  ?  Because 
they  are  proposed  under  the  greatest 
necessity ;  because  upon  every  other 
occasion  when  change  has  been  discussed 
it  has  been  matter  of  convenience  and 
relative  advantage.  But  we  have  now 
arrived  at  a  point  when  the  question 
really  is,  whether  the  House  of  Com- 
mons is  to  discharge  its  work,  or  whether 
it  is  to  leave  that  work  undischarged  ?  I 
affirm  that  the  history  of  the  last  few 
years,  and  the  history  of  the  last  two 
years  in  particular,  distinctly  shows  that 
that,  and  nothing  less  than  that,  is  the 
question.  Therefore,  I  admit  frankly  to 
tiie  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  these  are  the  greatest  changes  that 
ever  have  been  proposed.  Then  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  came  to  the 
argument  of  precedents  abroad,  and  he 
reproved  me  to  some  extent — I  do  not 
complain  of  it  in  the  slightest  degree — 
for  having  imperfectly  and  inaccurately 
stated  to  the  House  the  case  of  the  Colo- 
nial Assemblies.  But  accurate  informa- 
tion on  these  points  is  not  always  to  be 
had  at  short  notice ;  and  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  though  the  notice  has  been  a 
long  notice,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  not  accurate  in  the  state 
and  the  information  at  which  his  mind 
has  arrived.  It  is  not  true  that  two 
Assemblies  have  adopted  and  rejected  a 
closing  power.  What  is  true  is  this 

Mb.  GIBSON  :  Having  adopted  it 
for  purposes  of  urgency. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Having  adopted 
it  for  purposes  of  urgency.  That  is 
quite  a  different  matter.  Neither  is  it 
true  that  in  only  a  single  Colony  is  there 
a  dosing  power,  for  the  closing  power 
obtains  in  both  Houses,  I  think,  of 
Booth  Australia,  and  in  one  House  in 


the  Elective  Legislative  Council  at  the 
Cape.     But  I  quite  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  this  ex- 
tent— that  the  practice  in  the  Colonies 
will  not  afford  me  a  positive  argument ; 
and  I  am  bound  to  say  I  do  not  think 
the  absence  of  that  practice  will  afford 
a  positive  argument  to  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,    because  why 
are  we   asking  the  House  to  adopt  a 
closing  power  ?     Not  because  we  think 
such  a  thing  to  be  per  se^  and  in  an  ordi- 
nary state  of  things,  desirable  and  ad- 
vantageous ;  but  because  we  think  that 
under  the  pressure  of  strong  necessity, 
when  the  question  is  whether  the  duties 
of  the  House  are  to  be  discharged  or 
not,  it  is  better  to  adopt  a  closing  power 
than  to  leave  those  duties  undischarged. 
But  that  dilemma  has  not  been  pre- 
sented to  the  Colonial  Assemblies.     In 
those  comparatively  infant  and  slightly- 
developed  societies  and  institutions,  the 
business  of  their  Legislative  Chambers 
is  usually  easily  managed,  and  no  such 
question  has  arisen  as  a  question  of  ne- 
cessity for  those  Assemblies  in  general, 
as  the  question  that  is  now  before  us. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  practice  of  fo- 
reign countries,  I  am  not  able  at  all  to 
concur  with  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.     On  the 
contrary,  we  are  prepared  to  challenge 
that  statement  seriously  ;  but  I  will  not 
enter  upon  the  details  of  the   subject, 
because   I   wish  rather  to  go   through 
what  are,  after  all,  the  more  vital  points 
of  the  argument,   and   then   in    a  few 
words  to  state   distinctly  to  the  House 
what  is  the  position  of  the  Government 
in  relation  to  the  question  now  before 
us.  Sir,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman has  argued  against  the  present 
proposal  from  the  precedent  supplied  by 
us  in  the  offer  we  made  last  May ;  from 
the  little  confidence  that  can,  under  a 
Besolution  like  this,  be  reposed  in  the 
character  of  the  Speaker ;  from  what  he 
considers  to  be  the  gross  inconsistency 
of   our    provisions  with    respect    to   a 
House  under  200,  and  our  provisions  for 
a  House  over  200 ;  from  the  evident  ten- 
dency, as  he  thinks  it,  of  our  plan  to 
gag,  as  he  terms  it,  a  large  minority  of 
this  House ;  and  likewise  from  what  he 
says  amounts  to  a  contradiction  in  terms 
— a  contradiction,  so  he  phrases  it.  be- 
tween our  binding  the  Speaker  to  look 
to  the  ''  evident  sense  of  the  House," 
and  our  insisting  upon  it  that  on  a  divi- 
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fiioQ  that  evident  sense  shall  be  shown  ' 
by  a  simple  majority.  These,  I  think, 
were  the  principal  arguments  as  between 
a  two-thirds  and  the  simple  majority 
which  were  employed  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  I  will  refer  first 
to  that  which,  although  it  has  the  least 
weight  in  itself,  yet  I  admit  has  the 
greatest  force  as  an  argument  adhominem. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
says  truly  that  in  May  we  made  an  offer  to 
the  Opposition  that,  provided  they  were 
prepared  to  accept  the  ^Resolutions — I 
have  not  got  my  letter ;  but,  generally,  it 
was  to  the  effect  that,  provided  they  were 
prepared  to  accept  the  Resolutions  gene- 
rally in  a  spirit  of  co-operation,  and  to 
forward  their  passing  through  the  House, 
we,  although  we  had  not  dropped  our 
objections  or  any  of  our  objections  to  the 
two-thirds  or  any  artificial  majority,  yet 
we  were  willing  to  take  it  upon  trial. 
Now,  why  did  we  do  that  ?  I  admit  that 
wo  offered  to  pay  a  very  high  price  for 
the  object  we  had  in  view.  I  admit  it 
to  be  extremely  doubtful  whether  we 
were  right  in  offering  it.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  spoken  of 
the  withdrawal  as  if  our  taking  a  diffe- 
rent course  were  a  g^eat  wrong  to  the 
Opposition.  But  he  will  allow  me  to 
remind  him  that  till  this  hour — till  I 
heard  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman — I  never  had  the 
right  to  say  that  the  Opposition  were 
willing  to  accept  that  offer.  According 
to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  the  offer  was  to  re- 
main hanging  in  the  air.  I  am  not 
finding  fault  with  them  for  not  accept- 
ing it,  but  with  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  for  attempting  to 
show  that  although  it  was  not  accepted 
yet  our  freedom  was  impaired.  It  was 
apparently,  according  to  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  to  remain  hang- 
ing in  the  air,  and  to  be  taken  up  ac- 
cording to  the  way  in  which  it  might 
be  of  advantage  to  his  Party,  and  it 
was  to  be  brought  forward  against 
us  as  if  it  were  in  the  nature  of  a  con- 
tract. 

8iB  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  The 
letter  stated  that  the  offer  was  to  be  made 
in  the  House,  and  it  never  was  made  in 
the  House. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  Certainly  ;  but 
that  18  totally  irrelevant  to  my  obser- 
Tation.  I  am  not  complaining  of  not 
lukTing  had  an  answer.  But  I  say  that  no 

Mr.  Gladitone 


answer  was  given,  and  that  to-night  Ia 
the  first  occasion  on  which  I  have  heard 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Oppon- 
tion  to  accept  it.  Consequently,  it  is  not 
to  be  supposed — as  it  would  have  been 
supposed  from  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman — that  for 
hve  or  six  months  this  matter  has  stood 
as  an  arrangement  proposed  by  us  and 
accepted  by  the  Opposition.  The  reason 
which  induced  us  to  make  the  offer  was 
a  practical  reason,  and  it  was  this.  We 
had  the  months  of  May  and  June — the 
greater  part  of  June — which  we  then 
hoped  would  be  available  for  the  general 
business  and  legislation  of  the  country, 
if  we  could  get  Procedure  out  of  the  way. 
We  saw — I  am  obliged  to  say  it — that 
there  was  a  disposition  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  to  discuss  Procedure  at  a 
most  unnecessary  length ;  and  therefore 
we  had  to  reckon,  if  we  were  to  proceed 
with  our  Resolutions  at  the  rate  at  which 
we  were  dealing  with  them,  on  a  lost 
Session.  Well,  Sir,  we  were  meet 
anxious  to  gain  the  Session.  There  was 
not  at  that  moment  any  certain  necessity 
for  Irish  legislation  to  be  dealt  with  im- 
mediately. We  hoped,  if  we  could  get 
rid  of  Procedure,  we  should  have  six 
weeks  or  more  available  for  the  general 
business  of  the  country ;  and,  as  a  choice 
of  evils,  we  did  make  the  offer  to  give 
the  two-thirds'  majority  a  fair  trial,  be- 
lieving, as  we  did,  without  any  doubt, 
that  experience  would  show  that  it  would 
entirely  fail  in  its  operation  and  prove 
to  be  no  satisfactory  solution  of  the  ques- 
tion. I  have  said  plainly  what  was  the 
motive  that  led  us  to  offer  that  important 
concession.  Circumstances  had  occurred, 
and  were  forced  upon  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, requiring  immediate  consideration 
which  deprived  us  of  the  possibility  of 
reaping  any  of  the  fruits  which  we  hoped 
for  from  a  concession  of  that  kind ;  and, 
that  being  so,  it  really  would  have  been 
absurd  on  our  part  had  we  attempted  to 
persevere  with  such  a  plan  of  action.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
gone  back,  and  back,  and  back,  and  100 
speakers  almost  have  gone  back,  and 
back,  and  back,  upon  the  question  of  the 
Speaker  of  the  future.  It  is  quite  plain, 
I  think,  that  the  main  argument  between 
the  two  sides  of  the  House  almost  turns 
upon  that  subject.  But  I  find  it  really 
difficult  to  understand  the  position  of 
right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
with  regard  to  this  matter.     We  have 
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said  that  the  Speaker,  the  one  great 
impartial  authority  of  the  House— I  am 
now  speaking  of  the  full  House,  and  not 
of  the  House  in  Committee,  though  we 
think  the  Chairman  follows  in  the  train 
of  the  argument  —  shall  exercise  this 
function;  but  in  the  exercise  of  this 
function  that  he  shall  appear  as  what  he 
is — the  Officer  of  the  House,  not  of  the 
majority  of  the  House.  We  will  care- 
fully keep  away  every  semblance  of 
a  connection  between  the  Speaker  and 
the  majority  in  the  formation  of  his 
judgment  or  in  inciting  him  to  move. 
But  we  have  been  met  with  the  argu- 
ment that  such  will  be  the  recognized, 
or  the  unrecognized  pressure,  of  the 
majority,  that  it  will  overbear  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair.  Tet, 
having  an  opportunity  yesterday  while  I 
was  speaking  against  the  Motion  of  ipy 
hon.  Friend,  the  Party  opposite,  with 
a  few  exceptions — I  must  say,  consider- 
ably to  my  surprise — gave  a  vote  under 
which  the  Minister  of  the  day,  backed 
by  his  majority — because  I  undoubtedly 
admit  that  the  Minister  of  the  Crown 
can  ascertain  the  sense  of  the  majority 
from  my  noble  Friend  near  me,  or  who- 
ever may  hold  the  Office  which  he  holds 
— ^may,  by  a  formal  application,  put  the 
Speaker  in  motion  on  this  subject.  We 
fundamentally  and  practically  object  to 
such  a  scheme ;  we  would  rather  at  once 
throw  over  this  proposal  with  regard  to 
the  closing  power  than  contaminate  it  by 
bringing  the  action  of  a  Party  and  Party 
influence  into  connection  with  the  Chair. 
Our  contention  about  the  Speaker  is 
simple,  and  at  the  same  time  full.  We 
Bay  the  Speaker  will  not,  and  cannot, 
deviate  from  the  impartiality  of  the 
Chair.  That  he  is  infallible  we  have 
never  stated.  The  (Speaker  may  err 
under  the  Bules  which  he  has  now  to 
administer ;  he  may  err  under  the  Eules 
which  he  will  have  to  administer ;  but 
we  say  he  never  can  deviate  from  the 
impartiality  of  the  Chair.  The  man  who, 
in  mature  life,  is  chosen  to  preside  over 
this  House  has  a  character  which  is 
worth  something  to  himself  no  less  than 
to  the  House.  And  it  is  charging  upon 
him  that  he  is  a  fool  to  throw  that  cha- 
racter away  for  the  purpose  of  flattering 
the  passions  of  the  majority,  while  he 
knows  that  it  is  the  first  condition  of  his 
Office  that,  at  every  time  and  in  every 
way,  he  is  to  avoid  flattering.  He  has 
the  whole  traditions  of  the  House  to  re- 


press him,  and  to  put  him  to  shame,  in 
case  he  follows  such  a  course.  But  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  do  not  believe  in  force 
of  character  combined  with  mature  life  ; 
if  they  do  not  believe  in  the  force  of  the 
traditions  of  this  House  in  governing  the 
action  of  the  Speaker ;  if  they  believe — 
as  they  do  believe — that  he  will  be  ready 
to  make  himself  the  blind  instrument  of 
what  he  believes  to  be  Party  passion  in 
the  majority  of  the  House,  well,  then,  I 
say — if  I  must  descend  to  such  an  argu- 
ment— a  degrading  argument,  but  a  con- 
clusive one — I  say  the  Speaker  dare  not 
do  that.  If  he  does  it,  he  must  cease  to 
be  Speaker.  Does  not  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  know  that  if  the  Op- 
position in  this  House — aye,  when  it  is 
in  a  much  weaker  state  than  it  is  at  this 
moment — if  any  considerable  Party  in 
this  House,  and  any  Party  discharging 
the  functions  of  the  Constitutional  Oppo- 
sition, smarting  under  a  sense  of  injus- 
tice, exhibit  it  by  their  speeches  and 
their  arguments,  on  an  appeal  to  the 
public  sense  of  the  nation,  throughout 
which  .all  intelligence  from  within  the 
walls  of  this  House  is  circulated  from 
moment  to  moment — does  he  not  know 
that  it  would  be  as  possible  for  a  despot 
or  a  tyrant 

Mr.  BIGG AE:  Hear,  hear!  [Crm 
o/ *' Oh,  oh  !  "  anrf  *' Name  !  "] 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  will  graciously  allow 
me 

Mr.  BIQGAR  :  Hear,  hear !  ['*  Oh, 
oh!"] 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  That  is  a  kind 
of  closing  power  which  I  think  it  is  not 
desirable  to  introduce.  It  would  be  as 
possible.  Sir,  for  a  despot  or  a  tyrant 
under  our  Constitutional  laws  to  sit  on 
the  Throne  of  this  country  as  it  would  be 
for  a  Speaker  to  retain  the  Chair  of  this 
House  when  once  he  had  visibly  and 
appreciably  and  practically  made*  Lim- 
seif  the  slave  of  Party  passions  ?  Now, 
Sir,  it  is  a  strong  thing  to  ascribe  to  your 
opponents  a  total  blindness — I  do  not 
say  to  the  public  interests — but  a  total 
blindness  to  the  consequences  of  their 
own  acts,  to  their  own  Party  interests. 
I  will  refer  to  the  speech  made  when 
this  question  was  under  consideration  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  East  Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach).  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said,  and  fairly  said,  that  if  these 
Bules  were  to  be  abused  by  us,  he  did 
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not  envv  us  the  time  we  should  have  in 
the  Autumn,  when  the  public  came  to 
discuss  the  subjects  of  this  Session.    In- 
dignation   would    visit    not    only    the 
Speaker,  but  the  majority  with  which  he 
was  in  presumed  co-operation.  The  con- 
sequence of  such  a  miserable  pollution 
of  the  consecrated  traditions  of  the  Chair 
would  be  the  total  and  rapid  ruin  of  the 
Party  which  had  attempted  so  nefarious 
and  insane  a  scheme.     I  think  I  have 
said  enough  on  the  argument  with  re- 
spect to  the  Speaker.     The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Grentleman  (Mr.  Gibson) 
then  said  that  there  were  provisions  for 
a  House  below   200  and  for  a  House 
below  100,  but  a  want  of  provision  for  a 
House  above  200.     But  there  is  no  in- 
consistency in  our  provisions.     The  pro- 
visions  below  and   above  200  are  dis- 
tinctly founded  upon  a  principle  which 
crosses  and  limits  the  principle  of  the 
closing  power.     We  deemed  it  to  be  a 
power  so  grave  that  it  ought  only  to  be 
exercised  in  a   House  of   considerable 
numbers;  and  as  that  is  so,  we  intro- 
duced special  provisions  applicable  to  a 
House  below  a  certain  number.     But 
when  the  House  is   200  or  more   we 
thought  there  was  a  state  of  things  in 
which  it  is  qualified  to  exercise  satisfac- 
torily, upon  the  motion  of  its  highest 
Officer,  any  function  whatever  that  be- 
longs to  it  as  a  Legislative  Chamber;  and 
therefore  it  was  not  because  we  wanted 
to  establish  an  inconsistency  between  a 
small  number  and  a  large  one,  but  bo- 
cause,  as  now  we  deny  to  any  assembly 
of  Members  less  than  40  the  power  of 
forming  a  House,  so  we  go  on  to  deny  to 
any  assembly  of  Members  less  than  200 
the   absolute   right   of    exercising    the 
closing  power.  Then,  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said   we   were 
going  to  gag  a  large  minority  of  this 
House.     My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
said  the  other  night  that  this  was  an 
undisguised  attack — I  think,  or,  if  a  dis- 
guised attack,  so  much  the  worse — but 
a  vital  attack  on  the  Tory  Party,   and 
that  they  would  resist  it.     Now,  I  am 
going  to  make  an  offer  ;  but  I  do  not 
know  whether  he  will  attach  much  value 
to  it.     If  it  should  prove  that  this  Rule 
is  really  a  piece  of  Party  machinery,  and 
is  calculated  to  silence  the  Opposition  in 
this  House,  I  promise  him  that  he  will 
find  me  among  the  first — whether  in 
OfiBce  or  out  of  Office—to  join,  to  co- 
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operate  heartily,  with  thoso  who  attempt 
either  to  subvert  or  alter  this  Bole,  and 
to  deprive  it  of  all  its  noxious  opera- 
tion.    But  what  astonishes  me  is  the 
want  of  faith  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  exhibit  in  their  own 
position  and  powers  when  backed  by  a 
just  law.    I  say  that  no  power  on  earth 
is  sufficient  to  put  down  a  minority  in 
this  House,  exercising  the  functions  of  a 
Constitutional  Opposition,  and  pleading 
for  liberty  of  speech.  And  if  that  is  so, 
and  if  we  agree  in  asserting  it,  why  do 
hon.    Gentlemen    opposite    persist    in 
charging  upon  us  that  we  are  delibe- 
rately setting  about  the  accomplishment 
of  that  which  we  all  loudly  proclaim  to 
be  impossible  and  absurd  ?  The  gagging 
of  a  large  minority  is  impossible.  There 
never  has  been  an  occasion  in  this  House 
when  a  large  minority  wanted  protec- 
tion.    It  is  in  the  power  of    a  large 
minority,  smarting  under  injustice,  that 
injustice  being  derived  from  the  Chair 
itself,  within  a  month  to  put  the  Speaker 
outoftheChair.  [**No!"]  No;notbythe 
vote  of  a  bare  majority,  not  by  the  vote 
of  two- thirds,  but  by  making  the  Speaker 
feel,  as  he  would  feel,  thathe  has  lostthe 
confidence  of  the  House ;  that  his  position 
has  undergone  an  essential  change;  that 
he  no  longer  possesses  any  confidence 
except  the  confidence  of  a  Party;  that 
his  position  is  totally  untenable,   and, 
consequently,  that  he  must  abandon  it. 
And  not  only  would  they  have  the  power 
of  making  the  position  of  the  Speaker 
untenable,    but  the  power,    with   the 
greatest  facility,  to  make  the  Business 
of  the  House  impossible.     Why,  Sir,  we 
had  last  year  in  operation,  under  the 
Rules  termed  the  fiules  of  Urgency,  a 
system  of  extreme  stringency,  qualified, 
it  is  true,  by  a  majority  of  three-fourths. 
[Opposition   cheer sJ]     That   is  perfectly 
immaterial  in  the  circumstances  m  whidi 
we  stand.     I  grant  you  at  once  that,  ifor 
an  exceptional  case  of  that  kind,  where 
a  very  limited  section  of  the  House  is  in 
conflict  with  the  enormous  majority  of 
the  House,  the  majority  of  three-fourths 
is  as  effective — indeed,  more  effective— 
than  a  bare  majority,  because  it  repre- 
sents the  action  of  a  very  large  propor- 
tion of  the  House,  instead  of  leaving  the 
majority  of  the  House  responsible,  as  it 
ought  to  be,  for  its  own  acta.     But  what 
happened  under  those  Hules  of  Urgency? 
Have  hon.  Gentlemen  ever  considered 
the  great  delay  in  the  debates  of  last 
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year  upon  the  Protection  of  Person  and 
P^perty  Bill  which  was  disposed  of 
tinder  those  Bules  ?    Do  they  remember 
how  many  weeks  were  spent  on  that 
BiU,  which  only  contained  two  danses  ? 
That  was  the  effect  of  the  co-operation 
of  a  set  of  Gentlemen,  perhaps  not  more 
than   about  30  or   35  in  number.      I 
do  not  know  that  they  were  smarting 
under  any  special  sense  of  injustice.  [Mr. 
BiOGAB :  Oh,  yes.]     Well,  I  think,  at 
any  rate,  this — that  they  did  not  suc- 
ceed  in  bringing  home  to  the  public 
mind  that  they  were  suffering  under  in- 
justice— [Mr.  BiOQAB  :  Oh,  yes.] — with 
as  much  efficiency — and  that  is  the  point 
of  my  argument— as  a  Constitutional  Op- 
position would  be  able  to  bring  home' 
that  under  which  they  were  suffering — 
[An  hon.  Membbb  :  They  are  English.] 
— to  the  bulk  of  this  country.    [An  hon. 
Membeb:  English.]  Veiy  well;  but  that 
does  not  touch  my  argument.    My  argu- 
ment is  to  show  how  much  was  done  by  a 
set  of  Gentlemen  who  admit  they  could 
not  bring  home  the  sense  of  injustice 
they  were  suffering  to  the  public  mind. 
[An  hon.   Member  :    English    minds.] 
Very  good  ;  but  the  English  and  Scottish 
mind  is  the  mind  of  30, 000, 000  of  people; 
and  the  fact  that  they  brought  it  home 
to  the   minds  of  5,000,000   of  people 
would  be  a  very  limited  operation,  com- 
pared  with  the  operation   which   this 
minority  would  be  able  to  effect.    "What 
I  want  to  make  is  a  ''rule  of  three'' 
sum.     I  want  to  show  that  a  minority, 
insignificant  in  numbers,  though,  I  grant, 
with  an  abundance  of  talent  and  courage 
and  admirable    organization — I   freely 
give  them  that  amount  of  praise — and 
not  having,  as  they  say  they  have  not, 
the  ear  of  the  30,000,000  of  people  of 
this  country,  nevertheless  was  able  to 
detain  this  House  for  many,  many  weeks 
in  discussing  under  the  Rules  of  Urgency 
two  clauses  of  the  Protection  of  Person 
and  Property  Bill.     Then  we  are  told 
that,  under  these  milder  laws,  with  no- 
thing to  prevent  them  from  appealing  to 
the  entire  population  of  the  Three  King- 
doms, a  minority  six  or  eight  times  as 
large  as  that  of  the  Irish  minority  of  last 
year  would  have  no  power,  smarting 
under  a  sense  of  injustice  received  from 
the  Chair  and  froni  the  majority,   of 
vindicating  itself  by  stopping,  arresting, 
and  retarding  the  Business  of  the  House. 
In  my  opinion,  nothing  can  be  more 
absurd  and  unjust  on  the  part  of  right , 


hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to- 
wards themselves,  their  Party,  and  their 
cause,  than  the  apprehensions  they  enter- 
tain, that  what  they  call  a  gag  is  to  be 
put  into  their  mouths  by  the  operation 
of  the  Rule  of  Urgency .     Then  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says  there 
is  a  contradiction  in  terms  between  our 
acceptance  of  the  ''  evident  sense  of  the 
House  "   as  the  criterion  to  determine 
the  Speaker's  action  and  our  determina- 
tion to  press  the  House  with  all  our 
might  and  main  to  accept  the  principle 
of  a  simple  majority.     The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  contends  that 
amounts  to  a  contradiction  in  terms.    I 
say  it  does  nothing  of  the  kind ;  and  I 
will  point  out  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  fundamental  fal- 
lacy of  his  argument.     His  assumption 
is  this— that  all  those  who  desire  or  are 
willing  that    the  debate  should  close 
are  ready,  on  a  division,  to  vote  that  it 
should  close.     If  that  assumption  be 
sound  and  true,  then  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  not  far  from  being 
right.     But  his   assumption  is  totally 
without  foundation.     I  will  not  follow 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
into  his  play  upon  the  different  mean- 
ings of  the  word  **  Obstruction."     He 
said — ''You  admit  this  Resolution   is 
against  Obstruction,  and  yet  you  are  going 
to  force  it  upon  those  who  never  obstruct." 
The    word    **  Obstruction  "    is    some- 
times used  in  the  sense  of  penal  offence, 
and  sometimes  in  the  sense  of  offering 
general  impediments,  needless  and  fri- 
volous procrastinating  speeches   to  the 
Business  of  the  House.  We  have  stated, 
I  think,  that  the  chief  business  of  this 
Resolution  is  to  get  rid  of  tedious  and 
frivolous  speaking  thrust  upon  the  House 
in  the    elongation  of  debates  without 
necessity  and  without  justification.    For 
the  purposes  of  my  argument,  I  must 
suppose — although  I  have  no  persons  in 
particular  in  view — that  there  are  Mem- 
bers in  this  House  who  may  occasionally 
fall  into  that  error,  and  who,  when  a 
debate  has  reached  its  natural  close,  are 
willing,  against  the  **  evident  sense  of 
the  House,"  and  are  disposed  to  force 
themselves  upon  it  and  carry  it  forward. 
But  those  Gentlemen — those  offenders, 
if  I  may  so  call  them — are  Members  of 
the  one  or  the  other  political  Party.   In 
order  to  simplify  my  argument,  I  do  not 
speak  of  the  Third  Party  in  the  House. 
Apart  from  questions   of  Irish  policy, 
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they  are  Members  of  one  political  Party 
or  the  other.  But  what  happens  upon 
these  occasions  ?  The  fact  is  notorious. 
The  Front  Bench  opposite,  if  a  body  of 
their  Party  offend  by  prolonging  a  de- 
bate tliat  ought  to  close,  would  not  join 
in  intelligible  manifestations  of  their 
desire  that  it  should  close ;  they  would 
leave  that  to  other  people,  and  if  it 
formed  the  subject  of  division,  they 
would  not  vote  against  those  Gentlemen. 
It  could  not  be  done.  To  bo  passive,  or 
quietly  to  accept  the  decision  of  the 
House  in  conformity  with  their  own 
nominal  wish,  is  what  is  to  be  expected 
from  them ;  and,  therefore,  I  differ 
entirely  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  I  assert  that,  in  the 
practical  working  out  of  this  matter, 
there  are  numbers  of  men  who  wish  a 
debate  to  terminate,  but  who  cannot, 
from  the  relations  of  Party  subsisting 
among  us,  vote  that  the  debate  should 
terminate — they  wish  the  speakers  to  be 
done,  and  out  of  the  way ;  but  they 
cannot  vote  them  down,  and  therefore  I 
entirely  repel  and  repudiate  the  assump- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman that  the  number  of  persons  ready 
to  vote  that  a  debate  should  terminate  is 
a  proper  test  of  the  nunibor  of  persons 
who  wish  that  it  should  terminate.  I 
must  state  very  briefly  my  objection  to 
the  plan  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  I  have  dealt  rather  fully 
with  his  objections  to  our  plan.  Our 
objections  to  his  plan  are  two.  I  might, 
indeed,  fall  back  upon  authority  here. 
I  do  not  know  what  the  opinions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  now  are ;  but  I  find  him 
reported  on  the  27th  of  July,  1877, 
thus — and  there  is  much  weight  to  bo 
attached  to  his  judgment  in  any  matter 
connected  with  the  Business  of  the 
House,  which  he  knows  so  thoroughly. 
He  then  said,  on  the  proposal  that  a 
penal  regulation  should  be  made — 

*'I  would  lay  special  stress  upon  the  im- 
portance of  avoiding  the  introduction  of  a 
distinction  between  an  absolute  luajority  an<l 
a  majority  of  two-thirds  or  throe-fourths.  I 
cannot  helj)  thinking  that  there  would  be  groat 
danger  in  introducing  such  a  distinction,  be- 
cause it  might  be  the  beginning  of  a  system  to 
which  1  should  very  much  object — giving  to  a 
majority  of  two-thirds  or  three- fourths  power 
to  do  that  which  wo  should  not  like  to  do  with 
an  absolute  majority." — [3  Ilansard,  ccxxxn. 
68.] 

That  opinion  was  repeated  at  a  later 
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date,  for  on  the  26th  of  February,  1880, 
just  before  he  quitted  Office,  whm 
moving  a  Standing  Order  as  to  the 
suspending  of  an  individual  Member, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  again  said— 

"The  hon.  ^ilember  for  riymouth  (Mr. 
SUimpson  Lloyd)  proposes  another  thins  whidi 
I  do  not  agroo  with.  He  Bays  that  when  thii 
Motion  is  made  it  shall  not  bo  carried  except  by 
a  majority  of  two-thirds.  I  think  that  is  a  vvy 
awkward  Rule  to  lay  down.  It  would  be  in 
entirely  new  practice  in  this  House.  We  know 
of  no  such  thing  in  this  House  as  majorities  of 
two-thirds.  I  should  be  exceeding  sorry  to  ice 
the  introduction  of  such  a  princi{ue  aa  that  in 
our  proceedings,  of  which  we  at  present  know 
nothing."— L/Airf.  c<:l.  1460.] 

That  was  the  impartial,  responsible,  and 
deliberate  judgment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  I  think  tliat  it  is  one 
that  may  very  well  weigh  with  the 
Ilouse.  But  my  objections  to  the  Motion 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
are  two — lirst,  its  injustice,  not  to  all 
minorities,  but  to  small  minorities ;  and, 
secondly,  its  injustice  to  the  majority  of 
this  House.  For  I  do  venture  to  think 
that  the  majority  of  this  House,  who  are 
the  persons  responsible  to  the  people  of 
the  country  for  the  things  done  in  Par- 
liament, have  some  title  to  be  considered 
with  regard  to  the  rights  which  I  con- 
tend that  they  possess.  Now,  let  me 
look  first  at  the  plan  of  proportional 
majority  in  its  bearing  on  a  small  mino- 
rity; and,  Sir,  I  cannot  help  makings 
I  hope,  an  innocent  reference  to  the 
curious  tone  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  Ho  gave  us  a  reaaon 
why,  repelling  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Univenitr 
of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock),  he  had 
adopted  our  limitations  and  safeguards 
for  the  small  majority ;  and  what  was 
tliat  reason  ?  Tiiat  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  painfully  in- 
pressed  with  the  sense  of  the  injustiee 
to  which  small  minorities  would  be  sub- 
jected, and  was  desirous,  indeed,  that 
the  public  interest  should  not  bedamaged 
by  the  suppression  of  the  voice  of  the 
small  minorities  ?  No ;  nothing  of  the 
kind.  He  said  it  was  this— ^becauee  he 
knew  that  if  he  did  not  do  that,  w^ 
should  make  appeals  and  illegitimate 
efforts  to  get  hold  of  the  Iriah  vote. 
That,  said  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  was  what  he  knew  would 
happen ;  and,  therefore,  not  at  all  fioia 
sympathy  or  concern  with  the  intererts 
of  the  small  minorities — not  in  the  least 
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degree  from  any  larse  regard  to  the 
principles  of  political  justice — but   in 
order  to  bar  our  wicked  attempts  upon 
the  Irish    yote,    the    right   hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman  adopted  our  system 
in  his  part  of  the  subject.    I  am  rather 
amused  at  the  manner  in  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman — I 
admit,  encouraged  by  his  no  inconsider- 
able experience — appeared  to  assert  his 
vested  interest  in  the  Irish  vote.     On 
many  occasions  he  has  enjoyed  its  bene- 
fit, and  I  do  not  wonder  that  he  should  be 
little  disposed  to  forfeit  so  great  an  ad- 
vantage. But,  Sir,  I  do  not  know  that  the 
voting  ever  since  we  met  on  Tuesday  last 
has  been  such  as  to  make  us  particularly 
anxious  to  waste  our  breath  in  appeals, 
legitimate  or  illegitimate,  to  the  Irish 
vote.    But  we  have  a  little  more  to  do 
than  to  consider  the  Irish  vote.     What- 
ever rights  the  Irish  vote  has,  it  has 
them  not  because  it  is  the  Irish  vote — 
admitting  it  to  be  properly  so  called, 
though  I  must  say  I  do  not  know  that  it 
is — not,  I  say,  because  it  is  the  Irish 
vote  simply,  but  because  it  is  a  limited 
minority  of  this  House,  pleading  ener- 
getically and  from  the  heart  a  cause  to 
which   the  great  majority  is  opposed. 
Not,  therefore,  for  the  Irish  vote  alone, 
but  for  every  minority  of  this  House,  we 
are  determined,  as  an  absolute  and  fun-, 
damental  condition  of  our  plan,  to  ad- 
here to  the  safeguards  which  we  have 
inserted  in  the  Besolution.  But,  Sir,  the 
point  I  want  to  put  now  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House  at  large  is  this — I  do 
not  know  whether  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  considered  it — if 
we  are  going  to  have  a  proportional  ma- 
jority, what  will  be  the  ultimate  form  of 
that  proportional  majority  ?    Will  these 
safeguards  continue  to  live  in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  plan  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  ?    I  affirm  they  will 
not.  And  why?  Consider  the  Besolution. 
We  have  cast  upon  the  Speaker,  by  the 
Besolution  as  it  stands,   a  very  com- 
plicated, a  sufficiently  complicated,  obli- 
gation.  He  has  to  make  up  his  mind  on 
the  sufficient  discussion.  He  has  to  make 
up  his  mind  on  the  ''  evident  sense  of 
the  House."    He  has,  in  many  states  of 
the  House,  to  have  regard  to  the  num- 
bers in  the  House,  and  form  the  best 
estimate  of  them  which  he  can.     For, 
pray,  bear  in  mind  that  this  is  a  matter. 
Sir,  in  which  not  even  you,   and  no 
Speaker  in  that  Chair,  can  afford  to  be 


repeatedly  or  frequently  defeated.     He 
must  move  with  security  and  success,  or 
he  must  not  move  at  all ;  and  it  will  be 
difficult  enough  for  him  to  move  with  all 
these  matters  to  consider.      But  now 
comes  in  the  right  hon.   and  learned 
Gentleman  with  a  cross  consideration 
traversing  and  complicating  all  the  rest; 
and,  besides  all  these  points  that  the 
Speaker  has  before  him,  he  is  likewise 
to  form  his  estimate  upon  his  inspection 
of  the  state  of  the  House,  with  regard  to 
which  he  never  has  had,  and  never  can 
have,  the  assistance  of  those  who  are 
familiarly  called  the  Whippers-in.     He 
must  form  his  opinion  as  best  he  can  as 
to  the  division  between  two-thirds  and 
one-third,   and    an    immense    addition 
must  be  made  to  the  burden  of  his 
duties  in  point  of  complication.     What 
will  be  the  result  if  the  House  adopts 
the  principle  of  an  artificial  majority, 
yielding  to  the  fatal  seductions  of  the 
right    hon.    and    learned    Gentleman? 
These  safeguards  will  be  found  so  incon- 
venient that  they  will  disappear.    The 
only  remaining  safeguard  will  be  the 
safeguard  of  the  two-thirds'  limit,  and 
the  ultimate  and  real  form  of  the  pro- 
portionate majority  will  not  be  that  of 
the    right    hon.   and    learned   Gentle- 
man, but  that  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  London 
(Sir  John  Lubbock).  I  must  say  to  any- 
thing which  leads  to  that,  or  anything 
which  tends  in  that  direction,  we  have 
an  insurmountable  objection.    I  know 
no  treason  to  the  rights  and  character  of 
this  House  of  which  a  Minister  or  a  Go- 
vernment could  be  guilty  equal  to  that 
of  voluntarily  exposing  to  risk  the  free- 
dom of  speech  enjoyed  in  this  House 
from  time  immemorial  by  small  minori- 
ties, which  have  not  only  made  the  most 
solemn  assertion  of  our  rights  and  privi- 
leges, but  likewise  have  sown  the  seeds, 
the  germ  and  promise  of  the  most  bene- 
ficial changes  introduced  in  the  progress 
of  ages  into  the  legislation  of  this  coun- 
try. Therefore,  my  objection  to  the  simple 
action  of  the  majority  of   two- thirds, 
combined  with  the  strong  conviction   I 
entertain  that  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  only 
be  the  stepping-stone  to    that  simple 
action,  is  one  fundamental  reason  why  I 
cannot  accept  his  Besolution.    I  have 
objected  on  the  part  of  the  small  mi- 
nority.   I  have  contended  that  the  large 
minority  is  absolutely  safe,  not,  indeed, 
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in  governing  all  the  proceedings  of  ibis 
House,  but  in  soouring  absolute  freedom 
of  speech  and  action.  I  now  turn  to 
consider  the  bearings  of  this  Motion  on 
the  rights  of  the  majority.  And,  Sir, 
what  is  our  objection  to  this  Motion,  in 
the  name  and  on  behalf  of  the  interests 
of  the  majority  ?  I  observe  that  these 
interests  of  the  majority  are,  after  all, 
the  principal  interests  of  Parliament, 
because  it  is  the  majority  that  governs 
the  proceedings  and  acts  by  which  the 
Members  of  Parliament  will  bo  judged 
when  they  come  before  their  constituents 
upon  the  next  Dissolution.  Now,  Sir,  I 
tell  you  my  objection  to  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
It  is  that  it  hands  over  the  rights  of  the 
majority  to  the  minority.  It  paralyzes 
absolutely  in  respect  to  the  closing  power 
the  majority  of  this  ITouso,  unless  they 
can  obtain  the  concurrence  of  the  mino- 
rity; and  that.  Sir,  is  not  the  worst  of  it. 
Sometimes  there  is  more  than  one  mi- 
nority in  the  House.  There  is  now  a 
majority — I  am  thankful  and  glad  to  say 
not  an  inconsiderable  majority  —  and 
there  is  also  a  small  minority'.  We  have 
very  seldom  had  the  pleasure  of  agree- 
ing with  that  small  minority  off  the 
ground  of  Irish  land,  and  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  guards  tliat  par- 
ticular preserve  of  his  with  such  vigilance 
that  he  will  not  allow  us  to  sot  foot 
within  it.  Therefore,  I  must  presume 
that  he  will  make  good  his  claim.  But 
suppose  the  case  that  in  this  House  it  so 
happened  that  this  Pule  was  in  force ; 
that  a  debate  was  enormously  prolonged ; 
that  the  whole  of  tliis  majority,  with- 
out exception,  desired  that  the  debate 
should  close;  and  that  tlie  whole  of  the 
small  minority,  two  of  the  three  Parties 
in  the  House,  desired  that  the  debate 
should  close.  I  say  that,  with  our  whole 
force  of  the  majority,  aided  with  the 
whole  force  of  the  minority,  we  should 
not  be  able  to  close  the  debate  if  it  were 
opposed  by  the  Constitutional  Opposi- 
tion— that  is  to  say,  therefore,  the  claim 
of  that  Party  is,  that  without  a  whole 
majority  and  a  small  minority  of  some 
35  Members  in  another  part  of  the. 
House  are  agreed  in  joining  to  close  a 
debate,  they  claim  for  the  minority  the 
absolute  right  of  determining  whether 
the  debate  shall  close  or  not.  And,  Sir, 
they  speak  of  tlie  abuse  of  power  by  the 
majority ;  but  if  the  majority  might 
abuse  its  power  to  go  forward,  may  not 

J/r.  Gladktone 


the  minority  abuse  its  power  to  hang 
back  ?      There  are  personal  securitiei 
against  our  abuse  of  power.    What  is  the 
security  against  your  abuse  of  power? 
You  are  to  be  entitled  to  set  up  you 
judgment  against  the  judgment  of  the 
sheer  majority  of  the  House,  sitting  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  even  when  that 
happens  to  be  backed  by  the  eqnaUy 
unanimous  judgment  of  another  mino* 
rity,  and  you  claim  the  right  of  stopping 
absolutely  those  proceedings.     There- 
fore, I  say  with  regard  to  the  closing 
power,  this  claim  which  appears  to  be  ao 
modest,  and  which  always  founds  itielf 
upon  the  supposed  case  of  a  majority 
of  I ,  when  stripped  of  all  its  disguieee, 
is  a  simple  demand  that  the  power  of 
the  vote  of  a  majority,  and  the  right  of 
the  majority  to  put  forward  the  Bnii- 
nees  of  the  House,  shall  be  arbitrarily 
and  absolutely  arrested  by  the  minority. 
Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  deny  that  there  may 
be  a  possibility  of  injustice  in  the  action 
of  a  majority.     God  forbid  that  I  shoold 
deny  it.  It  is  for  that  reason  that,  know- 
ing how  well  by  usage  and  tradition  the 
Speaker  is  held  apart  from  every  Party 
in  the  Hou^e,  we  have  insisted  onilM 
necessity  of  keeping  him  apart  from  the 
majority.     A  majority  may  abuse  iti 
power  in  pressing  a  thing  forward,  and 
the  minority  may  abuse  its  power  hy 
holding  it  back;    but  if  the  maj(mt7 
abuses  its  power  it  is  abusing  a  power 
which  naturally  belongs  to  it.    If  the 
minority  abuses  that  power,  it  is  abasing 
a  power  which  it  gets  under  a  factitiou 
arrangement  in  opposition  to  all  the 
principles  that  govern  the  proceeding! 
of  this  House.     And,  Sir,  I  am  bound  to 
say,  and  I  hope  it  will  not  be  thonght 
an  exaggeration,  that  I  hope  the  Hoon 
will  not  adopt  this  proposal.     But,  if  it 
were   possible,   I   should   suggest  that 
when  the  question  of  cldlure  was  ahoit 
to  be  decided,  the  majority  might  jut 
as  well  save  themselves  the  trouble  of 
voting  at  all.     Lot  them  leave  it  to  la 
settled  by  the  minority  among  then- 
solves.     It  is  the  minority  that,  as  a 
body,  will  settle  it;  and  it  will  beJM* 
as  well  for  every  practical  purpoee  if 
they  were  left  to  settle  it  among  them- 
selves, and  tell  us  at  once  when  we  come 
back  to  the  House  what  they  had  re- 
solved to  do.     Sir,  it  is  to  be  borne  in 
mind  what  is  the  normal  attitude  of  the 
minority  and  the  majority  of  this  Hooio* 
It  is  generally  constituted  by  twoFartiee; 
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therefore,  I  will  suppose  it  is  so  ooneti- 
tated.  There  is  a  Government  and  an 
Opposition ;  and  this,  Sir,  is  a  principle 
now  so  rooted  in  the  working  of  the  Bri- 
tish Constitution,  ever  since  it  came  to 
be  a  popular  Constitution  for  the  self- 
government  of  the  country,  that  I,  for 
my  own  part,  am  so  stupid  as  to  believe 
that  it  is  a  permanent  principle  of  the 
Constitution.  What  is  the  normal  rela- 
tion of  these  two  Parties?  Happily, 
there  is  a  great  mass  of  the  Business  of 
the  House  which  they  are  agreed  upon — 
most  Executive  and  administrative  mat- 
ters, a  great  many  legislative  matters, 
and  of  all  the  legislation  which  now  forms 
such  a  bugbear  with  Gentlemen  opposite 
in  my  belief  upon  four-fifths  we  are 
thoroughly  agreed.  To  take  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Bill— a  Bill  about  which  dif- 
ferences of  Party  were  apprehended — 
yet  when  we  came  to  discuss  it  we  found 
there  was  no  Party  difference  at  all. 
Therefore,  upon  a  very  large  portion  of 
our  Business  there  is  no  question  at  all, 
and  there  can  be  no  motive,  either  on  the 
one  side  or  on  the  other,  to  pursue  a 
system  of  contrary  and  vexatious  action. 
But  I  must  look  to  the  greater  part  of 
our  Business,  which  is  Party  Business. 
Now,  in  Party  Business,  the  business  of 
the  Government  and  the  majority  is  to 
press  it  forward.  The  normal  attitude 
of  the  Opposition,  who  resist  and  dislike 
it,  and  want  to  get  rid  of  it,  is  to  keep 
it  back ;  and  this  cool  proposal  is,  that 
it  being  the  normal  attitude,  and  the 
buoness  and  even  the  duty,  from  their 
point  of  view,  of  the  Constitutional  Op- 

S«ition,  or  the  large  minority  of  this 
ouse,  to  keep  back  the  Business  of  the 
Government,  their  title  to  keep  it  back 
shall  now  for  the  first  time  be  sealed  by 
the  solemn  vote  of  the  House,  and  the 
right  of  the  majority  handed  over  to  the 
minority.  We  cannot  upon  any  terms 
or  on  any  conditions,  or  in  the  spirit  of 
any  precedents,  be  they  what  they  may, 
consent  to  this  system  of  proportionate 
majontieB  as  a  mode  of  regulating  the 
Government  Business  of  the  House. 
Now,  Sir,  one  word  more  only  on  the 
subject  of  the  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  I  hope  may  be  sufficiently 
understood  from  what  I  have  said,  but 
three  sentences  more  will  enable  me  to 
make  it  plain.  I  have  stated,  Sir,  that, 
after  deliberate  examination  of  this  ques- 
tion, being  confident  of  the  disposition 
of  the  Bouse  to  give  \\a  what  it  may 


think  an  efficient  plan,  we  do  not  think 
that,  when  we  come  to  the  point,  we 
should  be  justified  in  endeavouring  to 
force  the  rejection  of  this  Motion  by 
saying — ''  Unless  you  choose  to  pass  it, 
we  shall  cast  overboard  the  care  of  the 
affairs  of  this  great  Empire,  and  place 
our  re^gnations  in  the  hands  of  Her 
Majesty."  We  think  that  would  be  an 
excess  of  pressure,  and  a  trespass  on  the 
just  jurisdiction  of  the  House.  Were 
this  a  legislative  measure,  we  should  be 
entitled  to  follow  our  own  judgment; 
but,  as  we  have  said  before,  this  is  a 
matter  which  concerns  the  House  itself 
— the  public  and  the  private  conscience 
of  the  House.  This  House  has  a  charac- 
ter to  maintain,  and  a  dignity  to  main- 
tain, and  a  tradition  to  maintain  far  dif- 
ferent from  that  of  any  man  or  any 
Ministry,  and  far  superior  even  to  that 
of  any  Party  in  the  country.  It  must  be 
the  judge  of  its  own  duty  in  the  matter, 
and  we  wish  it  shall  be  the  judge  of  its 
own  duty  in  the  matter.  But  while  say- 
ing that,  we  cannot  conceal  our  convic- 
tion— for  my  part  I  have  the  deepest 
conviction — that  closure  by  a  two-thirds* 
majority  would  be  not  only  an  inefficient 
system  of  amendment  in  Procedure, 
but  a  deterioration  of  Procedure.  I 
would  rather  have  no  closure  at  all 
than  a  closure  by  two-thirds'  majority. 
Practically,  it  would  come  nearly  to  the 
same  thing,  because  it  would  be  a  dead 
letter.  But  the  bad  principle  we  had 
sanctioned  would  remain  on  record 
against  us.  I  beseech  and  entreat  the 
House  not  to  g^ve  its  sanction  to  that 
bad  principle.  Sir,  there  is  not  a  man 
who  speaks  in  this  House  who  speaks, 
or  there  can  be  few  men  in  this  House 
who  speak,  in  this  matter  with  so  little 
personal  interest  as  I  do.  My  life  is  in 
the  past,  and  not  in  the  future.  I  am 
not  thinking  of  measures  I  am  to  pro- 
pose, and  for  which  I  am  to  be  respon- 
sible. I  am  thinking  of  the  great  duties 
which  year  by  year,  and  Paniament  by 
Parliament,  will  be  performed  in  this 
House  by  other  and  worthier  men,  with 
the  deep  conviction  of  the  necessity  of 
maintaining  the  sound  fundamental  prin- 
ciples upon  which  our  great  legislative 
system  has  been  constituted,  and  espe- 
cially upon  which  this  Assembly  has  been 
founded  from  the  first.  Let  it  be  careful 
to  maintain  every  safeguard,  every  just 
extraneous  restraint  upon  the  action  of 
the  majority.    Let  it  maintain  absolute 
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freedom  of  speech.  Let  it  be  slow  to 
abridge  the  power  of  multiplying  the 
occasions  of  debate ;  let  it  cherish  that 
admirable  and  wonderful  system  by 
which  its  acts  and  its  words  at  once  be- 
come the  property  of  the  nation  and  the 
world.  Let  it  invite  the  action  of  public 
opinion  and  public  privilege  ;  let  it  avail 
itself  of  all  extraneous  observation  as 
among  its  best  and  most  valuable  guides ; 
but  let  it  adhere  to  that  which  sense  and 
usage  and  tradition  alike  dictate — that 
the  majority  and  not  the  minority  should 
prevail. 

Mr.   ECROYD   said,   he  wished   to 
examine  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  a  fair  and  candid  manner.     It 
would    be  contrary   to    his   duty,    and 
could  only  weaken  the  cause  he  desired 
to  advance,  if  he  were  to  impute  motives 
to  those  who  had  placed  these  proposals 
before  the  House.      The  difference  of 
opinion  between  those  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  and  the  supporters  of 
the  Government  might  be  summed  up  in 
a  very  few  words.     The  question  was 
whether  the  cldture  already  resolved  upon 
by  the  vote  of   the   House   should  be 
put    in  force   by  the  vote  of  a  mere 
Party  majority   against   the  judgment 
of  a  large   minority.      He  would  like 
to   examine    the    effect    of   these    two 
modes  of  dealing — first,  upon  the  tem- 
per and  character  of  the  Ilouse  itself; 
secondly,    upon   the  character  and  the 
permanence  of  its  legislation  ;  thirdly, 
upon  the  public  estimate  of  its  spirit 
and  impartiality ;    and,  fourthly,   upon 
political  opinion  in  the  country,  and  es- 
pecially on  the  adherents  of  the  Party 
in  Opposition.     First,  as  to  the  effect  on 
the  temper  and  character  of  the  House. 
Every  Member   was    the    guardian    of 
freedom  of  debate  ;    and,  surely,  they 
might  be  permitted  to  hope  that  quos- 
tious    so    exasperating    as    those   with 
which  they  had  had  to  deal  during  the 
last  three  years  were  not  to  bo  continu- 
ally presented  to  the  House ;  that  the 
great  sacrifices  they  had  made,  the  ex- 
traordinary measures  they  had  passed 
for  the  pacification  of    Ireland   would 
have  some  effect,  and  that  tliere  would 
be  less  probability  of  Obstruction.  Might 
tliey  not   hope  also  that  those  powers 
which  the  House  had  possessed,  during 
the  years  in  which  Irish  questions  had 
formed  thechiof  subject  of  debate,  mif^ht 
be  found  sufficient  to   rule   their  pro- 
ceedings in  the  discussion  of  less  burn- 
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ing  questions  in  the  future  ?  The  obje^ 
tion  which  he  and  others  entertuned 
was  not  to  well-considered  refomu  of 
Procedure  to  meet  an  acknowledged 
difficulty  in  dealing  with  the  vuft 
and  varied  Business  which  increasingly 
pressed  upon  the  House,  but  to  the  adop- 
tion of  a  particular  form  of  Rule  whidl 
would  have  the  effect  of  subjectiiig 
the  speech  and  the  proceedings  of  tba 
minority  to  the  regulation  of  the  ma- 
jority, who  must  alwayB  be  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Government.  One  quality 
was  absolutely  essential  to  the  suoceas 
of  any  Eules  that  might  be  adopted  by 
the  House,  and  that  was,  they  most 
command  the  confidence  and  loysd  assent 
of  both  the  great  Parties.  Thevmiut 
be  lifted  above  all  possibility  of  being 
regarded  in  the  country  as  Party  instm- 
ments  for  the  suppression  of  unwelcome 
debate.  The  most  imperfect  Eules  thii 
would  answer  to  those  requirement! 
would  be  found  more  advantageous  to 
the  proceedings  of  the  House  than  the 
most  stringent  Hules  open  to  such  an 
imputation ;  and  no  argument  had  been 
adduced  to  prove  that  such  changes  u 
would  have  obtained  the  sanction  of  both 
Parties  would  have  failed  to  remedy 
the  evils  about  which  complaint  was 
justly  made.  They  ought,  he  contended, 
to  distinguish  carefully  between  Ob- 
struction and  legitimate  opposition,  and 
their  Eules  should  be  such  as  to  act  only 
against  Obstruction,  and  not  against  fair 
and  reasonable  opposition.  It  was  dear 
that  the  freedom  fully  and  fearlessly  to 
debate  all  important  questions  was  most 
dear  to  those  constituencies  who  returned 
Members  of  the  Opposition  ;  and,  if  it 
should  be  in  any  degree  impaired  by 
the  action  of  this  Eule,  the  opinion  oi 
those  constituencies  would  certainly  be 
that  the  Speaker  had  unjustifiably  in* 
tervened  to  check  the  further  examina- 
tion of  questions  raised  by  the  Opposi- 
tion. Any  Opposition  would  always  be 
objectionable  to  a  powerful  Gt)vemmait 
witli  a  large  and  impatient  majority  at 
its  back ;  and,  whatever  the  safegoazdl 
by  which  the  Eule  might  be  surrounded, 
there  would  be  frequently  successlal 
efforts  on  the  part  of  the  majority  to 
close  a  discussion  which  was  becoming 
inconvenient.  It  was  true  that,  in  a 
technical  sense,  the  initiation  of  ibe 
proceedings  leading  to  the  cWure  wai 
vested  in  the  Speaker  ;  but  the  real 
initiation  lay  in  the  ^'evident  sense uf  the 
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Sense,"  which  could  onl j  be  manifeBted 
in  the  conduct  and  cries  of  the  adherents 
of  the  GoTemment,  and  might  be  in- 
spired by  the  Oovemment  itself  in  times 
of  great  pressure  and  difficulty.  There- 
fore, the  real  initiative  force  would 
be  the  desire  of  the  Government  to 
stop  further  discussion  and  criticism; 
and,  that  being  so,  what  became  of  the 
independent  initiative  of  the  Speaker  ? 
An  impatient  majority  might,  by  their 
cries,  render  the  proceedings  of  the 
House  so  difficult  as  to  compel  the 
Speaker  to  intervene  in  the  interest  of 
Order,  and  thus  to  meet  their  wishes  by 
suggesting  the  cldture.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  told  them  that  no  Speaker 
could  ever  afford  to  be  mistaken  in  his 
judgment  of  the  "  evident  sense  of  the 
House;"  and  it  was  quite  clear  that, 
under  a  system  of  eldture  by  a  bare  ma- 
jority, the  Speaker  would  very  soon  find 
that  he  was  always  justified  in  proposing 
eldture  when  it  was  suggested  by  the 
cries  of  the  supporters  of  the  Ministry 
in  power,  and  extremely  dangerous  to 
suggest  it  under  any  other  circumstances. 
The  proceedings  of  the  House  had  two 
ends  in  view.  It  was  an  Assembly  not 
only  for  the  actual  work  of  legislation, 
but  also  for  the  public  discussion  of  great 
questions  which  were  exciting  interest, 
in  order  to  enable  the  country  to  form 
an  opinion  as  to  the  desirableness  of 
legislation  ;  and,  if  this  Bule  were  to  be 
▼oted  by  a  bare  majority,  the  tendency 
must  be  to  restrict  the  debating  power 
of  the  House,  and  to  degrade  it  more 
and  more  into  a  mere  instrument  for  the 
mechanical  passing  of  measures  adopted 
by  the  majority,  and  by  the  societies 
connected  with  them  out-of-doors.  Its 
acceptance  would  mean  the  transfer  of 
the  great  business  of  debate  from  this 
august  Assembly  to  the  Press,  to  periodi- 
cals, and  to  local  committees  and  bodies, 
who  would  press  their  views  upon  the 
Ministry  of  the  day  with  all  the  power 
of  the  oonferedated  Caucuses,  and  the 
result  would  be  the  degradation  of  the 
character  and  proceedings  of  the  House. 
Then  it  should  be  remembered  that  there 
might  be  Obstruction  in  more  ways  than 
one,  and  there  was  already  manifest  a 
dangerous  form  of  Obstruction  which 
sought  to  curtail  debate  and  to  deprive 
this  Assembly  of  its  debating  character. 
Was  there  not  an  increasing  tendency  to 
impatience  of  debate — a  disposition  to 
to  force  measures  through  the  House, 


with  very  scant  discussion,  because  they 
had  been  brought  there  in  obedience  to 
the  demand  expressed  in  certain  centres 
outside?  Had  they  not  seen  also  the 
attempt  to  obstruct  and  stifle  debate  by 
one  Party  in  the  House  systematically 
refusing  to  take  part  in  it?  These 
forms  of  Obstruction  were  more  dan- 
gerous and  more  insidious  than  all 
the  open  Obstruction  which  they  were 
endeavouring  to  combat.  If  the  character 
of  the  House  as  a  debating  Assembly 
was  to  be  changed  in  that  manner,  its 
authority  must  continually  diminish,  and 
the  country  would  no  longer  be  governed 
by  the  open  decisions  of  a  free  Parlia- 
ment, but  by  secret  coteries  and  cliques, 
which  would  become  hotbeds  of  corrup- 
tion, and  would  degrade  the  whole  poli- 
tical life  of  the  country  to  a  level  no 
higher  than  that  of  the  United  States. 
For  his  part,  he  did  not  fear  that  any 
intentional  unfairness  would  occur  in  the 
administration  of  the  cldture.  The  danger 
he  feared  was  that  of  political  impatience. 
Although  impatience  was  a  most  untrust- 
worthy guide  in  all  human  affairs,  yet  it 
was  dearlv  manifest  that,  at  the  present 
moment,  the  great  moving  power  behind 
these  proposals  was  the  impatience  which 
was  felt  by  the  Liberal  Party  because 
the  Government  had  been  unable  to 
carry  into  effect  the  numerous  measures 
which  they  set  before  the  country  at  the 
time  of  the  last  General  Election.  He 
did  not  believe  that  they  would  have 
heard  of  the  Hesolutions  in  their  present 
form  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  embar- 
rassment in  which  the  Administration 
had  been  placed  by  their  non-fulfilment 
of  those  promises,  many  of  which,  he 
thought,  were  of  an  extremely  rash  and 
unwise  dharacter.  It  had  been  stated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kipon  (Mr.  Goschen),  the  other 
evening,  that  in  his  opinion  such  a  re- 
straint would  be  exercised  by  these  Heso- 
lutions as  might  practically  prevent  the 
necessity  for  putting  them  in  force.  That 
was  his  (Mr.  Ecroyd's)  greatest  fear.  He 
feared  that  it  would  prevent  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Party  in  Opposition  from 
fuUy  and  fearlessly  discharging  their 
duty  to  their  constituents.  The  repre- 
sentatives of  special  interests  and  the 
setters  forth  of  grievances  little  under- 
stood in  that  House  would  no  longer  be 
able  to  obtain  a  hearing,  for  they  would 
be  suppressed  not  with  any  intentional 
unfairness,  but  because  it  would  always 
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be  deemed  that  their  representations  on 
questions  affecting  their  constituents 
were  inopportune  and  of  secondary  inte- 
rest. But  that  would  not  bo  the  opinion 
of  the  constituencies,  and  what  ho  feared 
was  not  more  the  effect  upon  tlio  House 
of  such  proceedings  as  upon  the  political 
temper  and  feeling  of  the  country.  Thoy 
knew  what  excitement  and  danger  had 
arisen  in  times  past  in  tlie  contests  be- 
tween capital  and  labour,  and  ho  feared 
that  similar  excitement  might  occur 
again,  even,  perhaps,  to  a  more  serious 
extent ;  but  how  much  groator  would  bo 
the  danger  if  the  safety-valve  of  free  dis- 
cussion were  removed  from  that  House  ; 
if  proposals  deeply  interesting  to  great 
masses  of  the  people,  however  dangerous 
and  impracticable  they  might  be,  could 
not  obtain  a  full  and  fair  hearing  in  that 
House?  With  respect  to  Ireland,  he 
had  not  been  satistiod  that  the  course 
pursued  by  the  House  towards  the  Irish 
Members  had  always  been  consistent 
with  the  highest  wisdom ;  and  if  this 
Amendment  had  involved  the  possibility 
of  the  House  acting  with  injustice  to 
the  small  minority  of  Eoprescntatives 
from  Ireland  he  should  not  have  sup- 
ported it.  The  scope  of  the  Amend- 
ment, however,  was  not  to  take  any- 
thing from  the  safeguards  provided  for 
small  minorities,  but  to  extend  those 
safeguards — indeed,  the  question  of  safe- 
guarding small  minorities  was  one  that 
had  not,  in  his  opinion,  received  too  much 
attention  in  these  discussions.  He  be- 
lieved that  if,  by  any  Bules  of  a  stringent 
character,  they  were  to  succeed  in  for- 
warding legislation  at  the  cost  of  sup- 
pressing all  unwise  and  inopportune  ex- 
pressions of  opinion,  thoy  would  be  put 
in  the  positicm  of  an  engineer  who  tied 
down  his  safety-valves.  Ho  would  ap- 
peal to  those  moderate  Members,  who 
were  the  strength  of  both  Parties,  that 
they  should  be  content  with  the  adoption 
of  tiie  Kule  in  a  form  which  would  carry 
to  the  minds  of  all  men  the  conviction 
that  this  violent  interference  with  our 
ancient  freedom  of  debate  should  never 
on  any  occasion  bo  carried  into  effect 
by  the  will  of  a  mere  Party  majority. 
Ho  desired  to  point  out  to  them  how 
much  more  authoritative  and  efficient 
would  be  a  Kulo  wliich  could  be  car- 
ried, if  not  with  the  entire  approval, 
yet  with  the  hearty  and  loyal  assent  of 
the  great  Constitutional  Opposition,  and 
he  entertained  the  most  profound  Ik^] o  j 


that  they  might  not  have  cast  upon  the 
floor  of  that  House  a  torch  of  ever- 
lasting distrust  and  discord.  He  re- 
garded the  proceedings  of  the  last 
few  years  as  a  mere  passionate  episode 
brought  upon  this  country  by  the  mis- 
fortunes of  Ireland,  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  a  source  of  never-ending  regret 
if  that  should  lead  them  into  steps  that 
would  involve  the  permanent  deteriora- 
tion of  the  character  and  feelinga  of  the 
House.  He  would  also  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
himself  one  of  the  most  distinguished 
ornaments  of  that  ancient  Assembly  in 
any  period  of  its  liistory.  Let  him  not, 
in  the  fulness  of  his  career,  after  having 
rendered  such  great  and  noble  services 
to  his  country,  and  while  occupying  in 
its  estimation  that  high  position  which  he 
(Mr.  Ecroyd),  as  one  of  his  political  op- 
ponents, was  as  free  to  recognize  as  any 
man — let  him  not  take  measures  which 
might  weaken,  and  possibly  destroy,  the 
character  of  that  mother  of  all  free  Legis- 
lative Assemblies.  It  might  be  that  thej 
of  the  Opposition  were  mistaken  in  their 
estimation  of  this  Hule ;  but  that  was  a 
matter  of  secondary  consequence.  The 
very  fact  that  they  had  so  real  and  so 
terrible  a  sense  of  the  evils  to  which  it 
must  lead,  if  passed  in  its  present  rigid 
form,  was  quite  sufRoient  to  render  it 
both  inadvisable  and  imprudent  —  at 
least  imprudent  —  to  foi*ce  it  on  the 
House  by  the  assent  of  only  a  Party 
majority. 

Mr.  BUXTON  said,  that,  as  an  inde- 
pendent Liberal  Member,  he  desired  to 
express  his  hearty  satisfaction  at  the 
introduction  of  this  new  Rule  as  now  pro- 
posed, and  hoped  to  see  it  carried  bj  a 
good  majority.     He  was  very  glad  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stuok  to 
his  guns  in  this  matter,  and  had  repu- 
diated the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
and    learned    Gentleman  opposite.   It 
was  true,   as  had    been  written,  that 
* '  one  of  the  proud  results  of  our  free 
Constitution  has  been  the  development 
of  Parliamentary  oratory."     Undouht- 
edly  that  development  had  contributed 
largely  to  the  rapid    increase  of  the 
weulth  and  prosperity  of  the  oountij; 
but  the  time  had  now  arrived  vhen 
some  healthy  check  must  be  placed  on 
the    unhealthy  tendency    to    loquacitf 
in  that   House.     Down  to  a  compara- 
tively rocont  date,  the  good  order  of  the 
Housu  of  Commons  was  recognized  hj 
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all ;  but  in  place  of  the  former  system, 
which  permitted  two  or  three  recognized 
Leaders  in  debate  to  monopolize  the 
time  of  the  House,  all  now  wished  to 
take  a  part,  some  for  the  mere  love  of 
notoriety.     He  thought  the  necessity  for 
reform  had  been  chiefly  brought  about 
by    certain    hon.   Members,   who    had 
shown    an    evident    desire — he    might 
almost  say  an  avowed  determination — 
to  bring  the  Parliamentary  government 
of  this  country  into  discredit,  if  not  to 
make  it  altogether  impossible.     He  did 
not  know  whether  certain  hon.  Members 
who  sat  below  the  Gangway  on   the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  would  deny 
such  a  charge ;  but,  after  pretty  constant 
attendance  in  that  House  for  the  last 
three  Sessions,  that  was  the  only  con- 
clusion as  to  their  conduct  that  he  could 
come  to.     It  was  impossible  without  re- 
form for  that  House  to  fulfil  the  many 
duties  imposed  upon  it  by  the  country. 
8eriou8  disorders  required  strong  reme- 
dies, and  he  admitted  that  the  proposed 
remedy  was  a  strong  one ;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  its  efiPect  had  been  very  much 
exaggerated.     In  the  first  place,  they 
had  this  great  security  against  its  abuse 
— that  the  Speaker  must  take  the  initial 
step  under  this  Hule.    Further,  he  must 
perceive  that  ''it  is  the  evident  sense  of 
the  House  that  the  Question  be  now 
put "  before  he  could  allow  the  Bule  to 
be  used ;  and  with  the  experience  and 
acquaintance  which  every  Speaker  must 
necessarily  have  had  with  that  House 
before  he  could  be  placed  in  such  an 
honoured  position,  they  might  rest  as- 
sured that  he  would  rightly  interpret 
the  *'  evident  sense  of  the  House,"  and 
not  permit  himself  to  be  swayed  by  mere 
noise  or  unruly  conduct.    Then,  again, 
the  opinion  of  the  Speaker  must  be  rati- 
fied by  the  majority  of  the  House.    It 
was  here  that  they  joined  issue  with 
the    hon.    and    learned    Member    for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott),  whose  Amend- 
ment proposed  to  make  it  impossible  for 
any  majority  of   the    House   to  close 
debate.     He  believed  that  the  time  had 
now  come  when  they  could  no  longer  get 
on  without  giving  the  power  of  closing 
a  debate    to  some    proportion  of   the 
House.     What  that  proportion  should 
be  was  the  question  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
GKbson),    who    proposed    that   closure 
should  only  be  carried  by  two-thirds 
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of  the  House.    It  seemed  to  him  that 
to  limit  the  power  to  such  a  proportion 
of  the  House  would  be  to  make  it  im- 
possible to  close  debate    without    the 
joint  action  of  the  Government  and  the 
Opposition.   They  would  thereby  directly 
introduce  into  every  question  an  excited 
Party  feeling,  which  would  impede  dig- 
nified action,  and  be  likely  to  hinder 
the  advancement  of   Public  Business. 
Further,  it  seemed  unwise  to  introduce 
into    that    House,    where    hitherto  all 
questions,  whether  great  or  small,  had 
been  decided  by  one  arbitrament — the 
decision  of  the  majority — any  other  deci- 
sion of  a  different  proportion  of  the  House. 
If  they  could,  by  a  bare  majority,  pass 
a  Beform  Bill  which  was  to  alter  the 
whole    balance    of   power   throughout 
the  country,  why  might  they  not  also, 
by  a  bare  majority,  put  an  end  to  the 
Obstruction  of  a  handful  of  men  who 
were  intent  on  destroying  the  dignity 
of  that  House  ?    It  was  not  conceivable 
that  this  Bule  could  ever  be  enforced 
against  the  legitimate  discussion  of  any 
great  question  by  the  recognized  Party 
in  Opposition   acting    in  concert  with 
their  Front  Bench ;  and  he  believed  that 
whenever  this  Bule  might  be  used  for 
the  advancement  of  Public  Business,  it 
would  be  found  that  the  Leaders  and 
the  main  bodies  of  both  political  Par- 
ties  would  act  together.      He  thought 
the  only  statesmanlike  way  to  deal  with 
this  question  was  to  put  it  in  the  hands 
of  the   Speaker  and  a  majority  of  the 
House.  One  argpiment  against  the  pro- 
posed Bule  had  been  that  it  was  possible 
that  the  Office  of  Speaker  might  be  ren- 
dered more  liable  to  the  heat  of  Party 
politics;  but  he  thought  the  contrary 
result  might  be  expected.    The  mere 
possibility  of  such  a  departure  from  all 
the  dignified  precedents  which  the  pre- 
sent occupant  of  the  Chair  had  taught 
them  to  look  on  almost  as  a  matter  of 
course  would  be  considered  the  very  rea- 
son for  especial  care  on  the  part  of  both 
political  Parties  to  select  a  Speaker  of 
the  most  honourable  and  impartial  cha- 
racter.   Indeed,  the  love  of  the  English 
nation  for  fair  play  would  make  it  im- 
possible for  a  Speaker,  however  desirous 
to  serve  his  Party,  to  act  as  the  tool  or 
instrument    of   any   Minister,  however 
powerful.     He    also  thought  that  the 
proposed  Bule  would  be  a  distinct  gain 
to  the  Speaker.    The  House  could  never 
forget  the  extraordinary  scene  of  Feb- 


S 


{EJeventh  Nifht'] 


515     Farhameni^Buswegs  of  the     [COMMONS)       ffouie^ne  New  Rulei.     516 


ruary  2,  1881,  when,  after  a  debate  of 
41  hours,  the  Speaker,  acting'  wholly  on 
his  own  responsibility,  stopped  the  de- 
bate. That  act,  arbitrary  as  it  miffht  be 
called,  unprecedented  as  it  undoubtedly 
was,  was  nevertheless  received  with  satis- 
faction by  the  whole  country.  What 
had  occurred  once  might  occur  again; 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  an  immense 
relief  to  the  Speaker  to  feel  that  he 
could  not  be  called  upon  to  close  a  de- 
bate entirely  on  his  own  responsibility, 
but  must  have  the  support  of  a  majority 
of  that  House.  But  it  was  urged  that  a 
Party  would  blindly  follow  the  lead  of 
a  Minister  without  conviction  or  inde- 
pendence on  their  own  part,  and  it  had 
been  insinuated  that  the  Liberal  Party 
was  a  Party  of  that  nature ;  but  they 
had  on  other  occasions  been  told  that 
their  Party  was  breaking  up,  and  that 
they  would  shortly  have  to  appeal  to  the 
country.  He  admitted  that  there  was  in- 
dependence of  opinion  on  their  side,  and 
if  they  were  so  independent  as  had  been 
said,  that  very  independence  would  be 
the  safeguard  of  the  proposed  Bule. 
Believing  in  the  independence  and 
honourable  feelings  of  a  majority  of 
that  House,  whether  Conservative  or 
Liberal,  he  was  prepared,  as  an  inde- 
pendent Liberal,  unmfluenced  and  un- 
oaucused,  to  give  his  hearty  support  to 
that  Rule. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  he  approached 
the  question  in  a  spirit  of  fairness  and 
candour.  His  sole  interest  in  it  was  that 
of  a  Member  occasionally  taking  part 
in  the  Business  of  the  House,  and  there- 
fore desirous  of  facilitating  the  con- 
duct of  Public  Business.  The  question 
which  suggested  itself  to  his  mind  was 
this — whether,  if  they  carried  out  the 
propositions  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, they  would  not  be  going  too  far 
in  assenting  to  the  Rule  under  conside- 
ration, and  beyond  the  necessities  of  the 
case.  He  regarded  the  Resolution  as 
followed  by  a  series  of  Resolutions 
which,  although  stringent,  yet  he  could 
not  say  they  were  too  stringent  for  the 
conduct  of  the  Business  of  the  House. 
This  present  proposal,  however,  was  an 
entirely  new  one,  and  an  innovation 
of  the  ordinary  Rules  and  proceedings 
of  that  Assembly ;  and  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  gone  too  far,  in  assuming, 
as  he  appeared  to  do  in  the  course  of 
his  argument,  that  this  was  not  an  in- 
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novation — not  a  new  thing,  but  some- 
thing which  was  inherent  in  the  oonsti- 
tution  of  the  House,  and  that  it  would 
be  but  the  revival  of  a  something  thej 
had  had  before.   In  his  (Mr.  Gregory's) 
view,  what  they  were  dealing  with  was 
an  entirely  new  subject — it  was  an  inno- 
vation in  the  proceedings  of  the  House, 
and  he  might  say  an  innovation  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  country,  and  he  felt 
compelled  to  regard  it  entirely  from  that 
point  of  view.   It  was  impossible  for  the 
House,  in  considering  the  proposal  now 
before  it,  to  entirely  disregard  the  exist- 
ing state  of  things,  and  the  machineiy 
employed  in  maintaining  the  condition 
of  matters  generally.     In  spite  of  what 
had  fallen  from  the  lips  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,   he  most  certainly   should 
treat  the  proposition  submitted  to  the 
House  as  one  entirely  and  beyond  all 
question  new.    And  what  was  the  ques- 
tion with  which  they  were  now  dealing? 
It  was  one  which,  in  his  estimation,  was 
of  no  little  importance,   and  one  for 
which  he  could  not  see  that  any  necessity 
had  arisen  ;  for  was  not  the  issue  to  be 
decided  this — whether  or  no  a  bare  ma- 
jority should  be  able  to  act  with  abso- 
lute power  over  a  minority,  in  dosing 
their  mouths  upon  any  subject  whi^ 
might  be  under  discussion  ?     Hitherto, 
so  far  as  his  experience  and  recollection 
went,  there  never  had  been  any  difficolty 
found  in  bringing  a  debate  to  a  close  at 
some  fixed  period.     When  it  was  con- 
sidered that  a  debate  had  been  suffi- 
ciently prolonged,  and  that  the  time  had 
arrived  when  it  should  conclude,  it  had 
been  the  practice  to  arrange  a  day  for  its 
termination,    and  that  regulation  had 
been  strictly  adhered  to  on  both  sides 
of  the  House.    That,  up  to  the  present, 
had  been  the  state  of  affairs,  so  far  as 
the  two  great  Parties  in  the  House  were 
concerned ;  and  if  there  were  only  tvo 
Parties  to  be  taken  into  account  there 
would  be  no  need  for  alteration.    But 
then  he  was  prepared  to  admit  that  the 
old  condition  oi  things  had  somewhat 
changed,  had  been  disturbed  within  the 
last  year  or  two,  and  a  new,  though  a 
small,  Third  Party  had  appeared  upon 
the  scene  who  had  not  acted  upon  aaeh 
understanding.     That  some  change  was 
requisite  in   the  Rules  of  the  House, 
therefore,    he    would  not  deny ;   bnt, 
surely,  where  the  Party   was  numeri- 
cally 80  weak  a  one,  would  not  theiwo- 
thirds'  majority  of  the  House  acoompliik 
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the  purpose  thej  had  in  view  ?  Such  a 
sweeping  proposition  as  that  made  by 
the  OoYernment  was  not  necessary,  and 
even  if  it  were  it  should  not  be  passed 
without  the  general  concurrence  of  the 
whole  House.  What  they  had  to  ascer- 
tain was  whether  the  opposition  on  the 
part  of  a  certain  section  of  Members  was 
eontinued  against  the  manifest  feeling 
of  the  House,  and  he  did  not  know  of 
tnj  safer  and  better  test  than  of  a  pro- 
portionate majority.  He  ventured  to 
think  that,,  in  that  manner,  they  could 
effeet  all  that  they  desired  to  attain  in 
restraining  the  undue  prolongation  of 
lebate,  and  that  it  was  unnecessary  to 
apply  a  more  stringent  rule.  Between  the 
two  great  Parties  there  never  had  been 
experienced  any  difficulty  in  making  an 
irrangement  to  close  a  debate  on  a  cer- 
tain aay»  and  a  two- thirds'  majority 
would  beyond  doubt  meet  any  extreme 
Base  they  might  be  called  upon  to  deal 
with,  or  that  had  ever  occurred  in  the 
Bouse  in  the  course  of  his  experience. 
Ihe  faot  that  the  power  created  under 
that  new  Hule  would  be  exercised  by  the 
Cbairman  of  (Tommittees  oueht  to  make 
ttiem  more  cautious  about  aUowing  it  to 
be  applied  at  the  will  of  a  bare  majo- 
rity; and  he  respectfully  appealed  to 
Kembers  on  both  sides  whether  by  con- 
rerring  so  great  a  power  they  would  be 
really  promoting  the  better  regulation 
>f  the  Business  of  the  House,  or  whe- 
lier  it  would  not  be  preferable  to  put  in 
foroe  a  Bule  in  which  all  concurred,  and 
vhich  would  meet  all  the  exigencies 
rhich  might  arise  ? 

Mb.  8^LT  said,  he  did  not  rise  with 
Jie  intention  of  dealing  in  detail  with 
Jie  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
:he  Prime  Minister,  because,  of  course, 
liat  duty  would  fall  upon  somebody 
m  the  F^nt  Opposition  Benches;  but 
le  could  not  help,  early  in  the  debate, 
naking  an  observation  upon  the  main 
ffgument  with  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  supported  the  position  with 
r^^ard  to  the  two-thirds'  Bule.  He  said, 
n  the  first  place,  that  if  the  Bule  were 
sarried  into  effect,  the  Speaker  and  the 
Ebmse  would  often  be  placed  in  the 
lifficult  and  discreditable  position  of  the 
Speaker  having  misjudged  the  opinion 
rf  the  House,  and  so  finding  his  judg- 
Mot  incorrect.  But  while  the  argu- 
■MDt  proceeded,  he  (Mr.  Salt^  could  not 
kslp  oalling  to  mind  what  was  proposed 
woi  the  ^esojutioii  with  respect  to 


small  minorities  in  that  House — that  if 
the  minority  were  less  than  40,  a  ma- 
jority of  100  should  be  sufficient  to  carry 
the  eldture ;  and  that  if  the  minority  ex- 
ceeded 40  a  majority  of  200  should  be 
necessary.  It  would  clearly  be  much 
more  difficult  for  the  Speaker  to  arrive 
at  a  correct  judgment  with  regard  to 
those  circumstances,  than  to  give  an  opi- 
nion, from  his  long  experience,  whether 
two- thirds  of  the  Members  present  de- 
sired that  the  debate  should  be  closed. 
The  second  argument  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter was  that  the  Amendment  would  place 
the  majority  in  the  power  of  the  mino- 
rity ;  and,  of  course,  he  (Mr.  Salt),  in 
common  with  everyone  else,  admitted 
that  the  House  must  be  ruled  by  the 
majority.  But  the  case  in  which  it  was 
proposed  to  apply  the  two-thirds'  Bule 
differed,  in  a  great  degree,  from  a  vote 
upon  a  Bill  or  a  Besolution  which  was 
intended  to  have  some  practical  effect. 
The  question  would  be,  how  far  the 
desire  of  the  minority  to  put  their  views 
before  the  House  and  the  country  should 
be  curtailed ;  and,  as  the  practice  now 
proposed  would  be  entirely  new,  it  was 
only  reasonable  that  the  stopping  of  a  de- 
bate should  only  take  place  when  two- 
thirds  of  the  Members  so  wished.  He 
rose,  however,  rather  for  the  purpose  of 
suggesting  that  it  was  very  important,  in 
the  consideration  of  the  Amendment,  to 
understand  clearly  the  object  of  the  Be- 
solution. They  had  been  told  that  it 
was  to  put  down  Obstruction  ;  but  no  one 
seemed  to  have  a  very  clear  idea  of  what 
the  Obstruction  was  that  was  to  be  put 
down.  He  did  not  think  Obstruction 
was  the  right  term ;  but,  using  it  for 
convenience,  he  wished  to  remind  the 
House  that  there  were  many  kinds  of 
Obstruction.  There  was  legitimate  Ob- 
struction, and  there  was  Obstruction 
that  was  altogether  illegitimate.  Ille- 
gitimate Obstruction  appeared  to  be 
where  an  individual,  a  small  number  of 
men,  or  a  Party,  combined  together  to 
stop  all  Government  Business  and  all 
the  Business  of  the  House  until  they 
were  able  to  carry  some  favourite  scheme 
of  their  own.  That  was  a  kind  of  Ob- 
struction which  experience  showed  was 
resorted  to  only  by  a  very  small  number 
of  Members,  and  it  was  that  which  the 
country  really  believed  Parliament  was 
aiming  at  in  these  Besolutions.  If  that 
class  of  Obstruction  could  be  dealt  with 
at  all  by  Bules,  a  two-thirds'  majority 
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would  be  quito  sufficient ;  and  the  power 
would  not  appear  to  be  too  stringent, 
though  it  was  probable    that  the   Ob- 
structionists in  such  a  case  would  fall 
under  the  other  provisions  of  the  Go- 
vernment scheme.     But  there  was  also 
another  and  legitimate  kind  of  Obstruc- 
tion or  opposition  which  had  been  for 
generations   associated   with   the  ideas 
and  habits  of  the  House.     It  had  grown 
up  with  the  House  itself,  and  the  Forms 
of   the    House    seemed  to  liave   been 
actually  designed  for  it.     One  of  the 
most  remarkable  features  of  the  House 
was  its  respect  for  minorities,  and  there 
was  reason  for  it.     Supposing  a  Con- 
servative Government,  in  face  of  a  strong 
Hadical   Opposition,   attempted  to  deal 
with   a   question    generally  considered 
Liberal  or  Eadical,  the  Opposition,  feel- 
ing  that  the  proposal  did  not  go  far 
enough,  that  it  was  not  thorough,  and 
would  not  settle  the  question,  would  be 
justified  in  using  all  the  Forms  of  the 
House  that  it  properly  and  reasonably 
could    avail   itself    of    to  prevent  the 
measure  from   being  carried.      Again, 
a  Kadical  Government,    opposed  by  a 
strong    Conservative    minority,    might 
desire  to  pass  an  exceedingly  Kadical 
and  revolutionary  measure,  upon  which 
the  country  had  not  been  consulted,  or 
which  formed  no  part  of  the  task  which 
the  Government  was  commissioned  by 
the  electors   to  perform ;  and,   in  that 
case,  he  (Mr.  Salt)  held  that  it  would  be 
perfectly  legitimate  for  the  minority  to 
use  the  Forms  of  the  House   in  order 
that  the  country  might   be    consulted 
before  the  measure  became  law.      That 
would,  no    doubt,    be    most    disagree- 
able to  the  Party  in  power,  and  might 
probably   have   the   effect   of  stopping 
the  way  of  Government  Business  and  of 
private  legislation  ;  but  it  would  be  quite 
legitimate  Obstruction,  and   in   accord- 
ance with  tho  habits  and  traditions  of 
the  House,  and  within  the  Eules  under 
which  they  had  been  in  tho  habit  of  act- 
ing for  many  years.  They  should,  there- 
fore, be  very  careful  to  understand  what 
it  was  they  wished  to  hinder.     The  real 
question  before  the  House  was,  whether 
it  was  intended  not  only  to   put  down 
that  illegitimate   Obstruction  to  which 
ho  had  referred,  but  to  overcome,  in  a 
summary  manner,  legitimate  opposition 
also.   The  two-thirds'  majority  was  emi- 
nently  applicable  to   the   kind  of   Ob- 
0truotion  which  was  illegitimate  and  dis- 
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loyal  to  the  House  and  to  the  oonnti?; 
but  if  the  object  was    to   hinder  ue 
other  kind  of  Obstruction  of  which  ke 
had   spoken,   he  was  strongly  of  opi- 
nion that  interference  with  the  existing 
Eules    had   better  be   avoided  altoge- 
ther.    One  word  as   to  the  length  of 
speeches  and  debates.    It  was,  no  doubt, 
most  unfortunate  that  debates  should 
be  long  and  speeches  tedious ;  but  the 
Eesolutions    following    the    1st    were 
amply    sufficient    to    deal    with   those 
evils.      He  could  only   hope  that  the 
good  sense  of  the  House  would  some 
day  curtail  both  speeches  and  debates; 
but,  in  the  meantime,   it  was  well  to 
remember  that    all   constituencies   ex- 
pected their  Members  to  speak  more  or 
less  frequently,  and  that,  as  long  as  they 
acted   under  the  erroneous  impression 
that  the  usefulness  of  a  Member  was  to 
be    measured   by   the    number  of  his 
speeches  debates  would  continue  to  be 
long  and  tedious.     Those  constituendee 
were  apt  to  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that 
Members  might   be  doing  even  better 
work  while  they  were  silent  than  when 
they  were  making  speeches;  and,  thst 
being  so,  it  would  be  well  to  bear  u 
patiently  as  they  could  with  the  evil  of 
tedious  speech,   instead  of  introducinff 
stringent  Eules,  which  might  be  foand 
to  go  further  than  was  intended.  Then, 
as  to  the  alleged  unproductiveness  of  the 
Session,  he  was  disposed  to  contest  the 
Prime  Minister's  assertion  that  Public 
Business    was    in  a    deplorable    state. 
Bringing  that  statement  to  the  test  of 
actual  facts,  he  (Mr.  Salt)  found  that  a 
considerable  number  of  useful  measures 
had  been  passed  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion, and  among  them  he  might  mention 
the  Act  for  the  Consolidation  of  the  Mu- 
nicipal Laws,  tho  Settled  Estates  Aot, 
the  Act  with  regard  to  conveyandngt 
and  a  number  of  Scotch  Acts,  in  additi<Hi 
to  which  there  were  the  Irish  Acts,  with 
which   they   were   almost   too  wdl  ac- 
quainted, but  which  were  Acts  of  great 
im2)ortance  to  Ireland.     Then  there  was 
the  Parcel  Post  Act,  an  Act  that  would 
bring  competition  home  to  every  small 
trader  in  the  country,  and  bring  oonfa* 
sion  into  every  post  office  in  the  oona- 
try;  but  then  it  was  a  very  important 
Act,  and  he  could  mention  others.    Sot 
he  had  mentioned  enough  to  show  that 
the  Session,  which  had  been  said  to  be 
BO  dei)lorable,  was  rather  rich  in  ueefol 
Acts  than  otherwise ;  so  that  there  wii 
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no  Buoh  great  need  to  establish  in  a 
hurry  this  yery  stringent  Bale,  in  order 
to  check  the  natural  tendency  of  the 
House  to  talk  a  good  deal,  or  to  enable 
the  legislation  of  the  country  to  be  car- 
ried on  with  great  rapidity.  In  the 
amount  of  discussion  non.  Members 
must  be  guided  by  the  wishes  and  good 
feelings  of  their  constituents,  and  so  also 
they  must  be  guided,  to  a  great  extent, 
as  to  the  amount  of  legislation.  He  had 
yery  ereat  doubts,  notwithstanding  what 
had  been  said  in  public  speeches  and 
printed  in  public  addresses  to  constitu- 
ents— he  had  very  great  doubts  whether 
the  constituents  really  required  a  great 
mass  of  legislation.  He  had  had  expe- 
rience himself  in  many  ways  ;  he  had 
been  the  victim  of  legislation ;  he  had 
had  to  initiate  legislation  from  the  com- 
mencement, and  had  conducted  it  in  the 
House ;  and  he  was  very  strongly  of  opi- 
nion that  what  the  country  really  wanted 
was  not  BO  much  a  great  mass  of  legis- 
lation hurried  through  the  House  with- 
out full  discussion,  and  against  bitter 
opposition,  but  legislation  on  certain 
questions  thoroughly  well  digested  and 
tnoroughly  well  thrashed  out  both  by 
friends  and  opponents ;  and  in  order  to 
carry  out  legislation  of  that  sort,  which 
was  really  beneficial  to  the  country — 
and  he  spoke  specially  with  regard  to 
commercial  matters — it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  accompany  it  with  such  a  strin- 
gent Hule  as  this  Eesolution. 

Mr.  a.  MOELEY  said,  that  so  many 
insinuations  had  been  thrown  out  as  to 
the  silence  of  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment below  the  Gangway,  that  he  had 
no    hesitation  in  rising  jko    refute   the 
suggestion   that  they  were  under  any 
undue  pressure.      He  entirely   agreed 
with  one  remark  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Salt), 
and  who  had  added  a  most  temperate 
and   moderate  speech    to    the   debate, 
that  there  was  a  danger  in  these  days  of 
a  too  great  length  of  speeches,  and  pos- 
sibly a  necessity  might  exist  for  lessen- 
ing that  length  of  speech.    In  the  re- 
marks he  had  to  make,  he  would  endea- 
vour not  to  fall  into  the  error  referred 
to.     It  appeared  to  him  that  there  was 
a  great  danger  of  losing  sight   of  the 
evils  that  it  was  the  intention  and  object 
of  the  Qovernment  Besolutions  to  put  a 
stop  to,  by  having  too  prominently  put 
forward  by  speakers  from  the  Opposition 
Benoiies  the  consequences  which  would, 


according  to  their  belief,  result  from  the 
adoption  of  the  Bules  under  discussion. 
Some  hon.  Members,  speaking  from  that 
side,  and  among  them  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
Amendment,  had  been  candid  enough 
to  say  they  objected  to  a  cidture  of  any 
kind  whatever;  and  he  said,  although 
he  was  moving  an  Amendment  with  the 
object  of  lessening  the  effect  of  the  1st 
Eesolution,  he  personally  would  be  glad 
if  the  1st  Besolution  were  done  away 
with  altogether.  But  it  appeared  to  him 
(Mr.  A.  Morley)  that  the  evils  of  the 
present  system  were  at  least  as  great  as 
any  evils  that  had  been  predicted  by 
hon.  Members  on  the  other  side.  Shortly 
stated,  the  evils  they  had  pourtrayed 
were — first,  the  oppression  of  one  Party 
in  the  House  by  the  other ;  and,  se- 
condly, the  limitation  of  the  freedom  of 
debate.  It  seemed  to  him  that  if  hon. 
Members  would  review  the  proceedings 
of  the  past  two  years,  they  would  come 
to  the  same  conclusion  as  himself — that 
the  very  evils  that  they  had  put  forward 
as  their  strongest  arguments  against 
the  Eesolution  were  the  very  evils 
the  House  of  Commons  had  suffered 
from  during  the  past  two  years.  The 
evils  pourtrayed  by  the  Opposition  as 
the  consequences  of  the  Eesolution  were 
oppressions  of  the  minority  by  the  ma- 
jority; but,  as  had  been  well  pointed 
out  by  the  Prime  Minister,  the  evils 
from  which  the  House  of  Commons  had 
been  suffering  was  an  oppression  of  the 
majority  of  the  House,  and  the  Party 
in  the  House  from  whom  the  country  ex- 
pected legislation — an  oppression  of  that 
large  Party  by  a  minority  sometimes 
very  small,  sometimes  rather  larger,  but 
still  always  a  minority  of  the  House  itself. 
Turning  to  the  second  evil  predicted,  the 
limitation  of  the  freedom  of  debate,  that 
limitation  existed  at  present,  for,  under 
the  existing  Eules,  a  small  minority 
could  occupy  the  whole  time  of  the 
House  in  order  that  no  legislation 
should  be  carried  on  at  all ;  and  many 
hon.  Members  who  had  strong  claims 
to  be  heard  and  to  influence  what  was 
being  done  had  been  compelled  to 
remain  silent  at  the  risk  of  being  sup- 
posed to  neglect  their  duty,  not  merely 
to  their  constituents,  but  to  the  public 
interests  with  which  they  were  identified. 
They  were  told  of  another  danger  to  be 
apprehended  from  the  passing  of  the 
Eesolutions.  The  House  of  Commons,  it 
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was  said,  would  dotoriorate  in  character. 
Now,  he  would  appeal  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  and  to  what  had  so  often 
been  said — was  not  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  danger  of  deterioration  if  the 
present  state  of  things  continued  ?    No 
doubt,  there  were  many  who  thought 
the  House  of  Commons  suffered  deterio- 
ration when  a  Liberal  Qovemmont  was 
returned  by  a  large  majority ;  but  the 
deterioration  they  had  mentioned  was 
of  a  different  kind.     They  had  frankly 
stated  that  men  of   position,   from   a 
patriotic  sense  of  duty  to    the    State, 
would  not  be  likely  to  undertake  the 
hardships  of  life  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons if  it  continued  in  the  state  it  had 
been  for  the  last  two  years.    The  objec- 
tion he  felt  most  strongly  to  this  Amend- 
ment was  that  it  was   introducing    a 
totally  new  system  into  the  Procedure 
of  the   House ;   and  he  must  say  that 
any  doubt  which  he  mi^ht  have  felt  on 
the  subject  would  have  been  entirely  re- 
moved by  the  speeches  from  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  and  he  looked  forward 
to  hearing  how  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  going  to  face  his  utterances  of 
two   years  past,   and  how  those    who 
followed  him  and  acted  on  his  usually 
wise  advice  would  see  their  way  out  of 
the  difficulty  those   speeches  had   im- 
posed on  them.     It  was  said  this  was 
not  a  new  principle,  because,  under  the 
Urgency  Eules,  the  Government  accepted 
the   same   principle ;  but  the  Urgency 
Rules  were  passed  for  very  special  cir- 
cumstances,  and  for  a   limited  period. 
They  wore  passed  at  a  time  when  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  fortify  the 
Speaker  in   dealing   with  the  terrible 
state  of  affairs  into  which   the   House 
had  drifted,  and  it  was  necessary  for  the 
Government  to  make  such  modifications 
as  would  secure  the  co-operation  of  the 
Opposition.     It  was  for  this  special  rea- 
son that  the  change  in  Procedure  was 
inserted.     The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the   University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson),  in  objecting  to  the  Reso- 
lution as  it  stood,  said  it  would  reduce 
every  private  Member  to  something  little 
better  than  a  nonentity ;  but  really  the 
strongest  argument  in   support  of  the 
Resolution  was  that,  instead  of  doing 
this,  it  would  considerably  increase  the 
rights  and  the  powers  of  private  Mem- 
bers.    What  private  Members  wanted 
was  more  time  for  the  discussion   of 
questions  in  which  they  were  interested; 
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and  how  could  that  be  more  facilitated 
than  by  introducing  Rules  lessening  the 
waste  of    time,    which  waste  of  time 
obliged  the  Government  to  ask  year  by 
year  for  more  time  for  their  own  Busi- 
ness, to  the  reduction  of  the  time  at 
the  disposal  of  private  Members  ?    The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  alio 
tried  to  answer    the  objection  to  hii 
Amendment  that  it  was  an  acknowledged 
principle  that  the  most  important  ques- 
tions were  decided  by  a  bare  majority, 
by  stating  that  in  an  ordinary  sense  no 
legislation  was  carried  until  tiie  matter 
had  been  thoroughly  thrashed  out,  and 
every  Member  heard  upon  it ;  bat  that 
was  not  the  case.     In  order  to  cany 
through  Business  in  the  present  state  of 
the  Rules,  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
for    many  Members  well  qualified  to 
speak  on  the  subject  before  the  Houae, 
and  thoroughly  competent  to  ezpreaa 
their  own  ideas  on  it,  to  remain  silent 
in  their  seats,  in  order  to  allow  suffi- 
cient time  for  necessary  measure^  to 
become  law  during    a    Session.     The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  took 
occasion  to  remind  the  House  that  they 
were  not  dealing  with  a  Colonial  As- 
sembly or  a  Legislative  Chamber  of  a 
few  years  standing,  but  with  the  ancient 
House  of  Commons ;  and  not  for  a  mo- 
ment would  he  (Mr.  A.  Morley)  sug- 
gest that  the  Procedure  of  a  Oolonial 
Legislature,    or    even    of   the    United 
States,  formed  any  strong  argument  ibr 
the  House  of  Commons  to  imitate  their 
Rules  ;  but  he  could  appeal  with  some 
confidence  to  the  experience  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  in  the  United  States, 
which  had  been  in  existence  for  more 
than  1 00  years.     The  work  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  was  as  nothing  com- 
pared  with   that  which  the  House  of 
Commons  had  to  deal  with.     There  they 
had  a  complete  system  of  Home  Bole 
for  each  State.     Each  State  transacted 
its  own  business,  and  the  House  of  Be- 
prosentatives  had  only  Imperial  ques- 
tions to  deal  with,  and  they  were  leally 
only  small  questions  of  which  the  House 
of  Representatives  had  to  take  cogni- 
zance.    Notwithstanding  that,  when  the 
House  of  Representatives  was  ooneti* 
tuted,  a  Rule  was  passed  called  "The 
Previous  Question  Rule, ' '  and  it  had  been 
in  existence  for  more  than  a  centuiy* 
He  took  some  interest  in  ascertaining 
how  this  Rule  had  worked,  and  what 
was  the  opinion  of  it,  held  not  only  by 
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those  who  now  formed  the  majdrity  of 
the  House,  but  by  the  Party  previously 
in  the  majority,  and  he  wrote  to  one  of 
the  leading  Members  of  the  Democratic 
Party  in  the  House  of  Bepresentatives 
to  ask  how  the  system  worked,  and  how 
it  was  viewed  by  men  of  position  on 
either  side.  He  answered  to  the  effect 
that  the  Democratic  Party  did  not  con- 
sider the  Previous  Question  Bule  worked 
harshly,  that  it  was  engraved  on  the 
consciences  and  habits  of  the  House, 
that  it  was  accepted  as  a  matter  of 
course,  and  no  Member  was  prepared  to 
advocate  the  abolition  of  the  Kule.  The 
Eule,  he  added,  worked  well,  because 
an  understanding  was  always  reached  in 
advance  of  its  application  as  to  the  time 
a  debate  should  extend,  and  this  usage 
had  caused  the  Previous  Question  Bule 
to  become  a  secondary  matter.  The 
understanding  was  always  arrived  at 
after  a  preliminary  and  informal  discus- 
sion, inasmuch  as  public  opinion  would 
not  justify  either  Party  in  making 
dilatory  Motions,  prolonging  a  discussion 
that  ought  to  be  concluded  in  a  reason- 
able time.  The  inference  of  this  state- 
ment from  Mr.  Hewitt  was  that  this 
Bule,  whether  it  were  called  the  cldture 
or  the  "  Previous  Question,''  would  not 
actively  be  put  in  operation  any  con- 
siderable number  of  times,  but  that  by 
its  very  existence  it  would  lead  the  two 
great  Parties  to  come  to  an  agreement  as 
to  the  reasonable  length  of  discussion  be- 
fore theHquse  was  asked  to  come  to  a  de- 
cision, and  the  Bule  would  be  held  over 
those  only  who  would  not  become  parties 
to  this  general  arrangement,  and  against 
such  would  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House  be  expressed  that  the  debate  had 
been  long  enough. 

Mb.  WHITiSjY  :  I  think,  Sir,  that 
no  apology  is  necessary  from  any  Mem- 
ber for  submitting  a  few  observations  to 
the  House  on  a  question  of  so  much  im- 
portance as  the  present.  This  is  not  a 
petty  question.  I  strongly  feel  that 
the  Privileges  of  this  House  should  not 
be  intrusted  to  a  bare  majority,  and 
should  not  be  restricted  in  the  debates 
upon  it.  That  which  affects  the  freedom 
of  discussion  should  be  debated  by  the 
whole  force  of  the  House.  It  appears 
to  me  that  the  Besolution  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  if  adopted,  would  change  al- 
together the  character  of  this  House  ; 
and  therefore,  although  I  have  only  been 
a  short  time  a  Member  of  it,  it  is  my 


duty  to  express  the  feelings  I  entertain, 
and  which,  I  believe,  are  shared  by 
many  hon.  Members.  The  arguments 
throughout  upon  the  question  have  been 
all  on  one  side,  while  the  action  of  the 
Government  has  been  entirely  on  the 
other.  The  Prime  Minister  introduced 
these  Besolutions,  and  said  he  was  very 
sorry  that  Besolutions  of  this  kind 
should  be  necessary.  Other  Ministers 
are  of  the  same  opinion.  They  ad- 
mitted that  the  change  is  a  serious 
change,  and  said  that  nothing  but  a  case 
of  absolute  necessity  could  be  brought 
forward  as  a  justification  for  a  measure 
of  this  kind.  I  think  we  should  sepa- 
rate, as  far  as  possible,  the  arguments 
by  which  this  change  is  justified.  I  am 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House  when  I 
say  that  the  original  justification  for 
these  Besolutions  was  Obstruction.  No- 
thing was  said,  originally  in  the  House 
by  the  Government,  nor  outside  the 
House  by  Members  of  the  Government, 
or  their  supporters,  as  to  any  other 
ground  on  which  such  an  inroad  on  the 
freedom  of  debate  could  be  justified.  It 
has  been  admitted  by  Members  of  the 
House  that  there  has  been  no  Obstruc- 
tion by  the  Opposition  ;  but  it  has  also 
been  admitted  that  the  Obstruction  has 
been  only  by  a  small  minority.  Now,  is 
it  necessary,  for  the  sake  of  stopping 
the  Obstruction  of  a  small  minority,  to 
interfere  with  the  liberties  and  freedom 
of  all  the  Members  of  this  House? 
With  regard  to  the  bare  majority,  by 
which  this  Besolution,  if  carried,  is  to 
stop  any  debate,  I  quite  agree  with  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson).  It  is  a  very  different  thing  to 
have  a  majority  on  a  question  to  be  dis- 
cussed, and  a  majority  on  a  question  of 
closing  the  mouths  of  Members.  The 
arguments  of  Ministers  are  on  one  side, 
and  their  action  is  on  the  other.  They  say 
the  Speaker  is  to  be  guided  by  the  '*  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House."  Why  do  they 
shrink  from  the  natural  consequences  of 
the  "  evident  sense  of  the  House  "  being 
shown  by  a  majority  of  two-thirds  ?  I 
think  there  is  no  fear  whatever  of  its 
being  brought  into  action  by  the  **  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House."  I  cannot 
help  thinking — indeed,  I  feel  quite  con- 
fident— that  there  are,  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House,  hon.  Members  who 
are  as  proud  of  the  freedom  of  discus- 
sion here  as  anyone  on  this  side  can  be. 
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I  am  very  sorry  this  debate  has  fallen 
into  the  category  somewhat  of  Party  ques- 
tions. In  that  we  are  making  a  great  mia- 
take.  If  these  Besolutions  had  been  intro- 
duced by  the  Gonservatiye  GoYernment, 
I  feel  sure  the  Prime  Minister  would 
have  opposed  them.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  has  admitted 
that,  if  these  ^ules  had  been  proposed 
by  the  Opposition,  he  should  not  have 
accepted  them,  because  he  did  not  trust 
the  Opposition.  Why,  therefore,  should 
the  Govemment  complain  that  these 
Bules  should  be  opposed  by  the  Oonser- 
yative  Party,  who  cannot  be  expected  to 
have  confidence  in  the  Govemment? 
The  President  of  the  Local  Govemment 
Board  very  naively  said  this — **  To-day 
we  have  these  Besolutions.  You,  when 
you  come  into  Office  in  a  short  time,  will 
find  that  these  Resolutions  will  suit  you.'' 
I  was  very  sorry  to  hear  him  say  that. 
To  all  of  us  the  freedom  of  the  House 
should  be  the  great  thing,  and  that  re- 
mark of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  has 
not,  in  any  sense,  removed  my  indis- 
position to  vote  for  the  Resolution.  The 
Prime  Minister  has  made  a  most  elo- 
quent speech,  and  has  defended  the 
rights  of  small  minorities.  Well,  we  do 
not  want  to  trample  on  the  rights  of 
minorities.  We  are  prepared  to  defend 
the  rights  of  minorities  as  much  as  any 
hon.  Gentleman  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  But  I  contend  that  this  Reso- 
lution is  a  very  arbitrary  Resolution  in- 
deed, and  the  arguments  in  favour  of  it 
do  not  commend  themselves  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter, I  am  sure,  feels  no  confidence  in  the 
Resolution  himself.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  last  (Mr.  A.  Morley) 
adduced  the  system  of  other  countries, 
and  referred  to  America.  I  trust  the 
English  House  of  Commons  is  not  going 
to  follow  the  example  of  the  customs  of 
other  countries,  and,  least  of  all,  that  of 
America.  The  traditions  of  the  House 
of  Commons  extend  over  600  years. 
During  that  number  of  years,  freedom 
of  debate  has  been  preserved  up  to  the 
present  time  intact.  Whatever  has  hap- 
pened, no  Minister,  until  now,  has  in- 
terfered with  that  freedom  of  debate 
which  is  the  glorious  inheritance  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  do  hope  that 
the  House  of  Commons  of  to-day  will 
remain  true  to  its  antecedents,  for  I  feel 
that  no  good  argument  has  been  ad- 
vanced for  the  introduction  of  this  new 
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mode  of  cldture.  Depend  on  it  that  any* 
thing  that  closes  debate  will,  in  time, 
depreciate  the  action  of  the  House  and 
the  confidence  the  country  feels  in 
the  House.  I  hope  and  believe  that 
the  majority  of  the  House  will  see  that 
no  satisfactory  reasons  have  been  given 
for  the  adoption  of  the  Resolutions  pro- 
posed by  the  Government.  I  hope  the 
majority  will  say  this  is  not  a  Party 
question,  and  that  the  Amendment  of 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Gibson)  will  be  carried  by  a  considerable 
majority. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said,  that  he  felt 
he  owed  an  apology  to  the  House  for 
speaking  on  this  subject,  owing  to  the 
short  time  he  had  been  in  the  House ; 
but,  perhaps,  as  he  was  somewhat  new 
to  the  House  he  was  also  somewhat  new 
to  the  Rules  which  already  existed ;  and 
he  should  confess  that,  like  many  others, 
he  was  somewhat  at  a  loss  to  recognize 
the  very  great  value  which  older  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  put  upon  them.   Still, 
he  quite  allowed  that  any  alteration  in 
the  Rules  of  the  House  should  be  care- 
fully made.     The  aspect  in  which  he 
rather  looked  at  the  question  was  that 
in  which  people  outside  looked  on  it. 
What  was  the  interest  which  the  people 
of  this  country  took  in  the  subject  unaer 
discussion  ?    Shortly,  they  had  seen  that 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  in  the  past  two 
years,  the  Business  of  that  House  had 
been  impeded  by  two  causes — by  organ- 
ized Obstruction,  and  also  l^  what  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  described  as  licence  of  debate. 
They  had  been  told  that  what  they  were 
wanted  to  do  was  to  restore  to  the  House 
the  capacity  for  adequately  doing  its 
Business.  Looking  once  more  at  the  pub- 
lic interest  in  reference  to  this  question, 
he  was  perfectly  sure  the  country  would 
receive  with  as  much  satisfaction  as  the 
great  bulk  of  the  Members  of  the  House 
received  with  satisfaction  the  speech  of 
the  Prime  Minister.     He  was  sure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  therein  adequately 
expressed    the  views  which    prevailed 
far  and  wide  through  the  country,  as 
well  as  through  the  Party  which  he 
led.     Had  they  a  right,  as  a  majority 
returned  by  a  majority  of  electors,  to 
give  up  its  power  over  the  transaction 
of  their  own  Business  in  the  House? 
Had  they  the  right  to  forego  the  control 
which  the  majority  exercised  over  every- 
thing else,  and  which  they  ought  to  have 
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ofer  the  character  and  mode  of  legisla- 
tion? If  the  Conservatiye  Party  op- 
posed them  in  the  matter,  then  they 
would  have  to  go  to  the  country,  and 
tike  to  themselves  the  blame  for  what- 
erer  legislation  they  might  have  frus- 
trated by  the  Tery  great  lengths  to 
which  debate  was  carried  on  in  the 
Honse.  The  supporters  of  the  Ministry 
hid  been  taunted  by  the  other  side  that 
they  were  not  taking  their  part  in  the 
deUte,  but  were  observing  a  '^  portent- 
ous and  unnatural  silence."  As  against 
that  charge,  he  maintained  that  the 
arguments  advanced  from  the  other  side 
had  been  adequately  met  by  the  speeches 
already  delivered  from  the  Government 
Bench  and  other  Benches,  and  that, 
therefore,  it  would  have  been  mere 
waste  of  time  if  more  speakers  from  the 
Oovemment  side  had  got  up  to  make 
further  reply.  Another  point  he  had 
to  notice  with  regard  to  the  two-thirds' 
majority  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  As  they  knew,  in 
the  case  of  first  -  class  Party  debates, 
the  Opposition  generally  mustered  200 
Uembers,  and  in  Divisions  they  very 
■eldom  fell  under  that  number.  Now, 
that  would  necessitate  400  Members  in 
the  majority.  That  was  to  say,  there 
would  require  to  be  a  House  of  600 
Hembers.  Now,  everyone  knew  there 
had  not  been  a  Division  since  the 
Eeform  Bill  in  which  there  had  been 
wrer  600  Members  voting,  and  even 
Divisions  in  which  650  took  part  were 
of  great  rarity.  The  two- thirds'  majo- 
rity, moreover,  he  pointed  out,  would 
^d  considerably  to  the  difficulties  of 
the  Speaker,  .as  he  would  not  only  have 
to  determine  that  a  subject  had  been 
tdequately  discussed,  and  the  *^  evident 
M&seof  the  House,"  but  he  would  also 
hare  to  assure  himself  that  there  was  a 
two-thirds'  majority  in  favour  of  it. 
Now,  those  who,  like  the  present  Speaker, 
had  been  long  in  the  House,  could 
determine  with  considerable  accuracy 
the  number  of  those  who  were  in  the 
House  at  a  moment ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Preston 
(Ur.  Baikes)  had  referred  to  an  occasion 
ui  which  he  said,  as  Chairman  of  Com- 
ii^ittees,  he  would  have  been  called  upon 
to  pat  into  operation  the  Closure  Heso- 
bhon,  and  that  was  in  connection  with 
the  Irish  Sunday  Closing  Bill  of  1878. 
O&the  let  of  April  of  that  year,  when 
the  House  aat  till  6  in  the  morning. 


there  were  12  Divisions  which  took 
place,  and  all  of  these  would  have  come 
under  the  two- thirds'  Bule.  On  the 
Idth  May,  when,  again,  the  House  sat 
till  past  9  in  the  morning  in  Committee 
upon  the  Bill,  there  were  1 0  Divisions ; 
but  only  two  of  these  would  have  come 
under  the  operation  of  that  Bule.  He 
therefore  submitted  to  the  Government 
that  it  would  be  desirable  to  widen  the 
latter  part  of  the  Bule.  For  his  own 
part,  considering  the  great  number  of 
safeguards  already  put  in  the  Bule,  he 
should  prefer  to  see  no  provision  at  all, 
unless  it  was  one  to  the  efifect  that;  the 
closing  number  should  be  fixed  at  80  or 
100  Members,  because,  if  they  were  to 
make  it  efifectual  against  Obstruction, 
it  should  be  made  effectual  against  Ob- 
struction developing  at  late  hours  in  the 
morning,  when  the  House  was  thin,  and 
when,  unless  the  Bule  were  so  widened, 
it  would  be  difficult  to  put  the  Bule  in 
operation. 

Colonel  ALEXANDEB  said,  he 
must  confess  he  was  not  a  little  sur- 
prised at  hearing  the  Prime  Minister 
say,  in  answer  to  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson),  that  he  made  the  mistake  which' 
he  acknowledged  he  had  made  with  re-  ' 
ference  to  the  practice  of  the  Colonies 
on  the  ground  that  he  had  no  sufficient 
information  on  the  subject.  He  was 
quite  prepared  to  admit  that  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  really  was  the 
case ;  but  what  he  would  contend  was 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
have  had  the  information  on  the  subject, 
and  that  there  was  information  close  at 
hand.  As  the  Prime  Minister  was  not 
present,  he  would  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  and  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Judge  Advocate 
General,  whether  it  was  not  the  case 
that  on  the  8th  December,  1881,  Govern- 
ment had  received  a  special  despatch 
from  the  Cape,  stating  tnat  the  Bules  of 
Practice  of  the  House  of  Assembly  being 
substantially  the  same  as  those  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  there  was  no 
authorized  mode  of  procedure  for  di- 
rectly interfering  with  the  freedom  of 
debate,  or  for  abridging  or  terminating 
discussion  by  closure.  That  was  two 
months  before  the  Prime  Minister  spoke. 
The  Prime  Minister  also  alluded  to 
the  practice  in  Victoria ;  and  he  would 
ask  the  Secretary  of   State  for  War 
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whether,  as  early  as  the  2n(l  of  February  found  men  in  the  HouBe  who  would  e&- 

this  year,  the  Government  did  not  re-  dcavour  amid    uproar    to  censore  tbe 

oeiye  a  special  despatch  from  the  Speaker  Speaker  for  arbitrary  ruling.  They  iren 

of  tlie  Legislative  Assembly  of  Victoria  preparing,  not  for  the  present  Speaker 

stating —  but  for  his  successors,  not  only  an  odiou 

"That  the  cloture  had  boon  adopted  as  a  ^^^  an  impossible  task.     The  "evident 

Standing  Order  confined  to  the  Session  of  1 875-6,  sense  of  the  House     might  mean,  under 

but  that  no  Standing  Order  having  a  similar  those  circumstances,  superior  shouting  ot 

object  has  since  been  adopted  by  the  Assembly."  howling  power — greater  lung  power  on 

So  that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  cUture  in  ^^^  part  of  the  minority.    In  short, .the 

Victoria  was  an  experiment ;  and  as  that  ^1^^^^  introduced  would  be  a  prrauum 

experiment  had  not  been  repeated,  he  JP^^  every  kmd  of  uproar  m  theHouee. 

would    ask   the    House  whether  they  It  was  sometimes  askoi,  why  should  not 

might  not,  under  these  circumstances,  **^®  <^^!^^^^l  ^e  decided,  as  in  any  other 

reasonably  infer   that  the   experiment  question,  by  a  bare  majonty  ?  But  there 

was  not  considered  by  those  who  did  try  ^^^  ^^^y  considerable  difference  betweea 

it  to  be  altogether  a  success  ?  The  same  deciding  a  question  after  fuU  discusaoa 

thing  also  occurred  in  respect  to  Now  ^^^  deciding  whether  there  should  be 

Zealand.      Of    16    Colonies  originally  adequate  or,  for  the  matter  of  that,  any 

enumerated   by  the  Prime  Minister  as  discuMion  at  all.^  They  knew  what  oc- 

possessing  the  cldture,  there  was  only  ^^^^^^  ^^  France  m  the  Second  Empire, 

one  with  the  power  of  closing  a  debate  where  the  cldture  was  used,  or  rathn 

at  present.     The  single  exception   was  ??^8^»,   *<^    prevent     M.    Thiers   and 

the  Colony    of    South   Australia,    and  ^^^    Colleagues    from   making    them- 

against  the  practice  of  that  not  very  s^J^®®  }^^^^^  ^^    *^/  .  Assembly  ;  and 

large     or   very    important    Colonv  he  ^*^**    ^^^  happened  in  France  might 

thought  they  were  entitled  to  set  off  all  ©qually   well    happen    m    this   coun- 

the  other  five  Colonies.     A  good  deal  try  under   a  Constitutional   Monarchv. 

had  been  said  as  to  the  effect  which  was  What  would  have  become  of  Lord  Codi. 

likely  to  be  produced  by  the  introduction  ^ane,   of  Sir  Francis  Burdett,  of  Mr. 

of  the  eUlure  into  the  Procedure  of  the  5'9,^^*?*?»  5?^.**^®  ^^'^  ^™^  ^^\  " 

House,  and  also  as  to  the  possibility  that  I^dicals  m  Parliament  at  the  begiiming 

under  this  system  the  impartiality  of  the  ?^  V^®  present  centuiy,  with  the  cMm 

Chair  might  be  impugned.     He  should  "^  ^"^^  operation?    They  never  would 

like  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House  f  ^T®  been  allowed  the  chance  of  ventt- 

to  the  operations  of    the  system  in   a  lating  their  Radical  opinions,  and  thw 

country  where  it  had   been  some  time  preparing  the  way  for  the  introducUon 

established  —  the    United     States    of  ^^  ^^^  Reform  Bill  of  1832.    Another 

America.     He  found  in  that  favoured  argument  adduced  by  the  Pnme  Minister 

country  an  All-night  Sitting  was  quite  as  ^^^  *^a*  ^^f  Ministry  had  been  knoTO 

common  as  in  this  old  country,  and  that  ^  ^®»^e^  when  placed  m  a  mmon^of 

Obstruction  also  was  in  full  swing.     In  {}.  ^"*  *^®  ^o?J^  ask  whether  ^e  sune 

the  American  intelligence  of  The  Times  Ministry  would  not  have  considered  a 

for  May  31  there  was  conclusive  proof,  as  majority  of  1,  or  even  of  2,  on  a  viW 

the  extract  he  was  about  to  read  would  3,?®*HS^.  actually  equivalent  to  a  defe^f 

show.     It  was  stated  that-  The  Prime  Mmister,  having  taken  lui 

.,  mv   TT  ^-        J    J  1    1   J  XV  stand  on  a  bare  maiority  as  the  only 

**  The  HouBO  continues  dead-locked  over  the  j       .     -i     i,i  jjj.   j^^u 

contested  Election  Question.     The  Republicans  J^^^^  principle,  had  proceeded  to  depirt 

to-day  proposed  a  change  of  the  rules  in  order  from  that  principle  ;    for  he   said  tn« 

to  break  the  dead-lock ;  but  the  Democrats  con-  when  he  spoke  of  a  bare  majority  istfae 

tinue  to  oppose  progress  by  presenting  dilatory  only  sound   principle  upon  which  they 

^^l"^^^"  could  on  this  matter  proceed,  let  it  be 

With  regard  to  the  possibility  of  what  understood  that  he  did  not  mean  a  btfO 

had  been  said  as  to  the  partiality  of  the  majority  without  safeguards.     Theeafc* 

Chair,  it  was  said  that  ''the  Democrats  guards  of  the  Prime  Minister  were  to 

then  endeavoured  amid  uproar  to  cen-  exempt  small  Houses  from  the  operation 

sure  the  Speaker  for  arbitrary  ruling.''  of  the  proposed  Bule ;    but  everyone 

Well,  he  ventured  to  think  that  the  day  having  experience  in  either  this  or  the 

would  come — sooner,  perhaps,  than  some  last  Parliament  must  be  perfectly  weD 

of  them  expected — when  there  would  be  aware  that  it  was  precisely  in  smiU 

Cohnel  Alexander 


i 


ids  ParUameni-^JSutinea  of  the  (Ootobeb  31,  1882]     Howe-^The  Ne^w  RuU».  534 

Houses  where  the  eTil  had  made  itself 
most  felt.  He  would  add  that  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  principle  which  must  be 
propped  up  and  surrounded  with  safe- 
gauds  was  Yirtuallj  and  practically  no 
principle  at  all.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  forRipon(Mr.  Gbschen) 
had  pleaded  that,  after  all,  it  was,  in 
fiujt,  a  Tery  small  measure,  and  that  it 
would  Tery  seldom  be  put  in  operation. 
Possibly  not  in  ordinary  times ;  but  he 
fliouffht  he  could  tell  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  two  occasions  upon  which  it 
would  certainly  be  put  in  operation.  It 
would  certainly  be  put  in  operation,  he 
thought,  at  the  dinner  hour.  He  be- 
tiored  that — 

*'  All  loftemng,  overpowering  knell — 
The  tocsin  of  the  soul — the  dinner  bell " 

would  have  the  effect  of  an  unanswerable 
ery  that  the  eldture  be  put  in  immediate 
operation.  There  was  another  and  a 
much  more  serious  occasion  upon  which 
he  thought  the  Ministry  might  some- 
kimefl  be  tempted  to  use  it.  The  Ministry 
might  be  tempted  to  use  it  on  the  eve  of 
a  General  Election,  and  just  as  they  were 
going  to  the  country.  What,  for  instance, 
was  to  prevent  the  Government,  in  the 
last  Session  of  a  moribund  Parliament, 
Erom  rushing  a  lot  of  crude  and  ill- 
digeeted  measures  through  the  House  in 
order  to  give  them  an  opportunity  of 
placarding  throughout  the  constituencies 
a  long  and  triumphant  array  of  legisla- 
kive  achievements  ?  The  Prime  Minister 
had  said  that  he  no  longer  staked  the 
existence  of  his  Government  on  the  suc- 
sets  or  failure  of  this  measure,  and  he 
released  his  followers  from  the  obliga- 
tion of  Toting  against  their  honest  con- 
riotions  in  the  matter.  This  was  very 
kind  of  the  Prime  Minister ;  but  he  was 
QDUch  afraid  that  the  kindness  came  too 
late — too  late  to  undo  the  mischievous 
dffeets  produced  by  the  Party  styling  it- 
lelf  the  National  Federation  of  Liberal 
ILnociations,  which,  during  the  last  six 
mmihs,  had  worked  upon  the  fears  and 
ipprehensions  of  weak-kneed  Liberals, 
bo  whom,  at  the  eleventh,  or  even  at  the 
hrelfth  hour,  he  would  say  very  respect- 
hlly,  but  very  earnestly — ''  Emancipate 
fonrselves  from  the  intolerable  tyranny 
rf  an  insolent  Association.  Tell  the  pre- 
ientious  bueybodies  who  shroud  their 
icance  under  a  pompous  and 
i-sounding^  title  that  you  are  not  the 

of  a  Caucus,  but  tbeBepresen- 

^Sres  of  a  free  people." 


Mr.  E.  N.  fowler  said,  the  ob- 
ject  of  the  eldture^  or,  as  he  preferred  to 
term  it,  *^  the  gag,"  was  no  longer  dis- 
guised. It  was  to  gag  the  minority, 
not  the  Irish  Party— who,  according  to 
the  Prime  Minister,  had  only  done  their 
duty — but  the  Conservative  Opposition. 
That  was  clearly  the  intention  both  of 
the  Prime  Minister  and  of  the  Liberal 
Party.  It  was  now  proposed  to  gag  the 
Conservatives,  for  the  purpose  of  forcing 
through  the  House  a  certain  number  of 
Liberal  measures  which  were  contained 
in  the  programme  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter. And  when  the  programme  of  the 
Prime  Minister  was  exhausted,  the  more 
far-reaching  one  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  be  brought  forward.  He 
wished  to  remind  the  House  that  during 
the  existence  of  the  Parliament  elected 
in  1868,  notwithstanding  the  proposal 
for  the  Disestablishment  of  the  Church 
of  Ireland — which  he  looked  upon  as  a 
national  crime — was  brought  forward 
and  passed  into  law  by  the  Liberals,  no 
complaint  had  been  made  of  undue  Ob- 
struction being  offered  to  it  on  the  part 
of  the  Conservative  Party.  He  could 
not  conceive  any  measure  to  which  the 
Conservative  Party  were  more  deeply 
and  conscientiously  opposed.  If  the  mi- 
nority were  gagged,  they  would  cease  to 
have  any  responsibility  for  the  fi;ood 
order  of  the  House;  and  if  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Opposition  were  not  treated 
as  gentlemen,  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site could  not  complain  if  the  gentle- 
manly feeling  of  the  House  ceased.  Th$ 
Daily  Newa  was  the  leading  organ  of  the 
Government,  and  it  was  exercised  in  its 
mind  as  to  the  state  of  the  Conservative 
Party.  He  thought  what  they  read  in 
The  Daily  Newt  and  The  Spectator  should 
be  regarded  as  an  intimation  to  the  Tory 
Party  to  do  the  exact  contrary,  for  that 
which  was  advocated  in  those  papers 
was  the  blindest  veneration  for  the  will 
of  the  Prime  Minister.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  appeared  to  regard  the  Prime 
Minister  with  the  same  feelings  of  blind 
reverence  as  those  with  which  Horace 
regarded  Augustus — 

*'  Prsesenti  tibi  maturos  largimur  honores, 
Jurandasque  tuum  per  nomen  ponimns  aras. 
Nil  oriturum  ali&B,  nil  ortum  tale  fatentes." 

In  those  circumstances,  hon.  Members 
opposite  could  not  complain  if  those  who 
sat  on  the  Opposition  Benches  were  de- 

lEleventh  NigM,'\ 


535    ParliamenlSusiness  of  the    (COMMONS)     Sotue—ns  A^4W  Ruhi.     636 


termined  to  givo  this  Eesolution  their 
most  strenuous  opposition. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  taunted  the  Liberal 
Party  with  the  Caucus,  but  appeared  to 
forget  the  two  meetings  which  had  been 
held  at  the  Carlton.  The  majority  of 
the  Liberal  Party  disliked  the  Caucus  as 
much  as  the  Conservatives.  Ho  was 
willing  to  admit  that  this  proposal  was 
a  great  change  in  Parliamentary  Proce- 
dure ;  but  when  he  was  returned  to  Par- 
liament, after  an  absence  of  12  years, 
he  had  been  much  struck  with  the  change 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  House. 
He  found  endless  talk  and  no  wdVk,  and 
for  that  state  of  things  a  remedy  was 
required.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  said 
that  the  Government  proposal  was  the 
greatest  change  which  had  ever  been 
proposed  in  that  House.  But  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  under- 
estimated the  change  which  the  adop- 
tion of  his  proposal  would  bring  about, 
in  setting  up  an  artificial  majority,  un- 
known to  the  traditions  of  the  House, 
which  had  always  decided  questions  by 
the  majority  of  votes.  If  any  exception 
to  the  general  rule  were  to  be  adopted,  it 
ought  to  be  in  the  suspension  of  Mem- 
bers, which  was  now  decided  by  the 
bare  majority.  If  any  exception  should 
be  made  in  the  case  of  the  cldture^  it 
might  be  in  the  adoption  of  the  Bal- 
lot in  voting  upon  it,  so  that  Members 
would  be  able  to  vote  according  to  their 
convictions,  instead  of  leaving  the  House. 
The  Amendment  would  render  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  supreme,  while  the 
Leader  of  the  Government  would  be 
helpless.  It  would  act  unfairly  to  small 
sections  of  the  House  and  independent 
Members,  because  there  was  always  a 
sort  of  honourable  understanding  be- 
tween the  two  Front  Benches  which 
would  enable  them  to  put  a  stop  to  any 
discussion  which  was  not  entirely  accept- 
able. 

Mr.  HORACE  DAVEY  said,  that  a 
Constitutional  mode  of  putting  the  voice 
of  the  House  into  effect  had  been  long 
established,  and  the  burden  of  proof  lay 
with  those  who  would  introduce  another 
method.  Hitherto  the  voice  of  the  ma- 
jority had  prevailed,  and  there  ought  to 
DO  the  strongest  reasons  given  for  sub- 
stituting a  different  majority  from  that 
which  had  hitherto  decided  all  ques- 

Ifr.  M.  If.  Fowler 


tions.    He  would  not  attempt  to  go  in 
detail  through  the  arguments  nsed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite^to 
do  so  would  be  to  water  away  the  effect 
of  one  of  the  most  magnificent  speechei 
that  ever  resounded  in  that  House ;  but 
he  could  not  agree  in  thinking  that  tke 
proposal  of  the  Government  would  tend 
to  stifle  discussion.     He  was  as  opposed 
as  any  Member  in  the  House  to  any- 
thing which  would  stifle  freedom  of  dis- 
cussion, which  was  the  breath  of  the 
Liberal  Party.     But  in  his  view  freedom 
of  discussion  did  not  mean  freedom  for 
a  dozen  Gentlemen  to  express  the  same 
views  a  dozen  times  over.     He  believed 
that  the  cldture,  so  far  from  restricting 
debate,  would  promote  freedom  of  dis- 
cussion, and  he  meant  by  that,  freedom 
of  discussion  on   a  variety   of  topics; 
wliereas,  under  the  present  system,  many 
Members  who  were  competent  to  give 
valuable  information  to  the  House  were 
precluded  from  doing  so.     Some  ques- 
tions were  discussed  at  inordinate  length, 
while   other    subjects   of    equal  or   of 
greater  importance  were  either  not  dis- 
cussed at  all,  or  were  brought  on  at  a 
late  hour  or  in  a  thin  House,  when  real 
debate  became  impossible.     The  House 
was  thus  deprived  of  the  valuable  assirt* 
ance  which  could  be  given  by  many 
Members,  and  a  few  speakers  were  al- 
lowed to  monopolize  the  wliole  of  their 
time.     They  were  told  that  the  measure 
was  brought  in   for  one  purpose,  and 
would  be  used  for  another ;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  charge    to  be   wholly  un- 
founded ;  he  had  always  understood  that 
the  Kesolution  was  aimed  at  the  more 
specious  kind  of  Obstruction.     With  re- 
spect to  the  Circulars  of  the  National 
Liberal  Association  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  opposite  (Colonel  Alex- 
ander) had  referred  to,  he  could  only  say 
that  he  had  never  received  one,  or  even 
heard  of  the  Association,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  this  bugbear  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  was  a  perfect  mare's 
nest.     The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  entirely  failed 
to  support  the  burden  of  proof  which  Ity 
on  him  of  showing  some  strong  reasoni 
for  departing  from  the  ordinary  methods 
of  coming  to  a  decision  upon  any  ques- 
tion.     He  objected  to  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  on 
several  grounds.    If  a  closure  by  a  two- 
thirds  or  any  other  artifidal  majori^ 
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were  adopted,  the  Ooyemment  of  the 
day  would  throw  the  blame  for  not 
passing  measures  which  the  country  de- 
sired upon  bhe  Opposition.  Moreover, 
such  a  eldture  would  be  unfair  to  the 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman,  to  whom 
the  initiative  was  intrusted.  It  would 
also  be  unfair  to  the  Government  of  the 
day,  who  could  not  be  expected  to  place 
themselves  in  the  power  of  the  Oppo- 
sition. If  the  concurrence  of  the  mi- 
nority were  necessary,  the  effect  would 
be  that  their  consent  would  have  to  be 
bought,  and  half-measures  satisfactory 
to  neither  side  would  be  the  result.  At 
present  the  majority  was  all  powerful 
m  the  House,  and  it  would  be  anoma- 
lous and  strange  to  say  that  the  power 
of  closing  debate  should  reside  in  the 
Speaker,  backed  by  the  voice  of  the 
House,  and  not  trust  the  majority  to 
say  under  what  circumstances  the  closure 
should  be  applied.  It  was  said  that  the 
vote  on  the  question  whether  the  cldture 
should  be  applied  would  be  a  Party  vote, 
and  no  doubt  that  was  true ;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  for  the  successful  conduct  of 
Parliamentary  government,  the  division 
of  Members  of  that  House  into  Parties 
was  necessary.  It  might  be  that  the 
Besolution  imposing  eidture  would  be  a 
Party  vote ;  but  he  thought  too  highly 
of  his  countrymen  not  to  believe  that  in 
either  Party  there  were  men  who  pre- 
ferred honesty  to  partizanship,  and  who 
would  refuse  to  prostitute  their  sense  of 
fairness  and  of  justice  even  to  the  ties 
of  Party. 

Mb.  GEANTHAM  said,  the  mask 
had  now  been  thrown  off  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  From  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ohrist- 
church  (Mr.  Horace  Davey),  and  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Great  Grimsby 
(Mr.  Heneage),  it  was  clear  that,  so  far 
as  they  were  concerned,  the  earlier  part 
of  the  Besolution  was  perfectly  irrelevant, 
and  that  the  principle  advocated  by  them 
was  not  that  these  questions  should  be  de- 
termined by  the  Speaker  and  the ' '  evident 
sense  of  the  House,"  but  that  the  power 
of  closing  debate  should  be  entirely  in 
the  hands  of  the  Ministerial  Party  or  of 
the  majority  of  the  House.  When  these 
Besolutions  were  first  introduced  they 
were  told  by  the  Prime  Minister  that 
they  were  wanted  to  put  down  Obstruc- 
tion. Nothing  was  then  said  of  the  de- 
sire by  the  Government  of  the  day  to 
have  the  power  to  dose  debate  when 


they  thought  right.  With  respect  to 
the  Prime  Minister's  speech  that  even- 
ing, although  he  admitted  its  brilliancy, 
he  was  surprised  at  its  audacity,  for  he 
had  given  the  Members  of  that  House 
credit  for  forgetting  everything  that  he 
had  said  before.  He  now  said  that  it  was 
of  the  utmost  necessity  that  this  Beso- 
lution should  be  passed,  and  that  it^was 
perfectly  impossible  for  Parliamentary 
government  to  continue  in  consequence 
of  the  great  delays  in  legislation.  Why, 
in  introducing  these  Besolutions  last 
February,  he  put  this  Besolution  and  the 
question  of  Obstruction  in  the  back, 
ground,  and  told  them  that  the  power  to 
delegate  their  work  was  of  more  import- 
ance  than  to  put  down  Obstruction ;  and 
only  three  or  four  years  ago,  when  in 
Opposition,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  it  a  charge  against  the  then  Go- 
vernment, which  had  been  obstructed 
every  bit  as  much  as  the  present  Go- 
vernment, that  there  were  a  great 
many  measures  which  ought  to  have 
been  introduced,  and  had  not  been, 
not  in  consequence  of  Obstruction,  but 
because  of  the  incompetence  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  introduce  measures  of  im- 
portance to  the  country.  [Mr.  Glab- 
stoite:  Not  at  all.]  At  that  time  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  favoured  Obstruc- 
tion, and  in  an  article  he  wrote  he 
directly  exonerated  certain  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  the  Obstruction  with  which 
they  were  justly  charged  by  the  House 
and  country.  The  only  alteration  he  sug- 
gested at  that  time  was  that  the  then  Go- 
vernment should  be  hurled  from  power 
in  consequence  of  their  incompetence. 
Now,  however,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Government,  in  consequence  of 
their  own  incompetence  to  govern,  were 
obliged  to  appeal  to  the  House  to  help 
them  out  of  their  difficulties,  and  to 
pass  most  drastic  measures,  and  to  in- 
terfere with  the  ancient  Privileges  of 
that  House,  because  a  Badical  Govern- 
ment were  unable  to  govern  under  the 
same  conditions  that  had  satisfied  all 
preceding  Ministers  and  Parties.  They 
had  been  about  10  months  discussing 
this  Bule.  and  they  were  now  at  the  10th 
line.  That  looked  as  if  it  had  been 
fully  discussed,  and  Amendments  had 
emanated  almost  as  much  from  the 
one  side  of  the  House  as  from  the  other ; 
but  yet  the  Bule  stood  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  it  did  at  first.  It  was  pretty 
clear  that  the  Government  did  not  in- 
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tend  that  this  Hesolution  should  be  the 
result  of  the  feeling  of  the  ''evident 
sense  of  the  House."  The  speech  intro- 
ducing the  Bule  was  at  variance  with 
the  Eule  itself.  The  reason  of  that  was 
that  the  speech  represented  the  views 
of  the  Liberal  element  in  the  Cabinet ; 
but  the  Resolution  was  drawn  bj  the 
^Radical  element,  though  whether  it  was 
to  be  modified  or  not  to  suit  the  Liberal 
element  was  dependent  upon  the  state 
of  the  political  barometer.  In  the  damp 
and  rainy  days  of  June  and  July  the 
[Radical  barometer  was  low  and  at 
'*  stormy,"  and  the  Government  were 
willing  to  modify  it ;  but  now  that  they 
believed  the  reflected  glory  of  our  troops 
in  the  Egyptian  campaign  had  driven 
the  barometer  up  again  the  Eadicals 
thought  they  had  the  power  to  force 
their  views  upon  the  Cabinet  and  the 
country.  The  Bule  was  not  intended  for 
the  purpose  of  putting  down  Obstruction, 
but  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  Go- 
vernment to  pass  any  measures  they  de- 
sired. This  Resolution,  it  appeared,  did 
not  generally  commend  itself  to  the  Li- 
bers^ Party,  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson)  had  stated  that 
at  least  100  Members  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  did  not  approve  of  it. 
The  Bule,  as  it  stood,  was  utterly  incon- 
sistent, for  it  contained  two  principles 
that  were  antagonistic  to  each  other. 
The  first  part  of  the  Bule  placed  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker,  and 
took  it  out  of  the  range  of  Party  strife , 
whereas  the  second  part  at  once  brought 
it  back  again  to  Party  strife,  by  stating 
that  the  Speaker's  opinion  was  to  be 
that  of  a  majority  of  the  House.  He 
would  be  content  if  the  Bule  stopped 
at  the  fourth  line.  He  would  much 
prefer  the  matter  being  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  Speaker  to  the  responsi- 
bility being  frittered  away  and  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  Minister  of  the  day. 
The  Bule  was  clearly  being  made  the 
battle-ground  of  Party.  There  would  be 
two  fights  over  every  question  that  was 
brought  forward — first,  as  to  the  length 
of  the  debate ;  and,  secondly,  when  the 
Question  was  put  from  the  Chair.  It 
was  singular  how  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's change  of  views  had  corresponded 
with  the  variations  of  the  Badical  baro- 
meter. This  change  reminded  him  of 
the  lines — 

'  The  Devil  was  sick,  the  Devil  a  saint  would  be, 
The  Devil  got  well,  the  Devil  a  saint  was  ho." 

Mr,  Grantham 


Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Monk,  not  sunt 
Mb.  GBANTHAM  begged  to  thank 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  fbr  his  corree- 
tion.   He  would  only  add,  in  oonclnnon, 
that,  whatever  effect  this  Bole  might 
have  upon  the  history  of  the  ooantrj  and 
of  Parliament,  he  could  not  help  remem- 
bering the  brilliant  services  rendered  to 
the  country  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister;  and  he  reg^tted, 
therefore,  all  the  more  that  this  s^ab  in 
the  heart  of  one  of  the  oldest  Privileges 
of  that  House — the  right  of  a  minority 
to  freedom  of  debate — should  have  been 
given  by  him ;  and  the  House  might  any 
with  the  poet  Waller — 

'<  That  eagle's  fate  and  mine  are  one, 

Which  on  the  shaft  that  made  him  die 
Espied  a  feather  of  his  own. 

Wherewith  he  wont  to  soar  on  high." 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he  could 
assure  his  Friends  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House  that  he  very  deeply 
regretted  to  find  himself  on  the  present 
occasion  unable  to  concur  with  the  ma- 
jority of  those  with  whom  it  was'usaally 
his  pride  and  privilege  to  act.  The 
Prime  Minister,  in  proposing  that  Be- 
solution,  had  disclaimed  any  personal 
motives,  and  stated  in  a  touching  and 
pathetic  passage  that  it  was  impossible 
that  he  cduld  long  preside  over  them. 
For  himself,  he  hoped  the  day  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  leave 
them  might  be  stiU  far  distant,  and  ha 
must  say  that  if  they  could  hope  always 
to  retain  his  right  hon.  Friend  as  their 
Leader  his  fears  would  vanish.  He  did 
not  for  a  moment  believe  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  abuse  the  power  of 
the  cJdture  by  a  bare  majority,  nor,  he 
might  add,  did  he  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcoto)  would  do  ao. 
But  in  giving  the  power  they  intrusted 
it  not  only  to  those  two  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, but  to  all  their  successors. 
Now,  what  was  the  evil  under  which 
they  were  suffering  ?  A  small  number 
of  Members,  in  their  desire  to  disinte- 
grate the  Empire,  had  set  themselves  to 
obstruct  the  Business  of  the  House ;  and 
at  length,  last  Session,  the  affair  having 
on  one  occasion  come  to  a  climax,  the 
Speaker  intervened,  and  with  the  gene- 
ral approval  of  the  House  put  the  Ques- 
tion under  discussion  to  the  Tote,  the 
Leaders  of  the  Opposition  unanimously 
supporting  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Therefore,  the  evil  complained  of  W43 
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the  action,  not  of  the  Leaders  of  the 
Opposition,  but  of  a  yery  few  nearly 
irreconcilable  Members.  That  was  the 
evil.  But  the  remedy  proposed,  while 
80  hedged  round  with  safeguards  in  the 
case  of  small  minorities  that  it  could 
only  with  great  difficulty  be  applied 
against  those  who  had  ofifended,  was  of 
the  most  drastic  character  against  the 
Opposition  who  had  not  offended.  Of 
course,  it  was  theoretically  possible  that 
the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition  might 
join  in  an  organized  Obstruction.  Such 
an  hypothesis  seemed  very  improbable, 
and,  at  any  rate,  the  case  had  not  yet 
arisen.  If  such  a  calamity  should 
occur,  if  the  two-thirds'  majority  was 
found  insufficient,  then,  indeed,  they 
must  go  further.  But  as  regarded  the 
existing  evil,  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name  would  clearly  make 
the  Bule  more  effective.  It  had  much 
surprised  him  that  most  of  those  who 
had  criticized  this  Amendment  appeared 
to  be  under  the  impression  that  it  would 
render  the  Bule  much  weaker,  and,  in 
fact,  almost  inoperative.  So  far  from 
that  being  the  case,  in  nine  cases  out  of 
ten  it  would  immensely  facilitate  its 
operation,  and  render  it  much  more 
useful.  If  it  would  be,  perhaps,  less 
stringent  against  opposition,  it  would 
be  more  effective  against  Obstruction. 
Indeed,  in  a  House  of  less  than  250 
Members  it  would  be  very  difficult  to 
apply  the  Bule  as  it  now  stood.  Suppose 
an  obstructing  minority  of  30  or  35,  and 
a  majority  of  100,  or  even  150.  It  might 
be  a  very  fair  case  for  the  eldture  ;  but 
would  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  feel 
himself  able  to  interfere  ?  There  might 
be  half-a-dozen  Members  in  the  Library 
or  the  Lobbies ;  even  while  the  sand  was 
running  half-a-dozen  Members  might 
come  in,  and,  the  number  of  the  mi- 
nority beine  thus  raised  to  40, 200  would 
be  required,  and  consequently  the  el6tur$ 
under  the  Resolution  of  the  G-ovem- 
ment  would  not  be  carried.  The  Oovem- 
ment  did  not  ask  for  eldture  by  a  bare  ma- 
jority unless  there  were  at  least  400  Mem- 
oers  in  the  House.  Now,  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  refer  to  last  year's  Division 
lists,  they  would  see  that,  out  of  between 
30  and  40  Divisions  in  which  more  than 
400  Members  took  part,  there  were  only, 
he  thought,  three  or  four  in  which  the 
discussion  lasted  over  more  than  one 
night.  He  doubted  whether  the  Go- 
yemment   would   have    attempted   or 


wished  to  apply  their  Bule  to  any  one 
of  those,  excepting  that  in  which  the 
Speaker  intervened,  and  on  that  occa« 
sion  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  him- 
self told  them  that  the  eldture  would 
have  been  carried,  not  by  a  bare  majo- 
rity, but  by  10  to  1.  They  had  almost 
all  of  them  come,  more  or  less  reluctantly, 
to  the  conclusion  that  some  change  in 
their  Bules  was  necessary;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  the  Government  proposal 
would  fail  just  where  it  was  wanted.  In 
the  small  hours  of  the  morning,  and  late 
in  the  Session,  it  would  be  almost  im- 
possible for  the  Government  to  apply 
their  Bule ;  and,  in  fact,  while  with  the 
Amendment  now  proposed  the  Bule 
would  much  less  infringe  upon  the  rights 
of  free  discussion,  it  would  more  effec- 
tively put  down  the  wrong  of  unjusti- 
fiable Obstruction.  It  would  interfere 
less  with  the  liberties  of  the  House,  and 
yet  in  19  cases  out  of  20  would  more 
effectively  aid  Governments  in  conduct- 
ing the  Business  of  the  country.  If,  how- 
ever, it  was  hereafter  found  that  the 
character  of  opposition  in  the  House 
was  so  fundamentaUy  altered  that  eldture 
by  a  majority  of  two-thirds  was  insuffi- 
cient, then,  on  the  principle  that  the 
Queen's  Government  must  be  carried  on, 
he  should  be  prepared  to  vote  for  it.  He 
believed,  however,  that  with  the  Amend- 
ment now  proposed  the  Bule  would  be 
as  effective  for  all  justifiable  purposes ; 
certainly  it  would  be  passed  with  less 
opposition ;  and  for  the  satisfactory 
working  of  the  Bule  it  was  most  desir- 
able that  it  should  be  adopted  as  far  as 
might  be  with  general  concurrence. 
Again,  it  must  be  remembered  that  by 
Bule  5  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees in  any  case  of 

''  Continued  irrelevance  or  tedious  repetition 
on  the  part  of  a  Member  may  direct  the  Mem- 
ber to  aiBOontinue  his  speech." 

Moreover,  under  Bule  9,  the  Speaker 
and  Chairman  of  Committees  might 
Name  any  Member  who  was  obstructing 
the  Business  of  the  House;  and  the 
House  might  then,  and  no  doubt  would, 
suspend  such  Member.  In  fact,  there- 
fore, the  1  st  Bule  which  they  were  now 
discussing  was  not  necessary  in  order  to 
put  down  irrelevance,  or  tedious  repeti- 
tion, or  wilful  Obstruction.  Those  pro- 
ceedings were  dealt  with  by  subsequent 
Besolutions.  The  1st  Besolution  applied 
to  a  Member  wishing  to  speak  neither 
for  wilful  Obstruction  nor  to  repeat  what 
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had  been  already  said  by  others.  Surely 
they  should  not  silence  a  man  who  was 
honestly  addressing  himself  to  the  Ques- 
tion, who  was  not  repeating  what  others 
had  said  before  him,  and  who  was  not 
wandering  from  the  subject,  if  one- third 
of  the  House  really  desired  to  hear  him. 
Much  stress  was  laid  on  the  protection 
afforded  by  the  Kule  to  small  minorities. 
But  how  long  would  such  protection 
last  ?  Once  grant  the  principle  of  cl6ture 
by  a  bare  majority,  and  the  privileges 
of  small  minorities  were  doomed.  The 
Hule,  as  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
ment,  could  hardly  ever  be  applied  un- 
less they  had  at  least  200  supporters  in 
the  House.  Very  soon,  therefore,  a 
Party  would  arise  and  ask — indeed, 
there  were  many  already  who  did  so — 
why  should  so  much  favour  be  shown 
to  small  minorities  ?  The  Government 
would  have  the  power  to  close  debate 
by  a  bare  majority,  and  the  temptation 
would  become  irresistible  to  deprive 
small  minorities  of  the  special  protec- 
tion which  for  the  present  they  left 
them.  Though,  therefore,  for  the  mo- 
ment, it  might  seem  that  those  who 
expected  to  find  themselves  in  small 
minorities  would  be  in  a  better  posi- 
tion by  supporting  the  Government 
proposal,  it  was  for  them  to  consider 
now  long  they  would  retain  their  pecu- 
liar privilege,  and  whether  before  long 
the  power  of  the  cldfure  would  not  in- 
evitably be  applied  to  bring  them  under 
the  general  Eule.  Without  some  such 
alteration  as  that  which  was  suggested 
the  Hule  would  be  quite  inconsistent 
with  itself.  It  was  proposed  that  the 
cldture  should  only  be  applied  when  it 
was  the  **  evident  sense  of  the  House  " 
that  the  debate  should  bo  brought  to  a 
close.  And  yet,  if  the  Speaker  or 
Oil  airman  misinterpreted  the  general 
wish — as  even  with  the  best  intention 
was  quite  possible  —  if  a  noisy  but 
narrow  majority  could  succeed  in  con- 
veying an  erroneous  impression,  then, 
though  the  division  would  prove  that 
there  was  no  general  desire  for  tho 
eidture,  that  it  was  certainly  not  the  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  that  tho  debate 
should  be  closed,  still  the  cl6lure  would 
be  carried  because  tho  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man made  a  mistake.  They  had  beon 
frequently  told  that  this  EoKoIutiou 
would  be  but  seldom  used.  He  quite 
believed  that  was  the  intention,  and 
would  be,  no  doubt,  the  practice  of  the 

Sir  John  Lubbock 


present  Government.     But  they  could 
not  answer  for  or  control  their  suooei- 
Bors,  who  would  certainly  use  whaterer 
power  was  given  to  them.     Indeed,  it 
would  be  difficult  for  thom  to  avdd 
doing  80.     They  would  come  into  power 
with  certain  pledges ;  they  would  have 
described  certain  measures  or  changes 
as  of  great,  perhaps  vital,  importance. 
The  use  of  this  B\ile  would  enable  them 
to  carry  out  their  pledges,  and  surely 
they  would  be  severely  blamed  if  they 
were  not  to  use  the  weapons  which  were 
about  to  be  placed  in  their  hands.    And 
what    would    be    the    position  of  the 
Speaker  himself?    If  he  should  know 
that  the  eldture  would  be  passed,  though 
but   by  a  small    majority,   and  if  he 
should  decline  to  apply  the  Bule,  he 
would  inevitably  be  told  that  he  was  the 
one  impediment  to  the  passage  of  some 
great  measure,  and  he  would  be  ridi- 
culed for  his  absurd  and   mischievous 
scruples.     He   would  be  told  that  the 
minority  were  using  the  Forms  of  the 
House,  and  that  the  majority  must,  there- 
fore, do  so  too ;  he  would  be  asked  why 
this  Bule  was  passed  if  it  was  never  to 
be  used ;   and  he  would  be  stigmatized 
as  a  traitor  to  his  Party,  as  sacrifidng 
the  interests  of  his  country,  and  as  false 
to  the  opinions  which  he  professed  to 
hold.     On  the  other  hand,  what  would 
be  his  position  if  he  should  yield,  and  if 
he  should  put  the  eldture  to  the  vote,  to 
be  carried  by  a  small  majority.    They 
could  imagine  how  indignant  the  Oppo- 
sition  would  bo    under    such    circum- 
stances.    It   seemed  to    him    that  the 
Speaker's  position  would  be  quite  in- 
tolerable.    On  the  other  hand,  if  the 
Amendment  now  before  the  House  were 
accepted,    all    these    difficulties    wonld 
vanish.     If  the   Speaker   should  think 
that  there  was  a  two- thirds'  majority, 
and  should  be  mistaken,  no  harm  would 
be  done,  and  no  bitter  animosity  excited; 
while  if  the  majority  should  be  two- 
thirds,  the  minority  could  not,  ofoourse, 
complain.  Ho  feared  lest  the  change nov 
proposed  should   injuriously  aCFect  the 
character  of  tho  Opposition.  At  present, 
after  a  sufficient  discussion,  the  minority 
permitted  a  vote  to  bo  taken,  and  le* 
quiesced  in  the  decision  of  the  majority. 
But  was  there  no   danger  that  under 
adture  by  a  bare  majority  they  would, 
knowing  that  the  eldture  was  unpopular 
in  tho  country,  think  it  politic  to  endea- 
vour to  attach  to    any  measure  they 
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greatly  disapprOYod  the  additional  stigma 
of  haviog  only  passed  it  by  means  of  the 
eldture  ?  Another  consideration  to  which 
he  attached  great  weight  was  that  the 
proposed  Amendment  would  render  the 
Besolution  much  less  objectionable  to 
hon.  Members  opposite.    It  was  most 
desirable    that    any    changes  in   their 
Bules  should  be  made,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, with  general  concurrence.  A  Bule 
BO    passed  was  obviously  more  likely 
to    work    satisfactorily.      They    were 
told  that,  as  the  most  important  ques- 
tions were  settled  by  a  bare  majority, 
there  was  no  reason  why  the  eldture 
should  not  be  so  settled.    Well,  if  hon. 
Members  saw    no    difference    between 
settling  a  question  by  a  bare  majority 
after  discussion  and  stifling  discussion 
by  a  bare  majority,  it  was  probably  im- 
possible to  make  them  do  so;  but  he 
should  have    thought    that    the   more 
evenly  opinion  was  divided,  and  the  more 
important  the  question  to  be  decided,  the 
more  desirable  it  was  that  there  should  be 
a  fair  discussion.  However  that  might  be, 
those  who  used  this  argument  seemed 
to  forget  that  the  Government  did  not 
themaelves  propose   eldture  by  a   bare 
majority,   except  in  a  House   of   400 
Members.    The  Prime  Minister  charac- 
terized a  two- thirds'  majority  as  some- 
thingmonstrous  and  unheard  of,  yet,  up 
to  a  Mouse  of  300  Members,  he  himself 
required  a  majority  of  two-thirds.     His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  I>uchy  of  Lancaster  had  referred  to 
the  conduct  of  public  meetings.  .There, 
of  course,   the  chairman  of   a    public 
meeting  could  put  it  to  those  present  to 
decide  whether  they  wished  to  hear  a 
speaker  any  longer  or  not.    He  doubted 
whether  such  a  speaker  would  be  com- 
pelled  to  stop  ii    one-third    of   those 
present  wished  him  to  continue;  but, 
however  that  might  be,  there   waa  a 
fundamental    difference   between  their 
deliberations  in   that  House  and   the 
discusaions  of  any  public  meeting.     A 
public   meeting  was  responsible  to  no 
one;  it  could  do  what  it  liked,  while 
ParHament  was  responsible  to  the  elec- 
tors and  the  country.    Many  of  those 
who  had  supported  the  eldture  by  a  bare 
majority  had  done  so  imder  the  impres- 
sion that  eldture  by  a  bare  majority  had 
been  fotCnd  to  work  well  abroad  and  in 
our    Oojonies.      The  National  Liberal 
Federation,   in  their  pamphlet,  had,  he 
was  told,   gon^  much  further,  and,  in 
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defiance  of  the  facts,  had  stated  that  our 
Colonies  '*  had  found  it  indispensable." 
But  the  very  reverse  was  the  case.  As 
Mr.  Baden  Powell  had  pointed  out,  the 
Province  of  South  Australia,  containing 
less  than  250,000  English,  was  the  only 
Colony  which  now  had  the  eldture,  Vic- 
toria and  New  Zealand  had  tried  it, 
but,  finding  that  it  would  not  work, 
had  given  it  up.  Moreover,  in  South 
Australia  the  eldture  was  not  adopted 
because  it  was  found  necessary,  but  was 
a  part  of  the  original  Constitution.  The 
experience  of  the  Continent  had  also 
been  relied  on ;  but  that  argument  had 
utterly  broken  down,  for  only  three  out 
of  13  Legislative  Assemblies  had  eldture 
by  a  bare  majority  as  now  proposed. 
Switzerland  had  eldture  by  two-thirds, 
and  in  four  places  there  might  be  eldture 
by  a  bare  majority  after  further  debate. 
The  evidence  from  America  adduced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  (Mr. 
A.  Morley)  seemed  to  him  to  be  open 
to  doubt.  Whether  that  was  so  or  not, 
they  should  remember  that  in  America 
there  were  such  things  as  dilatory  Mo- 
tions, which  they  in  that  House  would 
not  have  at  their  command.  The  eld^ 
ture,  as  it  existed  in  America,  was  sub- 
ject to  checks  which  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter did  not  propose  to  introduce  in  this 
country.  It  was,  therefore,  really  quite 
different.  Moreover,  he  greatly  doubted 
whether  it  worked  well.  Not  many 
months  ago  the  majority  in  Congress, 
after  a  scene  of  great  disorder,  refused 
to  allow  the  minority  to  discuss  the  Bill 
for  the  exclusion  of  Chinese  labour?— 
surely  a  very  important  subject,  and 
one  which  required  most  careful  consi- 
deration and  discussion.  Some  people 
argued  that  the  eldture  must  have  worked 
well,  because  it  had  never — so  they  said 
— been  given  up  where  it  had  once  been 
instituted.  He  could  not  admit  the 
fact,  and  was  told  that  the  very  reverse 
was  the  case.  But,  even  if  it  were  so, 
it  would  prove  little.  Every  majority 
naturally  approved  a  Bule  which  gave 
them  so  great  an  advantage.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  now  opposed  the 
eldture ;  but  if  it  should  be  carried 
against  them,  depend  upon  it  they  would 
not  abandon  it  when  they  came  into 
power.  They  would  naturally  say  — 
*^  This  Bule  has  been  used  against  us, 
and  probably  will  be  used  against  us 
again.  Why  should  we  surrender  the 
advantage    it    gives  to  the    Party    in 
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power  ?  "  His  fear  was  that,  not  bein^ 
responsible  for  the  Eiile,  they  would 
use  it  even  more  severely  than  the  pre- 
sent Government.  The  majority  of  lion. 
Members  on  his  side  of  the  House  wore 
now  in  favour  of  the  Rule  as  it  stood ; 
but  then  they  were  now  in  a  majority.  Let 
them  wait  till  they  should  again  be  in 
a  minority.  He  did  not  suppose  that 
they  would  at  first  complain  of  the  Rule 
itself;  but  if  it  should  be  used  at  all 
ap^ainst  them,  doubtless  they  would  con- 
eider  that  it  was  boinfi^  abused.  If  the 
eldture  by  a  bare  majority  had  existed 
in  ancient  times,  the  history  of  England 
would  have  been  altogether  different. 
Instead  of  reforms,  we  should  have  had 
revolutions.  Instead  of  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment, we  should  have  had  civil  wars. 
The  whole  progress  of  the  nation  in  the 
great  achievement  of  self-government 
would  have  been  indefinitely  retarded. 
In  conclusion,  he  once  more  appealed  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  to  accept  that  or 
some  similar  Amendment,  because  he 
believed  that  in  adopting  the  Resolution 
as  it  stood  they  would  abandon  a  great 
principle  to  the  exigencies  of  the  mo- 
ment, and  would  be  making  a  retro- 
grade step  which,  once  taken,  they  might 
bitterly  regret,  but  would  never  bo  able 
to  retrace  ;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
if  they  should  accept  the  Amendment, 
they  would  restore  efTicieucy  to  their 
deliberations,  while  sacrificing  as  little 
as  might  be  that  freedom  of  discussion 
to  which  thoy  owed  the  liberties  of  their 
country,  and  which,  if  in  some  respects 
a  source  of  inconvenience,  yet  was  in 
the  main  the  very  life  and  strength  of 
the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  WHITBRP:AD  said,  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock), 
with  whom  lie  was  sorry  he  was  not 
able  to  agree,  was  not  irreconcilably 
opposed  to  all  forms  of  cidturst  but  rather 
appeared  to  entertain  a  fear  that  a 
downward  course  would  be  taken  if  the 
two-thirds*  majority  were  not  adopted. 
His  hon.  Friend,  in  one  part  of  his 
speech,  found  fault  with  the  care  taken 
by  the  Government  to  shield  small  mi- 
norities from  oppression ;  but  surely 
Bucb  minorities  required  protection  much 
more  than  large  ones.  In  the  fuw  re- 
marks which  he  (Mr.  Whitbread)  wished 
to  make,  he  would  like  to  allay  some  of 
the  exaggerated  fears  which  had  been 
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aroused  by  the  proposals  of  Her  Mi- 
jesty's  Government.     In  the  first  place, 
he  must  confess  that  of  the  two  proposali 
now  before  the  House,  it  appeared  to 
liim   that  that  of   the  Govern ment  in- 
volved   the    smaller    innovation.     He 
would  admit  that  it  was  an  innovation 
that  they  did  not  like,  and  probably  it 
never  would  have  been  proposed  in  a 
normal  condition  of  the  House  ;  but  the 
supporters  of  the  Amendment,  besides 
proposing  the   closure   of  debate,  also 
desired  to  introduce  the  principle  of 
giving  to  an  artificial  majority  greater 
powers    than  were    possessed    by   the 
simple  majorities  which  determined  all 
the  other  questions  ever  submitted  to 
the  House.     The  principle  being  once 
admitted    that    a  two- thirds'   majority 
should  be  armed  with  exceptional  powen 
for  a  given  purpose,  could  it  be  supposed 
that  farther    proposals  would  not  be 
made  with  respect  to  such  majorities  in 
the  future  ?    There  was  evidence  of  the 
possibility  of  conflict  between  the  two 
Houses    of   Parliament    in    legislatire 
matters.     Upon  the  discovery  of  the  ex- 
ceptional authority  of  a  two-thirds*  nu- 
jority,  was  it  altogether  outside  the  range 
of   possibility    that    those    exceptionil 
powers  should  be  appealed  to  to  enforce 
the  authority  of  the  House  in  its  extemsl 
relations?    The  truth  was   that  there 
was  no  saying  how  far  the  effect  of  that 
new  principle  might  reach.     "With  re- 
spect to  the  proposals  of  the  Government* 
the  unfounded  fears  of  the  Opposition 
had  conjured  up  spectres  in  all  direc- 
tions.    They  were  to  have  a  partisan 
Speaker,  a  partizan  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means,  and  a  Minister  in  power 
with  a  majority  at  his  back,  reckless  of 
all  consequences,  and  determined,  at  all 
hazards,  to  pass  revolutionary  measures 
by  the  aid  of  these  New  Rules.    Such, 
were  the  fears  of  the  Opposition;  bnt 
they  were  altogether  contrary  to  put 
experience.     The  political  temper  of  the 
nation,  and  of  the  House,  would  not  be 
so   changed  by  the  New  Bules  as  to 
make  majorities  overbearing,  and  QU* 
norities  meek  and  long  suffering.    The 
latter,   as  long  as  they  retain^  their 
power  of  moving  AmendmentSi  would 
always  be  able  to  defeat  arbitrary  legisla- 
tion ;  and  a  minority  against  whom  the 
dot  are    had   been    enforced   would  so 
crowd  the  Paper  with  Notices  and  Amend* 
ments  as  to  render  progress  impossible. 
Very  erroneous  ideas  had  evidently  bees 
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fonaed  of  the  practical  result  of  the 
Mure,  which  would  always  be  accom- 
panied by  natural  safeguards.  The 
enormous  power  of  retaliation  which 
minorities  possessed  ought  not  to  be 
forgotten.  It  had  been  said  that  it  was 
quite  evident  the  Government  did  not 
intend  to  move  these  Bules  in  order  to 
put  down  Obstruction »  but  that  they 
intended  to  use  them  for  quite  another 
purpose — namely,  to  press  forward  new 
measures  which  they  contemplated  the 
introduction  of.  He  should  like  to  say 
a  word  upon  that  view.  The  majority 
of  the  House  had  certain  duties  to  per- 
form, and  amongst  those  duties  there 
was  none  greater  than  their  care  of  the 
time  of  the  country.  They  were  as  much 
the  guardians  of  the  public  time  as  of 
the  public  purse.  When  a  General 
Election  took  place,  the  majority  re- 
turned to  Parliament  was  returned  there 
to  carry  out  certain  measures  which 
they  had  promised  upon  the  hustings ; 
and  it  was  their  duty,  by  all  fair  and 
legitimate  means,  to  press  forward 
those  measures.  If  they  failed  to  do  so, 
they  failed  in  their  duty ;  and,  as  guar- 
dians of  the  public  time,  it  was  their 
duty  to  press  forward  those  measures  as 
rapidly  as  possible.  But  that  any  new 
measure,  any  new  line  of  legislation  was 
contemplated  by  the  Government,  and 
that  these  Hules  were  to  be  passed  to 
enable  them  to  carry  such  new  measures, 
seemed  to  him  to  be  about  as  absurd  a 
statement  as  could  be  made.  He  was 
not  given  to  prophecy,  and  he  was  not 
in  the  secrets  of  the  Government ;  but 
this  much  he  would  prophesy — that 
whatever  measures  the  Government 
would  have  thought  it  their  duty  to 
introduce  in  the  normal  condition  of 
Parliament  as  to  Business  would  be  the 
measures  they  would  introduce  after  the 
New  Rules  were  passed  ;  and  he  could 
assure  hon.  Members  opposite  that  the 
bitterness  of  the  draught  would  not 
receive  the  addition  of  a  single  new 
ingredient  from  them.  The  House  was 
now,  and  had  been  for  the  last  six 
years,  in  an  abnormal  condition.'  The 
most  that  could  be  hoped  from  these 
New  Pules  would  be  to  bring  back 
Parliament  to  its  normal  condition, 
as  regarded  the  transaction  of  Busi- 
ness, which  existed  prior  to  the  year 
1874.  Before  sitting  down,  he  wished 
to  protest  most  strongly  against  one 
line  which    bad   been    taken   by  two 


hon.  Gentlemen  opposite ;  and  that  was 
the  line  of  prophesying  that,  although 
there  was  an  impartial  Speaker  in 
the  Chair  at  present,  in  the  future  they 
could  not  guarantee  the  impartiality 
of  the  Chair.  He  welcomed  the  words 
which  fell  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  East  Surrey  (Mr. Grantham) ; 
and  he  joined  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  in  the  strong  protest  he  had 
made  against  that  line  of  argument. 
He  did  that  for  several  reasons.  Iiji  the 
first  place,  the  argument  was  unseemly 
and  undignified ;  and,  in  the  next,  it  was 
unwise  and  even  dangerous.  It  must 
be  remembered  that,  in  public  life,  men 
were  very  apt  to  live  up  to  the  expecta- 
tions that  were  formed  of  them  ;  and  he 
was  not  sure  that  it  was  a  wise  thing  to 
endeavour  to  take  away  from  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Speaker  and  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means,  by  merely  pro- 
phesying, night  after  night,  and  in 
speech  after  speech,  that,  although  the 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  at  present  were  impartial,  they 
could  not  expect  the  continuance  of  that 
impartiality  in  the  future.  A  great  effect 
was  produced  upon  men  holding  high 
positions  by  the  expectations  that  were 
formed  of  them.  If  they  desired  to  see 
impartiality  in  the  future,  let  it  be 
clearly  shown  that  they  expected  it — 
that  they  would  look  for  it,  and  that  they 
would  bitterly  resent  any  departure  from 
it.  Besides,  they  must  remember  that 
the  time  would  come,  in  the  nature  of 
things,  when  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site would  be  called  upon  to  appoint 
both  a  new  Speaker  and  a  new  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means;  and  how 
would  they  then  be  situated  if  they  had 
previously  disclaimed  any  likelihood  of 
impartiality  being  exercised  in  the  case 
of  either  ?  If  they  went  on  saying — 
*'  We  expect  you  to  be  a  partizan  after 
the  passing  of  these  Pules ;  you  must 
be  a  partizan  in  the  future  ;  you  will  be 
nothing  but  the  servant  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  of  the  majority,"  what  was 
the  result  likely  to  be  ?  He  believed — 
and  he  hoped  he  might  confidently  be- 
lieve— that  the  Speaker  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  of  the  future 
would  be  as  they  were  now,  and  as  they 
had  been  in  the  past.  He  believed  that 
they  would  show  that  impartiality  which 
was  recognized  on  all  sides,  and  in  every 
quarter  of  the  House.  Still  more,  he 
believed  that  they  would  show  even  that 
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watchful  and  jealous  care  for  the  rights 
of  the  minority  and  the  weaker  Party 
that  he  had  heard  recognized,  even,  he 
might  say,  in  the  most  unexpected 
quarters.  It  was  a  strange  argument 
ior  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  introduced  this  Amendment 
(Mr.  Gibson)  to  use — a  strange  argu- 
ment, he  (Mr.  Whitbread)  thought,  in 
the  mouth  of  a  Member  of  that  learned 
Profession  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  adorned,  when  he 
said  that,  in  the  future,  the  Speaker 
would  be  alive  to  the  wishes,  and  even 
to  the  prejudices,  of  the  Party  who  put 
him  into  power.  What  would  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  have  said 
if  any  hon.  Member  pointed  to  the  legal 
luminaries  on  the  Bench,  and  said  that, 
although  the  Judges  on  the  Bench  at 
present  were  impartial,  in  the  future 
Party  bitterness  would  enter  into  the 
discharge  of  their  duty,  and  the  country 
must  not  look  for  that  impartiality  here- 
after ?  Surely  a  Member  of  that  Pro- 
fession, of  all  others,  might  have  re- 
membered that  a  Judge  dropped  the 
Advocate  and  all  his  Party  feeling 
when  he  was  appointed  upon  the  Bench; 
and  he  (Mr.  Whitbread)  thought  it 
was  a  little  too  much  for  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  deny  to 
the  whole  body  of  Members  of  that 
House  the  power  of  selecting  a  man  to 
preside  over  their  deliberations,  who 
should  be  as  impartial  in  the  Chair  as 
the  Judges  selected  from  the  Legal  Pro- 
fession were  impartial  upon  the  Bench. 
He,  for  one,  refused  to  believe  that 
the  whole  political  temper  of  the  nation 
would  be  changed,  and  that  circum- 
stances would  hereafter  exist  which 
would  deprive  persons  placed  in  high 
positions  of  the  impartiality  they  had 
hitherto  exercised.  He  saw  nothing  to 
indicate  that  the  conduct  of  debates  in 
that  House  would  be  on  other  lines  than 
it  had  been  heretofore.  He  could  not 
understand  that  there  was  anything  in 
the  simple  power  of  closing  a  debate 
which  should  lead  the  House  to  abandon 
all  that  forbearance  towards  one  another 
which  had  made  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  above  all  other  Assemblies 
in  the  world,  tolerant  of  each  other's 
opinions.  He  was  sure  that  they  were 
not  going  to  enter  into  an  era  when  t)ie 
stability  of  our  legislation  would  be  in 
jeopardy;  but  he  hoped  and  believed 
that  they  would  continue  to  enjoy  and 
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deserve  the  high  reputation  they  hid 
hitherto  possessed.  He  supported  the 
Resolution  as  it  stood  :  first  of  all,  be- 
cause he  believed  that,  in  arriving  at 
some  simple  means  of  closing  debate, 
they  were,  in  reality,  saving  the  freedom 
of  debate  from  the  peril  in  which  it 
had  been  placed  by  the  licence  of  de- 
bate in  recent  years ;  secondly,  he  sup- 
ported it  most  cordially  on  another 
ground— namely,  because  he  beheyed 
that,  of  all  the  plans  which  had  been 
suggested  to  the  House  for  closing  de- 
bate, it  was  the  one  which  gave  the 
greatest  protection  where  it  was  most 
needed,  and  that  was  to  the  smalleit 
number. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  he 
had  observed  that  all  the  speakers  who 
had  supported  the  Resolution  as  it  stood 
had  fallen  back  on  the  so-called  die- 
orders  which  they  had  experienced  in 
recent  ye&rs ;  and  if  he  asked  them  to 
put  their  finger  on  what  it  all  came  to— 
although  they  did  not  like  openly  to 
avow  it — there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  motive  power  of  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  spoken  in  favour  of  the 
Resolution  was  the  action  which  had 
been  resorted  to  by  what  was  known  u 
the  Irish  Party.  It  was  all  very  weD  to 
conceive  it ;  but  it  was  quite  true,  and 
the  House  would  never  have  heard  a 
word  of  these  Resolutions  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  action  of  that  Party.  If 
that  were  what  was  called  Obstruction, 
it  was  quite  different  from  the  expres- 
sion of  honest  opinion  in  that  House, 
which,  according  to  the  langpiage  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  might  not  be  necessarily 
wrong.  The  simple  way  to  deal  with 
Obstruction  was  to  put  it  down;  and 
the  Opposition  were  as  much  agreed 
upon  the  necessity  of  doing  so  as  the 
Government  themselves.  He  hopedi 
however,  to  be  able  to  show,  before  he 
sat  down,  that  the  Resolutions,  as  thej 
stood,  went  a  very  great  deal  further 
than  that,  and  that  they  also  went  far 
beyond  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 
The  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  Whitbread)  said  the  Opposition  had 
proposed  a  far  greater  innovation  than 
the  Government ;  and  the  hon.  Member 
charged  them  with  proposing  two  inno- 
vations, whereas  the  Government  had 
only  suggested  one.  He  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross)  begged  to  deny  any  proposition 
of  the  kind.  They  had  proposed  no- 
thing.   The  Gbvemment  had  propoaed 
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the  Mturef  wbioh  waB  undoubtedly  an 
innovation;  and  what  the  Opposition 
said  was — *'  If  you  have  the  eldture  yon 
muBt  have  another  innovation,  in  order 
to  render  the  eldiurs  comparatively  harm- 
less ; "  that  innovation  being  a  majority 
of  two- thirds.  He  quite  agreed  that  a 
great  deal  might  be  said  primd  facte 
against  that  proposal,  unless  the  cMture 
was  to  be  forced  upon  the  House  as  it 
was  at  present.  The  hon.  Member  said 
that  a  two-thirds'  majority  might  be  used 
to  further  very  important  matters,  and 
he  instanced  a  conflict  with  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  But  that  was  a 
matter  which  might  be  brought  forward 
any  day.  They  might  depend  upon  it 
that  if  the  Prime  Minister  of  the  present 
day  was  anxious  to  enter  into  a  conflict 
with  the  other  House,  he  would  do  so, 
whether  there  was  a  two-thirds'  majority 
or  not.  But  that  was  not  a  matter  to 
enter  into  now.  It  was  quite  true  that 
they  must  make  Eules  for  their  guidance, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whitbread)  said  that  the  Government  of 
the  day — as  at  present  constituted — were 
not  likely  to  use  the  Rules  of  the  House 
in  a  way  in  which  they  were  not  intended 
when  they  were  passed.  True ;  but  when 
engaged  in  making  Hules  they  should 
endeavour  to  make  them  for  evil  times, 
and  not  for  g^od  times  only.  He  ap- 
prehended that  thb  object  of  making 
Kulea  was  to  guard  against  further  evils. 
They  had  Eules  existing  already.  The 
hon.  Member  said  the  New  Bules  would 
not  be  abused.  What  ground  had  he 
for  saying  that?  It  was  the  abuse  of 
the  existing  Eules  which  made  the  Prime 
Minister  bring  forward  new  Eules  now, 
and  it  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to 
frame  the  Eules  with  such  safeguards  as 
to  prevent  them  from  being  abused  in 
the  future  by  being  used  unscrupulously 
by  ambitious  Ministers.  At  any  rate, 
they  ought  to  guard  the  House  against 
being  placed  in  a  position  that  the  Eules 
which  they  intrusted  in  the  hands  of  the 
Minister  in  power  might  not,  some  day 
or  other,  be  used  against  the  interests  of 
debate  in  that  House.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber also  said  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Ministry  to  press  forward  the  measures 
they  had  promised  the  constituencies  on 
the  hustings.  Quite  true  ;  but  they  were 
not  to  press  forward  those  measures 
nntil  they  had  undergone  adequate 
dificaasion  in  the  House.  The  whole 
question  was  this — and  let  there  be  no 


mistake  about  it — ^they  were  as  strongly 
impressed  as  the  Prime  Minister  was 
with  the  necessity  of  putting  down  Ob- 
struction ;  but  they  were  determined,  as 
far  as  lay  in  their  power,  to  maintain 
that  there  should  be  perfect  freedom  of 
discussion  in  regard  to  all  the  measures 
that  were  brought  before  them,  in  order 
that  they  might  obtain  that  most  desir- 
able thing,  which  had  always  been  the 
case  hitherto  when  measures  had  been 
passed  by  the  House,  that  a  change  of 
Government  should  not  produce  the 
reverse  of  good.  He  was  one  of  those 
who  deeply  regretted  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  presented  to  the  House 
the  other  Eules  before  they  proposed 
this  one,  because  he  believed  that  if  the 
remaining  Eules  had  been  discussed,  the 
House  would  have  felt  that  Obstruction 
had  been  in  a  great  measure  dealt  with 
by  them,  and  that  there  was  no  occasion 
for  this  Eule  at  all.  With  reference 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  Prime 
Minister,  he  should  like,  with  all  due 
deference  and  respect,  to  make  three 
observations  upon  it.  In  the  first  in- 
stance, he  could  not  help  thinking  that, 
although  the  House  was  much  impressed 
with  a  good  many  of  the  arguments  used, 
when  the  Eules  were  introduced  early  in 
the  Session,  in  the  month  of  February, 
it  seemed  now  to  turn  out  that  many  of 
those  arguments,  and  arguments  which 
had  led  the  Government  to  the  conclu- 
sion they  had  arrived  at,  were  arguments 
that  were  only  furnished  after  the  Go- 
vernment had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  New  Eules  were  necessary,  and  they 
were  arguments  upon  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  built  up  the  edifice  they  had 
since  constructed.  No  one  could  imagine 
for  a  moment  that  if  the  Prime  Minister 
had  set  to  work  for  the  purpose  of  form- 
ing an  opinion  as  to  what  the  Eule  was 
that  ought  to  be  established,  he  would 
have  alluded  to  the  Colonies  in  the  way 
he  did,  because  it  was  quite  clear  that 
he  would  have  had  more  accurate  infor- 
mation as  to  what  had  taken  place  in 
the  Colonies  before  he  would  have  ven- 
tured to  mention  the  case  of  the  Colonies 
to  the  House.  The  same  might  be  said 
of  the  reference  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  Foreign  States.  At  the  pre- 
sent moment,  the  question  was  in  the 
most  hazy  condition  possible ;  and  the 
House  had  no  accurate  information  as  to 
the  state  of  the  question  in  connection 
with  the  Foreign  Governments  of  Europe. 
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All  that  tlioy  had  was  an  assertion  on 
one  side  of  the  House  which  was  dis- 
puted on  the  otlier.     Anyone  who  had 
heard  the  assertion  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, or  who  had  read  it  in  the  country, 
would  conclude  that  he  had  built  up  his 
view  of  these  Eules  from  the  practice  of 
other  countries — that  it  was  his  know- 
ledge of  the  practice  elsewhere  that  had 
led  him  to  the  conclusion  he  had  arrived 
at.     It  now  turned  out  to  be  nothing  of 
the  sort.     Certain  statements  had  been 
laid  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  first  instance  ;  and,  as  it  often  hap- 
pened  in    other  cases,  the  arguments 
upon  which  he  had  based  his  conclusions 
were  now  shown  to  be  utterly  fallacious. 
The  other  day  they  had  the  opinion 
brought  forward  of  a  very  high  authority 
— the  opinion  of  Lord  Eversley,  who,  as 
early  as  1848,  was  said  to  have  pointed 
out    that    the    cldture  was  the  proper 
remedy  for  the  evil.     But  when  the  opi- 
nion of  Lord  Eversley  came  to  be  exa- 
mined, it   turned   out  to   be   a  totally 
different  remedy  from  that  proposed  by 
these  Rules.   It  was  simply  that  a  Mem- 
ber should  give  Notice  that,  at  some 
future  time,  ho  would  move  the  closing 
of  the  debate.     Anyone  who  had  road 
the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  would 
believe  that    Lord    Eversley 's   opinion 
backed  up  the  conclusions  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;    whereas,  upon   examination,  it 
appeared    that    the   arguments   of   the 
Prime  Minister,  based  upon  Lord  Evers- 
ley*s  opinion,  fell  entirely  to  the  ground. 
He  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  had  no  wish 
to  weary  the  House,  and  he  only  desired 
to  make  a  few  remarks,  which  would  be 
very  short  indeed.     The  second  observa- 
tion he  desired  to  make  was  this — the 
Prime  Minister  said  he  was  asked  how 
many    Liberal    Members   would    have 
voted  for  the  cldture  if  it  had  been  pro- 
posed by  the  Conservatives  when  they 
were   in  power?     The  Prime  Minister 
said  he  would  answer  it  by  putting  an- 
other question — How  many  Conserva- 
tives would  have  objected  to  it  if  it  had 
been  proposed   by  a  Conservative  Go- 
vernment ?     He  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
would  answer  that  by  saying  that  more 
than  one-half  of  the  Party  would  have 
objected  and  voted  against  the  Govern- 
ment in  such  an  event,  and  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  had  no  chance  whatever 
of  passing  it  if  they  had  proposed  it.  The 
third  observation  he  wished  to  make  was 
this — the  Prime  Minister  objected  very 
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strongly,  and  so  also  did  the  hon.  Mem« 
ber  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread),  to  all  the  remarks  which  ha3 
been  made  upon  the  impartiality  of  the 
Speaker.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman  in 
the  Chair  would  know  very  well  that 
any  observation  which  had  been  made 
in  that  direction  did  not  apply  to  him- 
self, but  to  future  Speakers  who  might 
be  elected  under  totally  different  circum- 
stances, and  under  totally  different  con- 
ditions. The  Prime  Minister  said  the 
Opposition  were  always  harking  back, 
back,  back,  upon  that.  He  was  quite 
ready  to  give  it  up  if  the  Prime  Mimater 
would  give  up  another  argument  upon 
which  he  was  always  harking  back, 
back,  back.  The  Prime  Minister  ob- 
jected to  the  proposition  of  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson)  upon  two  grounds.  He  aaid, 
supposing  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  wereca^ 
ried,  how  could  it  possibly  be  that  the 
safeguards  he  had  proposed  could  ever 
be  brought  to  bear  ?  That  was  the  quee- 
tion  the  Prime  Minister  proponnded; 
and  his  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross's)  re- 
joinder to  it  was  this — the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  Speaker  would  make 
up  his  mind  that  it  was  the  "  evident 
sense  of  the  House"  that  the  debate 
ought  to  be  closed,  and  then  he  added 
that  the  Speaker  could  not  afford  to  be 
deceived  in  the  matter.  He  said  quite 
truly  that  it  would  be  a  very  diffioolt 
thing  for  the  Speaker  to  make  up  lua 
mind  whether  two-thirds  of  the  House 
were  in  his  favour  or  not.  It  would 
often  be  more  difficult  to  know  thia 
when  a  division  was  called,  becanae 
when  the  division  bell  was  rung  other 
people  would  come  into  the  House,  and 
they  mie^ht  absorb  the  balance  of  Par- 
ties, and  so  put  the  Speaker  out  of  his 
calculation  ;  and  it  would  be  unfortunate 
if  the  Speaker  were  deceived  under  such 
circumstances.  But  he  (Sir  K.  Assheton 
Cross)  did  not  think  that  anyone,  even 
in  such  a  case,  would  charge  the  Speaker 
with  having  wilfully  made  a  mistake.  It 
would  be  very  natural  to  say  that  the 
''  sense  of  the  House,"  as  it  was  consti- 
tuted before  the  division  bell  rang,  waa 
in  one  direction ;  and,  asjoften  happened, 
when  the  bell  rang  it  was  in  a  totally 
different  direction.  He  did  not  thinx 
that  anyone  would  be  prepared  to  make 
any  charge  against  the  Speaker  under 
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■ach  droamstances.  And  now  lie  would 
lak  the  Glovemment  what  would  happen 
onder  the  Resolution  which  was  pro- 
posed? The  Speaker  would  say — ^'I 
belieye  it  is  the  *  evident  sense  of  the 
House/ "  which  would  mean  the  evi- 
lent  sense  of  the  vast  majority  of  the 
House — not  the  sense  of  one  Party,  but 
die  general  sense  of  the  House.  A  divi- 
non  would  be  called  and  taken,  and  if 
it  should  then  appear  that  there  was 
>nly  a  majority  of  one,  two,  three,  or 
bur,  or  some  other  small  number,  what 
iroald  become  of  the  authority  of  the 
Speaker  ?  If  that  argument  was  worth 
inything  against  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),  it 
UAd  with  ten-fold  more  force  against  the 
propositions  of  the  Government  as  they 
Qow  stood  on  the  Paper.  The  Prime 
Kinister  said  that  he  had  two  objections 
to  the  Amendment.  First,  that  it  would 
lo  an  iojustice  to  small  minorities.  He 
[Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  would  remind 
the  House  that  the  Amendment  of  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  did  not 
effect  the  Government  provisions  as  to 
minorities  at  all.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Oity  of  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Buchanan) 
was  of  opinion  that  there  ought  to  be  no 
provisions  for  small  minorities  at  all; 
uid  he  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
London  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  was  of  the 
same  opinion.  The  Amendment  left 
that  question  entirely  as  it  was  proposed 
by  the  Government ;  and,  therefore,  that 
observation  of  the  Prime  Minister  might 
be  dismissed.  But  then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  it  was  unjust  to  the 
majority.  Why?  That  was  the  most 
dztraordinary  statement  they  had  heard. 
Ihe  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the 
A^mendment  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
liember  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
Rrould  hand  over  the  rights  of  the  ma- 
jority to  the  minority.  What  rights  had 
^ey?  They  had  no  rights  whatever; 
ind  if  they  had  any  rights,  how  could 
those  rights  be  handed  over  ?  What 
the  Prime  Minister  really  meant  was 
that  the  Amendment  did  not  place  in 
the  hands  of  the  majority  the  rights 
irhich  he  thought  they  ought  to  possess. 
That  was  a  totally  different  thing  from 
banding  over  existing  rights  to  the  mi- 
nority ;  and  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
aum  meant  was  that  he  would  like  to 
hand  over  to  the  majority  rights  which 


they  had  not  got  at  present,  and  which, 
if  the  Amendment  passed,  he  would  be 
prevented  from  doing.  That  was  a 
totally  different  thing  from  handing  over 
to  the  minority  rights  which  the  ma- 
jority now  enjoyed.  But,  in  discussing 
the  question,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  really  let  out  the  whole  secret  of 
what  it  was  he  wanted.  The  Opposition 
had  been  asking,  over  and  over  again, 
exactly  what  it  was  the  Prime  Minister 
wanted.  The  noble  Lord  who  sat  next 
to  him  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
some  time  ago  did  give  an  exposition  of 
the  powers  of  the  Speaker,  and  it  was 
one  which  the  House  ought  to  consider 
carefully.  The  noble  Marquess  said 
that  a  great  deal  of  time  was  often 
wasted  in  discussing  certain  propositions 
that  were  brought  before  the  House,  and 
that  the  time  employed  in  discussing  the 
questions  to  which  he  referred  might  be 
much  better  employed  in  discussing  other 
Motions  that  stood  on  the  Paper.  There- 
fore, the  Speaker,  according  to  the  noble 
Marquess,  was  to  take  the  responsibility, 
not  of  deciding  whether  a  question  had 
been  adequately  discussed  or  not,  but 
whether  the  time  of  the  House  would  be 
better  employed  in  discussing  the  Mo- 
tions which  stood  next  on  the  Paper. 
That  was  the  view  of  the  noble  Marquess ; 
and  not  only  did  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  put  that 
view  before  the  House,  but  he  gave  ex- 
amples of  what  he  meant.  He  said  that 
the  House  did  not  want  to  hear  the 
hon.  Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett)  on  Russia,  nor  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mao  Iver)  on 
Free  Trade,  nor  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  on 
patent  medicines.  The  noble  J  Mar- 
quess thought  that  the  time  of  the 
House  would  be  better  utilized  by 
going  on  with  other  Business  than  that 
upon  the  Paper.  That  was  altogether 
a  different  thing  from  the  Speaker  taking 
into  consideration  whether  or  not  a  ques- 
tion had  been  suthciently  discussed  ;  be- 
cause, in  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, he  was  only  to  consider  whether 
there  were  other  matters  on  the  Paper 
more  worthy  of  being  debated.  What 
the  Prime  Minister  really  wanted  was 
not  simply  the  power  of  putting  down 
Obstruction,  but  power  to  shorten  the 
legitimate  discussions  which  had  hitherto 
gone  on.  The  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Mr.   Whitbread)    said 

IJEUventh  NighLj 


5o0   ParKament—BmineBB  of  the    (COMMONS)         Some—The  New  BuUs.     560 


there  had  been  no  oomplaint  of  the  ac« 
tion  of  the  House  until  the  year  1874, 
and  that  that  was  the  time  at  which  the 
Obstruction  began.     No  greater  compli- 
ment could  bo  paid  to  the  Opposition 
which  lasted  from  1868  to    1874,   and 
nothing  tended  to  prove  more  satisfac- 
torily how  little  justification  there  was 
for  the  coercion  it  was  now  proposed  to 
place  upon  them.     During  all  the  years 
the  former  Liberal  Government  were  in 
Office,  from  1868  to  1874,  there  was  not 
one  word  that  could  be  said  against  the 
course  pursued  by  the  Opposition.  Then, 
what  had  happened  since    1880    that 
called  now  for  the  passing  of  Resolutions 
that  were  not  directed  so  much  at  the 
little  knot  of  Irish  Members  as  against 
the    Conservative    Party    in    general  ? 
There  were  Conservatives  who   might 
object  to  a  course  of  Obstruction ;  but 
when  it  came  to  a  vote  the  Conservative 
Party  would  not  vote  against  it.    It  was 
said  that  the  responsible  Members  of  the 
Opposition,  although  they  were  not  pre- 
pared to  justify  protracted  debate,  when 
it  was  proposed  that  a  debate  should  be 
closed,   were  not  prepared  to   say  so. 
That  was  as  much  as  to  say  that  the 
responsible  Members  of  the  Opposition 
were  not  prepared  to   do   their  duty. 
What  he  had  always  contended  to  be 
necessary  in  order  to  restore  debate  to 
its  old  position  was    that,    when  the 
Leaders  of  the   Opposition  got  up  to 
close  a  debate,   the  debate  should   be 
closed.     That  was  the  old  eldiure,  and  it 
was  done  by  agreement,  and  it  was  what 
they  wanted  to  return  to  now.     By  the 
present  Resolution,  so  far  from  inviting 
them  to  accomplish  that  great  object, 
the  Government  were  taking  all  the  re- 
sponsibility from  them,  and  they  would 
no  longer  be  prepared  to  rely  upon  the 
good  faith  and  honour  of  a  Party.     He 
should  have  been  glad  if  several  Mem- 
bers who  occupied  seats  on  the  Liberal 
side  of  the  House,  but  who  were  not  in 
their  places  at  that  moment,  could  have 
been  present.     He  had  heard  the  hon. 
Member   for   Bedford    (Mr.    Magniac) 
express  a  strong  opinion  in  opposition 
to  the  cldiure,  and  an  opinion  that  was 
by  no  means   complimentary  to  those 
who  sought  to  introduce  it.      He  had 
also  heard  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Bylands)  altogether  repudiate  it, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  had  entered  a  similar  protest 
against  it.     He  would  remind  the  hon. 

Sir  R.  Aiiheton  Cross 


Member  for  Swansea  of  the  opinion  be 
had  expressed  on  the  subject  when  it 
was  under  discussion  on  a  previous  coca- 
sion.  The  hon.  Member  said  "  he  tmsted 
there  was  no  sort  of  possibilify  of  its 
being  adopted,"   and   he  added  ''that 
any  such  proposal  would  meet  with  hii 
most  determined   opposition."     Those 
words  were  uttered  by  the  hon.  Member 
in  the  year  1 880,  and  he  (Sir  B.  Asshe- 
ton  Cross)  wanted  to  know  what  had 
occurred  since  to  change  the  views  of 
the  hon.  Member,  and  what  had  induced 
him  to  make  the  speech  which  he  made 
the  other  day  in  favour  of  the  eldtunf 
So  far  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
had  not  g^ven  the  smallest  reason  for 
his  change  of  opinion ;  and  he  (Sir  R 
Assheton  Cross)  ventured  to  say  that  the 
views  expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Swan- 
sea some  time  ago  were  identical  with 
those  of  a  great  number  of  Memben 
who  sat  in  that  part  of  the  House.   The 
Prime  Minister  had  said — and  he  (Sir 
E.  Assheton  Cross)  was  glad  to  hear  the 
statement  that  this  was  not  to  be  made 
a   question  of    want  of   confidence  — 
that  although  the  Government  pressed 
the  Resolution  very  strongly,  still  it  wai 
not    a  matter  of  want  of   confidence. 
He  hoped  the  Liberal  Members  would 
remember  that,   and  that  they  would 
vote  according  to  their  oonsciences.    He 
also  wished  very  much  that  they  coald 
be  able  to  vote  by  ballot  on  the  quae- 
tion.    He  believed,  if  that  were  posaiblay 
they  would  see  very  different  reaolta 
than  those  which  were    likely  to  be 
brought  about.    There  were  some  voiy 
sensible  remarks  made  by  a  Member  ot 
the  Government  on  this  matter  not  long 
ago,  which  he  should  like  to  brine  undar 
the  recollection  of  the  House  and  undar 
that  of  the  Prime  Minister  also.    Thii 
was  not  a  question  that  could  be  decided 
by  a  mere  Party  vote,  but  it  was  a  ques- 
tion which  must  be  decided  by  the  gene- 
ral opinion  of  the  House,  and  if  the 
House  was  to  be  bound  for  all  future 
time  to  act  loyally  under  the  Rule,  it 
was  a  question  which  could  not  be  de- 
cided simply  by  Party  exigencies.    He 
would  remind  the  House  of  the  opinion 
expressed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  not  long  ago^ 
observations  made  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  only  three  years  ago 
on  the  matter — or,  rather,  on  a  mnoh 
smaller  matter  than  the  eldture — being 
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imply  upon  the  question  of  altering 
lie  Kale  whether  the  House  should  go 
Ato  Committee  of  Supply  on  Mondays 
nUioat  prerious  discussion.  The  right 
bon.  Qentleman  said  then — 

*  It  wu  qnite  imponible  that  a  matter  of  that 
kind  eonld  be  aatisf actorily  settled  merely  by  a 
BmiitT.  They  ahoold  depart  from  the  ancient 
mm  A  the  Uoose  only  by  general  consent.** 

Ee  itQl  hoped  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Sendeman  would  get  up  in  the  course  of 
hm  discussions — for  he  thought  the 
figlrt  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
lot  spoken  yet — and  that  he  would  re- 
peit  ue  woitls  he  had  made  use  of  with 
»  much  force  in  1879 — that  they  ought 
lot  to  come  to  any  conclusion  to  de- 
Mit  from  the  ancient  Hules  of  the 
oooie  except  by  general  consent. 
Fhere  was  only  one  word  more  he 
tiihed  to  say  on  the  question.  They 
liad  heard  from  the  Prime  Minister  a 
ray  strong  expression  of  his  objection 
Id  As  9l6tur$  by  a  two- thirds'  majority. 
Ihe  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  would 
pQt  ererything  in  the  hands  of  the  mi- 
lority,  and  that  nothing  would  induce 
Urn  even  to  accept  a  cloture  at  all,  if 
ihit  proposal  were  carried  against  him. 
it  the  same  time,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
DMQ  refused  to  make  it  a  question  of 
confidence.  He  looked  upon  cloture  by 
I  two-thirds'  majority  as  actually  worth- 
less, and  he  would  rather  not  have  cldture 
It  aU.  Under  those  circumstances,  he 
|8ir  B.  Assheton  Gross)  wanted  to  know 
w>v  and  why  it  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Ss&tleman  ever  suggested  to  his  (Sir  B. 
issheton  Gross's)  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote),  who  sat  near  him, 
•iiit  he  would  accept  a  two-thirds'  ma- 
i<^tr  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
br  Christchuroh  (Mr.  Dayey)  had  made 
ue  of  some  words  which  he  (Sir  H. 
Mieton  Gross)  would  not  have  ventured 
iumself  to  apply  in  any  form  or  shape. 
^6  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  im- 
)lied  that  if  the  cldture  were  passed  in 
^sway  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
^oniment,  there  might  be  arrangements, 
kod  Lobbying,  and  alterations  in  the 
Kmne  of  Business.  He  (Sir  B.  Asshe- 
>Hi  Gross)  thought  that  what  was  pre- 
*Bt  in  the  mind  of  the  Prime  Minister 
Us  this — that  if  he  could  get  the  cldture 
jxsed  in  the  way  suggested  by  the 
uaendment,  it  might  be  possible  in  the 
^>Bths  of  June  and  July  to  carry  out 
"^gements  yerj  like  those  which  the 
^  and  learned  Member  for  Ghrist- 


church  had  described  as  Lobbying,  and 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  rather  not  have  the  cldture  at  all 
than  cldture  under  such  circumstances. 
It  was  a  great  pity,  therefore,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ever  made  the 
suggestion  he  did  to  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Devon,  or  that,  having 
made  it,  he  ever  departed  from  it.  He 
(Sir  R.  Assheton  Gross)  sincerely  hoped 
the  House,  notwithstanding  what  had 
been  said,  would  adhere  to  the  Besolu- 
tion  so  far  as  it  would  put  down  Obstruc- 
tion, but  that  they  would  still  allow 
every  legitimate  opportunity  for  fair  dis- 
cussion. He  was  quite  sure  of  this — 
that  it  was  upon  that  principle,  and 
that  principle  alone,  that  the  Business 
of  the  House  could  be  conducted  with 
satisfaction  either  to  the  House  or  to  the 
country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  O'BonnelL) 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
accept  the  Motion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

Hoase  adjoamed  at  a  quarter 
after  Twelye  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday y  let  Ifovemher,  1882. 
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EGYPT— TRIAL  OF  AKABI  PASHA. 

PEBSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
some  remarks  of  mine  in  reply  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  King's 
Lynn  (Mr.  Bourke)  are  misreported  in 
one  morning  paper  of  to-day.  The  re- 
ports and  the  summaries  in  the  other 
papers  correctly  give  in  some  cases  my 
words,  and  in  all  my  meaning ;  but  in 
one  important  journal  I  am  made  to 
speak  of — 

*<The  enormous  difficulty  the  GoTemment 
experienced  in  trying  to  conduct  the  goyemment 
oiEgj^i  from  this  country." 

A  reference  to  the  other  reports  would 
show  that  my  argument  was  against 
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trying  to  conduct    the  government  of  ni?njpn    nw   tjtv   njv 

Egypt  from  this  country' ay  telegraph."  OMDUE    OF   TUB  DAY. 

As  long  ago  as  tlie   13th  of  October,  "■"'°"" 

Her  Majesty's  Government  instructed  Sir  PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS    OF    THE 

Edward  Malet  to  insist  that  the  trial  of  HOUSE— THE  NEW  RITLES  OF  PRO- 

Arabi  should  be  public.     I  was  asked  CEDURE— FIRST    RULE    (PUTTING 

yesterday  if  the   Press  was  to  be  ex-  THE  QUESTION). 

eluded,  and  I  replied  that  we  had  no  [adjourned  debate. ]  rxwELrrH  kioht.I 

reason  to  suppose  that  it  was,  and  that  ^  .            _.                .        ...         . 

the  conditions  agreed  to  by  the  counsel  ^  9  .  "*  ""^k  ^^^  ^®»^™°g  Adjourned 

for  the  defence  did  not  say  so.  My  right  H^J^?*®   ^"^    Amendment    to    Queabon 

hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  King's  Lynn  L-Oth  February],  as  amended, 

insisted  that  I  should  at  once  promise  to  **  '^'^at  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 

telegraph  again  upon  this  subject,  and  ?f  ^  ^Ij^  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in  t 

..     ^     *,       °,,     .   T       111*       -^T  i.'         jf  tonimiltrt?  of   the  whole   Himse,  dunng  air 

It  was  then  that  I  asked  for  Notice  of  y^^^^,,^  ^y,^^  ^^ig  subject  hjis  been  adeqnaUlV 

his  Question,  and  added  the  words  to  discussed,  and  that  it  is  the  o%'ident  sense  of  the 

which  1  have  just  alluded.  House,  or  of  the  Cummitteo,  that  the  Quoitiai 

Mb.  LABOtrCHERE :  I  do  not  think  };"  "^T  P"^'  *»«  P"*;?  »<>  1?^°?™  ^he  House  ortiw 

•v,«   !,««    "i?«;rN«ri    ^„:*^    ,,,wi,.«o4.y^^/i    ^,«  Committee;  and,  if  a  Motion  be  made  •Tha 

my  lion.  ±riena   quite  unuorstooa  my  4i,„  n,.,  ♦;  L  i.„  *^„.  ,„<.  •  >t«  c^^u™.  ^  «i.* 

^•^       .             X    ^i            1      •         J}  J.^      -n  the  liuestion  be  now  put,  jir.  s>pcaker,  or  tne 

Question  as  to  the  exclusion  ot  the  Tress  Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put  such  Queition; 

from  the  trial  of  Arabi.     I  did  not  ask  and,  if  the  same  be  decided  in  the  afiirmatiTfl, 

whether    the   Government   would    insist  the  Question  under  discussion  shall  be  put  fortli- 

on  the  admission  of  the  Press,  but  whe-  jvith:  Provided  that  the  Question.  'That  tha 

.••        .1                ij           .,    .            J     /u  Question  bo  now  put,  shall  not  be  deuded  m 

ther  they  would  use  their  good  offices—  t^^  allirmative,  if  a  Division  bo  taken,  unlesH 

that  is  to  say,  urge  on  the  Government  shall  appear  to  have  been  supported  by  roan 

of  the  Khedive  the  desirability  of  allow-  than  two  hundred  Members,  or  unless  it  ihiH 

•  ing  the  Press  to  be  present.  appear  to  have  been  opposed  by  less  than  forty 

Sir  CHARLES  W.    DILKE :    That  S^^i'lll.^  K^^^^^^    r^i  f^^  ^^^"'  "* 

,                   ^1       ,0x1       i»i.            .t  nundrod  Members.  — (Jir.  Gladstone,) 

was  done   on  the  13th  of  last  month. 

What  I  said  was  that,  not  having  heard  And  which  Amendment  was, 

of  any  intention  to  exclude  the  Press,  I  In  line  8,  after  the  word  •*  taken,"  to  iniert 

did  not  think  it  necessary  to  refer  to  the  ^^o  wonls  '*  unless  it  shall  appear  to  harebeej 

subject  again.     I  did   not  complain  of  supp^rtt^l^^^^ 

the  Question,  but  of  the  misreport  of  \.  '^'    '. '         ,                  ,      «,.       , 

my  answer.  Question  again  x)ropo8ed,  ''That  tnosa 

SiE  WILFRID  LAWSON :  The  Ques-  ^^rds  be  there  inserted." 

tion  of  my  hon.  Friend  is  not  answered.  Deba^te  resumed. 

It  is,  whether  the  Government  will  use 

their  influence  with   those  who  are  to  Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  a  greit 

conduct  the   trial  for  the    purpose    of  change  liad  certainly  come  over  the  spirit 

making  sure  that  the  trial  shall  be  con-  of  the  Government  in  connection  with 

ducted  publicly  ?  the  Amendment  now  before  the  HouiS. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  have  He  could  not  help  thinking  that  the 

already  said  three  times  that  as  long  attitude  now  taken  up  by  the  GoverB* 

ago  as  the  l«3th  of   October  we  made  ment  was  largely  due   to  the  succeN 

strong  and  distinct  representations  on  which  had  attended  their  recent  aotife 

that  subject.  foreign  policy.     A  few  months  ago  thi 

Captain  AYLMER  asked  the  Govern-  Premier  was  ready  to  accept  the  limiti- 

ment,  whether  they  had  got  any  further  tion  of  the  Opposition,  and  to  surrenda 

information  as  to  the  state  of  affairs  in  the  Government  pretension  to  stop  de- 

the  Soudan  ?  bate  in  that  House  by  the  vote  of  a  bax6 

Sir   CHARLES   W.  DILKE:    That  Ministerial  majority.     The  GovemmeDt 

is  a  Question  of  which  Notice  ought  to  now,  however,  was  no  longer  under  the 

have  been  given.     There  is  no  further  shadow  of  many  defeats  ;  it  no  longtf 

information  as  to  the  state  of  affairs,  rested   under  the   depression  resulting 

although  we  have  received  certain  opi*  from  the  surrender  of  Candahar  or  the 

nions.  rout  of  Majuba  Hill,  but  throned  itwif 

Captain  AYLMER  gave  Notice  that  magnificently  upon  a  pyramid  of  5|000 

he  would  repeat  the  Question  on  Thurs-  slaughtered  fellaheen,  butchered  on  tbi 

day.  principles  of  peace.     He  oould  not  but 

Sir  Okailee  JF.  Dilke 
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lawciate  tlie  present  stiffness  of  the  Oo- 
Temment  parposes  with  their  conscious- 
leas  of  standing  on  the  moral  attitude 
<tfthat  new  position.     They  were. told 
ftat  the  question  before  the  House  did 
Bot  mvolve  any  Vote  of  Confidence,  and 
the  Premier  appeared  to  think  that  the 
HouM  ought  to  be  indebted  to  his  mag- 
aanimitj  for  refraining  from  putting  the 
Oorenment  screw  on  the  Liberal  Party. 
He,  however,   was  not  sure  that    the 
Hoase  at  large  had  any  particular  rea- 
Mm  for  being  grateful  to  the  Premier  for 
ihBt  exhibition  of  magnanimity.     He 
itrongly  suspected  that  this  refrainiog 
from  putting  on  the  Government  screw 
•I  the  present  moment  would  not  de- 
pnre  the  Government  of  more  than  a 
TOT  small  number  of   Liberal  votes ; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  it  was  hoped 
ftftt  by  this  show  of  magnanimity  a  cer- 
tttn  number  of   Irish  Members,   who 
wrtainly  would  not  give  a  Vote  of  Con- 
fidence in  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
■ight  be  induced  to  support  the  Govem- 
aent,  for  they  were  carefully  told  that 
efen  a  defeat  would  not  involve  a  fall 
of  the  Coercion  Ministry.     Therefore, 
this  refraining  from  putting  on  the  Go- 
vernment screw  would  not  lose  the  Go- 
Timment  more  than  some  half-dozen 
liberal  votes,  while  it  was  calculated  to 
secure  the  accession  of  those  of  several 
doiens  of  trustful  Irishmen.     In  vain, 
however,  was  the  net  spread  in  the  sight 
of  wary  birds,   and    the    Government 
manoBuvre  upon  this  occasion  was  so 
transparent  that  he  trusted  that  it  would 
deeei?e  none  but    the  most  confiding 
nob.  There  was  nothing  more  remark- 
die  or  more  admirable  among  the  many 
nmarkable  and  admirable  qualities  of 
the  eminent  man  who  direoted  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  country  and  led  the 
liberal  Party  whithersoever  he  pleased 
than    his    capacity    at    all    times    of 
taming  his  back  upon  himself.     But 
vhen  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
he  House  and  the  country  to  turn  their 
Moks   upon    all    their    traditions,    he 
henght  that  he  ventured  a  little  beyond 
hi  hmits  of  that  indulgence  which,  of 
onxBe,  he  could  always  claim  in  his  own 
He.    The  Premier  made  a  fundamental 
vopontion,  and  based  it  upon  a  funda- 
vimUl  fact,  which  could  be  accepted  as 
iiet  only  by  virtue  of  the  exercise  of 
is  own  remarkable  faculty  of  forgetting 
ks  past  and  supposing  that  others  could 
otbe  same.  Yot  instance,  in  comment- 


ing yesterday  upon  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson), 
the  Premier  characterized  it  is  an  inno- 
vation brought  forward  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  the  minority  to  resist  the 
right  of  the  majority  to  close  a  debate 
when  they  thought  fit.  But,  so  far  from 
this  being  the  first  time  that  a  right  had 
been  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  minority 
to  resist  the  will  of  the  majority  in  such 
a  matter,  this  was  the  first  time  that 
there  had  been  claimed  on  the  part  of 
the  majority  a  right  to  stop  discussion 
which  the  minoiity  desired  to  continue. 
Therefore  it  was  the  Premier,  and  not 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
who  was  the  innovator.  He  confessed 
that  from  an  Irish  point  of  view  it  was  a 
misfortune  that  this  Amendment  should 
have  been  brought  forward  by  a  Gentle- 
man of  the  political  antecedents  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin.  He  yielded  to 
none  in  fully  recognizing  the  high  poli- 
tical character  and  the  great  abilities  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman ; 
but  from  an  Irish  point  of  view  he  must 
regard  him  as  a  head- centre  of  that  Irish 
faction  which  absolutely  opposed  all 
Irish  reform,  and  whose  connection  with 
the  English  Conservatives  caused  the 
latter  to  be  regarded  with  suspicion 
throughout  Ireland,  and  prejudiced  them 
in  the  eyes  of  the  Irish  people.  The 
accident  that  this  Amendment,  limiting 
the  operation  of  the  eldture^  had  been 
brought  forward  by  a  Gentleman  of  anti- 
Irish  antecedents,  was  being  utilized  at 
that  very  moment  throughout  Ireland 
by  the  supporters  of  Whiggery  for  the 
purpose  of  inducing  the  Representatives 
of  Irish  popular  fueling  to  give  their 
votes  to  the  Government  out  of  hostility 
to  the  standard-bearer  of  the  Opposi- 
tion on  that  occasion.  For  his  own  part, 
however,  he  could  only  judge  the  Amend- 
ment upon  its  merits,  irrespective  of  the 
political  character  of  its  introducer.  The 
first  argument  that  was  brought  forward 
by  the  admirers  of  the  Whig  Adminis- 
tration in  Ireland  against  this  Amend- 
ment was  that  if  it  were  accepted  it 
would  secure  a  form  of  cldture  which 
could  be  easily  applied  to  suppress  Irish 
opposition  to  coercion.  On  that  point  he 
should  wish  to  remark  that,  thanks  to 
the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  most  Liberal 
Government,  the  Irish  Party,  even  if 
they  had  the  fullest  licence  for  Obstruc- 

ITwelfth  Night.'] 
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tion,  would  have  no  opportunity  for 
opposing  coercion  for  the  next  three 
years,  during  which  the  Coercion  Act 
would  remain  in  force.  He  was  also  of 
opinion  that  none  of  the  new  proposals 
of  the  Government  could  increase  the 
power  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees  to 
suppress  the  voice  of  the  Irish  popular 
Bepresentatives  at  a  critical  moment  in 
a  discussion.  The  Chairman  had  already 
the  power  of  suppressing  and  of  expel- 
ling Irish  Hopresentatives — those  who 
were  absent  as  well  as  those  who  were 
present.  Ho  had  already  the  power  of 
deciding  tnforo  eonscienfia  that  any  Mem- 
ber from  Ireland,  whether  loquacious  or 
silent,  was  obstructing  the  progress  of 
Public  Business,  and  he  could  remove 
him  from  any  further  discussing  the  most 
important  Irish  affairs.  And  when  the 
action  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
or  possibly  that  of  the  Speaker,  was  chal- 
lenged in  this  Rouse,  the  Minister  of  the 
day  would  come  forward  and  prevent 
any  reversal  of  the  proceeding  of  the 
Chairman  or  of  the  Speaker  in  sup- 
pressing Irish  representation.  It  was 
said  there  was  a  possibility  of  the 
Irish  Party  being  worsened  by  the  pro- 
posed Eule;  but  he  denied  that  possi- 
bility. The  Government  had  reduced 
the  Irish  Party  to  sucli  a  condition 
that  as  regards  Obstruction  on  Irish 
questions  it  was  impossible  to  place  it 
in  a  worse  position.  So  far  as  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  proposed  to  place  the 
opposition  of  a  minority,  however  small, 
at  the  mercy  of  a  majority,  however 
large,  he  did  not  approve  of  that  Amend- 
ment; and  if  that  Amendment  was 
coupled  with  a  declaration  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  hostility  to 
all  propositions  for  the  C'diure  whatever 
he  should  still  regard  that  Amendment 
with  very  considerable  suspicion.  He 
wished  formally  to  protest  against  the 
idea  that  any  majority,  however  large, 
ought  to  be  able  by  brute  force  to  sup- 
press any  minority,  however  small.  And 
m  doing  so  he  was  merely  following  the 
expressed  02)inion  of  the  Premier  him- 
self, when  the  Premier  was  another 
man.  It  might  be  not  only  the  right, 
but  the  duty  of  a  minority,  however 
small,  to  dare  the  cldture,  to  dare  sus- 
pension, and  to  dare  expulsion,  in  order 
to  concentrate  public  opinion  upon  an 
Act  which  ought  to  be  a  subject  of 
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popular  detestation,  and  which  ought  (o 
rouse  the  national  indignation  againit 
a  Ministry  desirous  of  suppressing  the 
voice  of  an  oppressed  nation.  But  he 
had  to  oppose,  above  all,  the  propoeitioQ 
of  the  Government  to  make  a  discnuiini 
in  that  House  dependent  upon  the  vote 
of  a  bare  majority — that  was  to  say,  of 
a  Ministerial  majority.  The  Premier 
declared  in  the  first  instance,  and  ma^ 
nanimously  pledged  himself,  that  if  tb 
cl6tur$  by  a  bare  majority  were  too 
oppressive  to  the  minority  he  would 
himself  come  forward  to  undo  what  he 
was  doing  to-day.  When  the  Premier 
made  that  gratuitous  and  magnanimous 
declaration  a  Conservative  Member  vae 
overheard  to  say — **  Yes,  as  soon  u 
we  begin  to  use  the  majority  eidtnrif 
the  Premier  will  start  an  anti-atio- 
city  agitation  against  us."  He  oon- 
curred  in  that  opinion.  He  felt  posi- 
tive that  in  all  consistency  and  in  all 
sincerity  the  Premier  would  act  up 
to  his  declaration  if  the  cldture  fell  into 
the  hands  of  a  Tory  majority,  precisely 
in  the  manner  suspected  by  that  Conser- 
vative Member.  He,  for  one,  was  not 
prepared  to  leave  the  liberties  of  inde* 
pendent  Members  to  the  fluctuating  in- 
tentions of  Premiers  in  Office  or  out  of 
Office.  Then  an  artless  confidence  had 
been  expressed  in  the  immaculate  oon- 
duct  of  the  presiding  authority.  The 
Premier  had  stated — he  had  taken  down 
his  words — **  that  the  Speaker  could  not 
deviate  from  the  impartiality  of  the 
Chair."  He  thought  that  statement 
was  deserving  of  being  enshrined  in 
some  museum  of  curiosities.  Why  should 
not  the  Speaker  deviate  from  the  im- 
partiality of  the  Chair  ?  The  Premier 
had  said  that  to  make  use  of  the  Speaker 
for  Party  purposes  would  be  the  ruin  of 
the  Party  assisting  in  so  nefarious  a 
scheme.  He  would  remind  the  House 
that  the  impartiality  of  the  Chair  was 
only  a  recent  tradition.  It  was  only 
the  Speakers  of  late  years  who  had 
made  themselves  deserving  of  confi* 
dence.  Formerly  the  Speaker  was  the 
minion  of  the  Monarch  ;  and  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Premier  was  to  make  him 
for  the  future  the  fugle-man  of  the  ma- 
jority. Why  could  not  the  Speaker 
deviate  from  the  impartiality  of  the 
Chair  ?  In  every  foreign  Legislature— 
in  every  foreign  country,  whether  of 
different  blood  or  of  the  same  blood  as 
our    own  —  in  every  Assembly  where 
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the  majority  was  armed  with  the 
ddiure  the  President  had  failed  to  main- 
tain inviolable  impartiality.  And  why 
should  not  an  Englishman  or  an  Irish- 
man appointed  to  the  Chair  prove  as 
frail  and  as  partial  as  the  President  of 
any  other  Assembly  working  under  the 
operation  of  the  gag  ?  It  was  not  the 
deviation  of  the  Speaker  from  the  ordi- 
nary path  of  duty  that  was  to  be  feared ; 
but  there  was  the  probability  of  the 
Speaker  being  appointed  by  a  Party 
vote  in  order  that  he  might  use  the  gag 
for  Party  purposes,  and  it  might  be  that 
under  such  circumstanoes  the  Speaker 
would  not  shrink  from  using  his  power 
in  conformity  with  the  wishes  of  the 
Party  which  had  elected  him.  Might 
there  not  be,  in  the  present  day,  one  or 
two  Oentlemen  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment who  would  be  found  capable  of 
acting  as  Party  Speakers?  He  had 
great  respect  for  a  Liberal  in  the  ab- 
stract, but  a  Liberal  in  the  concrete  was 
a  fallible  being.  The  eminent  man  who 
directed  the  Government  was  a  master 
of  words,  whose  every  sentence  seemed 
exactly  formed  to  convey  what  he  wished 
to  convey,  and  not  one  iota  or  one  atom 
beyond.  He  was  a  master  of  the  Eng- 
lish language,  approaching  more  closely 
the  accuracy  of  the  Mediaeval  schoolmen 
than  any  other  man  of  modern  times. 
Therefore,  when  he  made  a  declaration 
on  any  subject,  such  declaration  must  be 
closely  scrutinized.  Now,  he  had  stated 
that  the  Government  would  carefully 
keep  the  Chair  from  any  semblance  of 
connection  with  the  majority.  That  was 
an  exact  description  of  the  Government 
policy.  It  was  true  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  desired  carefully  to 
keep  the  Chair  from  any  ''  semblance  " 
of  connection  with  the  majority ;  but  he 
intended  to  keep  the  reality  of  a  connec- 
tion between  the  Speaker  and  the  Minis- 
terial majority.  The  Speaker  was  only 
to  act  in  accordance  with  the  **  evident 
sense"  of  the  House ;  but  that  meant  the 
evident  sense  of  the  Ministerial  majo- 
rity. Even  in  the  case  of  the  most  high- 
minded,  impartial,  and  able  Speaker 
there  was  no  adequate  guarantee  in 
.  the  declaration  that  the  Speaker  should 
judge  when  a  subject  had  been  suffi- 
ciently discussed ;  and,  therefore,  they 
ought  to  require  some  further  guarantee, 
such  as  that  suggested  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin.    It  was  not  in  the  power  of 


any  man,  whether  he  sat  in  the  Chair  or 
in  any  other  part  of  the  House,  to  say 
with  absolute  certainty  that  a  subject 
had  been  sufficiently  discussed,  that  all 
the  light  which  might  be  thrown  upon 
it  had  been  so  thrown,  and  that  the 
sudden  closing  of  the  debate  would  not 
deprive  the  House  of  the  advantage  of 
hearing  important  arguments  and  infor- 
mation. There  were,  moreover,  two  cir- 
cumsRnces  which  would  singularly  ag- 
gravate the  operation  of  the  Ministerial 
eidiure  in  this  country.  It  was  the  habit 
of  the  House  to  transact  most  of  its 
Business  in  the  evening  and  at  night 
time ;  and  it  was  also  the  habit  of  the 
Chair  to  choose,  in  preference  to  all  other 
Members  of  the  House,  the  Members 
sitting  on  the  two  Front  Benches.  Even 
under  the  present  rule  of  liberty  the 
time  at  which  the  House  transacted  its 
Business  militated  most  seriously  against 
the  chances  of  inde^ndent  Members 
getting  the  ear  of  the  House.  As  aBule, 
they  were  relegated  to  that  unhonoured 
calm  of  the  dinner  hour,  which  was 
beneath  the  consideration  of  .Irish  At- 
torney Generals.  \Ln  foreign  Legisla- 
tures having  the  eldture  there  was  some 
such  arrangement  as  an  impartial  in- 
scription of  the  names  of  Members  de- 
siring to  take  part  in  the  debate  in  a  list 
which  was  followed  ieriatim  by  the  Pre- 
sident ;  but  even  with  that  safeguard  in 
foreign  Legislatures  the  action  of  in- 
dependent Members  was  practically  re- 
duced almost  to  a  nullity  ;  but  under  the 
proposed  eldture  here,  it  would  be  found 
that  the  Leviathans  of  the  two  Front 
Benches  would  be  chosen  by  preference 
as  before,  and  after  the  House  had  been 
entranced  or  wearied  by  their  contribu- 
tions to  the  subject  under  discussion,  the 
moment  arrived  for  the  application  of 
the  gag,  and  the  independent  opinion  of 
the  House  was  shut  out  from  further 
consideration  of  the  question.  The  ope- 
ration of  the  two-thirds'  majority  prin- 
ciple was  sought  to  be  tested  in  Ireland 
by  the  incorrigible  advocates  of  Whig- 
gery,  by  a  sole  application  to  the  case  of 
the  Liberal  Party  being  in  power.  The 
very  circumscribed  success  of  the  Land 
Act  and  the  Arrears  Act  had  apparently 
filled  some  gentlemen  in  Ireland  with 
unbounded  confidence  in  the  wisdom  of 
the  Government;  but  the  proposal  ought 
to  be  tested  by  the  case  of  a  Conser- 
vative Government  being  in  power.  Sup- 
posing a  Conservative  Secretary  of  State 

llkffelfth  Jfight.-] 


571     Parliament— Businesi  of  the    (COMMONS J      Eouie'-~Tke  New  RuUi.     5)2 


for  India  were  endeavouring  to  prevent 
ugly  revelations  in  regard  to  the  Bengal 
gaols,  would  not  the  Liberal  Party  refuse 
the  two-thirds'  vote  which  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  silence  inconvenient  criticism  ? 
Again,  under  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment, even  in  Irish  affairs,  were  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  to  come  forward  and  call  attention 
to  the  shortcomings  of  remedial  legis- 
lation, although  the  Conservative  Go- 
vernment might  be  as  anxious  as  the 
present  Government  to  prevent  a  dis- 
cussion of  that  kind,  the  Liberal  mino- 
rity ^ould  no  doubt  refuse  the  requisite 
two-thirds*  majority  or  the  suppression 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork. 
But  even  with  a  Liberal  Government  in 
Office  he  was  not  prepared  to  give  a 
blank  cheque  to  be  filled  up  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  Treasury  Bench.  They 
knew  that  the  views  of  the  Liberal  Party 
on  denominational  education  in  Eng- 
land and  elsewhere  were,  at  least,  open 
to  suspicion  on  the  part  of  many  Mem- 
bers ;  and  supposing  under  a  Liberal  Go- 
vernment a  proposition  was  brought  for- 
ward by  which  the  voluntary  system  in 
this  country  would  be  seriously  impaired, 
if  not  destroyed,  it  would  then  be  in  the 
highest  degree  useful  for  the  minority  to 
have  the  power  to  prevent  the  Bir- 
mingham school  from  having  it  all  its 
own  way  on  the  important  subject  of  re- 
ligious education.  Again,  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Parliamentary  Oath,  the 
minority  of  the  House  even  under  a 
Liberal  Government  ought  to  be  able  to 
prevent  a  bare  Ministerial  majority  from 
imposing  the  gag  on  a  matter  so  inti- 
mately affecting  the  most  serious  aspects 
of  political  and  social  life.  lie  did  not 
know  whether  the  veneration  of  **  the 
Holy  Carpet "  was  to  take  the  place  of 
the  older  traditions  of  that  Assembly  ; 
but  whatever  might  be  the  views  of  the 
gifted  man  who  directed  the  destinies 
and  apparently  shaped  the  convictions 
of  the  Liberal  Party,  lie  did  not  think 
that  the  House  ought  to  be  disarmed, 
or  that  a  minority  ought  to  be  dis- 
armed, of  the  power  of  securing  a  full 
and  fair  discussion  on  those  important 
questions.  Again,  they  were  promised 
a  large  measure  of  Parliamentary  Re- 
form coupled  with  a  large  redistribution 
of  Beats.  That  delicate  wit,  known  in  Ame- 
rica as  **  jerrymandering  "  was  capable 
of  application  in  this  country  in  connec- 
tion  with  a  proposal  for  the  redistribu- 
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tion  of  seats.  Sucli  a  redistribation 
might  be  carried  out,  even  by  a  liberal 
Ministry,  as  would  alter  the  whole  poli- 
tical map  of  the  country  and  totaUj 
falsify  its  representation.  A  minoritj 
without  distinction  of  Party  ought  not 
to  be  deprived  of  the  power  of  imponng 
some  efficient  check  upon  the  whims  of 
a  Ministerial  majority.  It  might  be  of 
the  utmost  possible  importance  that  the 
Liberal  Government  should  be  prevented 
from  closing  discussion  on  a  question 
which  might  involve  the  disfranchiae- 
ment  of  the  most  popular  classes  and 
the  most  populous  districts  in  Ireland. 
The  application  of  the  eldture  by  a  ban 
majority  would  be  especially  objection- 
able in  two  classes  of  cases — namely, 
when  private  and  personal  g^evanoea 
were  being  heard  in  which  the  great 
mass  of  the  House  was  not  interested, 
and  in  questions  of  vital  political  im- 
portance. In  ordinary  circumstancee  it 
would  probably  not  be  worth  while  for 
the  Government  to  employ  the  eI6twi; 
but,  at  crucial  moments  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, and  at  great  political  crises,  when , 
the  form  of  the  next  Parliament  might 
depend  upon  rushing,  or  not  rushing,  a 
particular  measure  through  the  Hoiue, 
those  were  the  times  when  there  would 
be  the  greatest  danger  of  the  cUiwn 
being  used  to  achieve  a  change  which 
would  place  the  Government  in  a  posi- 
tion independent  of  the  defeated  Partj. 
It  would  be  at  such  times  of  crises  that 
it  would  be  worth  while  for  a  partisan 
majority  and  a  partizan  Speaker  to  cast 
in  their  lot  with  the  voice  of  an  ambi- 
tious Minister.  In  Parliamentary  aa  in 
private  life  descents  might  be  made  from 
which  there  was  no  return  ;  catastrophes 
might  be  brought  about  of  whioh  the 
eifocts  could  never  be  obliterated;  and 
if  ever  a  domineering  Minister,  who  was 
open  to  no  argument,  but  believed  aolelj 
in  himself,  employed  the  cidturif  the 
danger  of  its  conscientious  use  would 
reach  the  maximum.  For  these  reasons, 
and  because  he  was  sure  that  that  ^ 
ture  by  a  Ministerial  majority  was  not 
cidture  against  Obstruction,  for  that  was 
already  provided  against  under  other 
forms  of  Parliamentary  coercion,  hut 
because  he  believed  that  it  was  direct^ 
against  freedom  of  discussion  by  Consti- 
tutional minorities  engaged  in  inconT** 
nient  criticism  of  dangerous  Ministerial 
proposals,  he  should  oppose  the  proposals 
of  the  Government, 
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Mr.  8FENGEE  said,  he  must  apolo- 
gize for  intruding  bis  opinions  in  a  de- 
bate of  80  much  importance,  and  also 
claim  the  indulgence  usually  accorded 
to  Members  when  they  addressed  the 
House  for  the  first  time.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  sat  down  had  spoken 
with  more  force  and  more  fervour 
than  he  could  himself  command ;  but, 
speaking  for  his  own  constituency,  he 
might  assure  the  House  with  at  least 
equal  confidence  that  the  part  of  the 
country  which  he  had  the  honour  to  re- 
present was  whoUy  in  favour  of  the  Go- 
vernment proposals.  The  question,  how- 
ever, was  one  from  which  Party  spirit 
ought,  if  possible,  be  excluded.  The 
Bules  had  been  framed  in  the  interests 
of  the  whole  House,  and  not  of  any 
particular  Party;  for  while  Liberals 
could  not  expect  to  be  always  in  power, 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  could  not  look 
forward  to  perpetual  Opposition.  Such 
being  necessarily  the  political  prospects 
of  the  two  Parties,  it  was  singular  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  should  afpect  to 
think  the  present  Government  so  dead 
to  all  the  traditions  of  the  House  as  to 
wish  to  gag  speech  and  destroy  that 
freedom  of  debate  of  which  they  were 
aU  so  proud.  Surely  it  must  be  obvious 
to  everyone  that  it  was  not  freedom  of 
discussion  that  the  Liberal  Party  wished 
to  do  away  with;  it  was  that  licence 
which  was  eating  into  their  very  life. 
They  were  obliged  to  deal  with  the  evil 
in  this  way,  simply  because  they  could 
not  overcome  it  in  any  other.  That,  at 
any  rate,  was  his  firm  conviction,  and 
he  felt  that  in  supporting  the  Besolu- 
tion  he  should  be  voting  for  a  measure 
which  would  restore  rather  than  curtail 
free  speech,  and  would  rejuvenate  the 
functions  of  an  Assembly  which  was  ad- 
ministrative as  well  as  deliberative. 

Mb.  spencer  BALFOUR  said, 
he  was  a  Representative  of  a  Midland 
Counties  constituency,  and  his  consti- 
tuency in  all  commercial  matters  looked 
to  Birmingham  as  their  Metropolitan 
centre,  so  that  he  was  sure  if  the  action 
of  the  Birmingham  Caucus  had  assumed 
the  activity  that  was  assigned  to  it,  he 
should  have  been  certain  to  hear  of  it ; 
but  he  had  never  had  one  single  repre- 
sentation of  any  kind  or  description 
from  any  such  organization.  For  his  own 
part,  he  was  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
Iteeolution  as  it  stood,  and  failed  to  see 
much  force  in  the  arguments  for  the 


Amendment.  Those  hon.  Members  who 
had  expressed  their  fears  lest  Ijie  impar- 
tiality of  the  Speaker  should  be  im- 
perilled had  apparently  forgotten  that 
the  Speaker  himself  was  chosen  virtually 
by  the  sense  of  the  whole  House,  but, 
strictly  speaking,  by  the  votes  of  a  bare 
majority.  If  the  Amendment  were 
carried,  the  election  of  a  Speaker  would 
be  precisely  that  question  for  the  deter- 
mination of  which  a  two-thirds'  majority 
would  be  thought  necessary ;  but  until 
that  change  was  made,  it  ought  not  to  be 
said  that  the  oldture  would  endanger  the 
impartiality  of  the  Chair.  That  being 
the  case,  there  was  no  reason  why  the 
intervention  of  the  Speaker  should  not 
be  accepted  as  unanimously  as  his  elec- 
tion had  been.  If,  as  some  Members  of 
the  Opposition  had  suggested,  the  vote 
on  that  subject  was  taken  by  ballot,  he 
would  vote  in  the  same  way  as  he  at 

S resent  intended.  As  an  independent 
[ember  he  objected  to  the  Amendment, 
because  it  would  throw  all  power  into 
the  hands  of  the  two  Front  Benches, 
and  it  would  revive  the  old  eldture  by 
arrangement,  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
Home  Department  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross)  regretted  to  lose,  while  profess- 
ing to  oppose  all  eldture.  Many  warn- 
ings had  been  uttered  against  a  union 
of  the  two  Front  Benches ;  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  would  perhaps  con- 
tinue to  preach  the  danger  of  such  a 
union  until  he  sat  on  a  Front  Bench 
himself.  The  necessity  would  never 
arise  to  preserve  freedom  of  debate  on  a 
question  on  which  the  two  Front  Benches 
disagreed ;  the  necessity  would  only  arise 
when  they  agreed.  There  were  many 
questions  that  small  minorities  might  be 
anxious  to  debate  at  length  that  were 
unpopular  with  official  and  ex-official 
minds.  Among  them  were  questions 
that  were  attractive  to  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  and  the  sitting  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  ques- 
tions relating  to  the  Crown,  to  the 
Royal  Family,  to  the  Army  and  Navy, 
snd  to  diplomatic  arrangements  ;  ques- 
tions which  the  Front  Benches  were  na- 
turally anxious  to  shirk,  and  the  discus- 
sion of  which  would  be  easily  prevented 
by  a  two- thirds'  majority.  Many  speakers 
had  professed  to  discover  the  true  secret 
of  the  Resolution.    But  what  was  the 
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true  secret  of  the  Amendment?  The 
Front  Opposition  Bench  said — "  Why 
should  this  Bule  be  imposed  upon  us  ?  " 
They  practically  said — **  Impose  it  if  you 
will  upon  the  Irish  Members  and  the 
Fourth  Party  and  upon  the  Hadicals  be- 
low the  Gangway,  and  though  we  object 
to  the  cldture  altogether  we  will  submit 
to  it  with  great  resignation,  so  long  as 
it  is  not  applied  to  us.  But  the  very 
moment  you  venture  to  make  it  appli- 
cable to  us,  we  will  proclaim  that  it 
violates  in  touching  us  all  the  principles 
of  freedom  and  fair  play."  Such  a  con- 
tention seemed  to  him  to  be  in  the  last 
degree  unreasonable.  In  so  far  as  they  in 
that  House  represented  the  free  choice  of 
their  constituents  they  all  spoke  with  the 
same  authority  and  were  entitled  to  the 
same  treatment,  and  feeling  also  that 
the  Resolution  would  remedy  an  in- 
tolerable evil,  he  should  vote  against 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
there  was  no  inconsistency  in  being  op- 
posed to  the  introduction  of  the  el6ture 
at  all,  and  at  the  same  time  being 
anxious  to  make  any  regulations  for  its 
application  as  little  objectionable  as  pos- 
sible. Several  speakers  who  had  at- 
tacked the  Amendment  had  objected  to 
it  on  the  ground  of  its  introducing  what 
they  called  a  new  principle — that  of  re- 
quiring a  proportional  or  artificial  majo- 
rity. They  seemed  to  have  forgotten 
that  that  principle  was  already  in  the 
Hesolution  as  regarded  the  House  under 
its  normal  strength;  and  all  that  was 
proposed  by  the  Amendment  was  to  ex- 
tend that  principle,  although  in  some- 
what different  proportions,  to  full 
Houses  as  well  as  to  small  Houses.  But 
the  Amendment  aimed  at  something 
much  more  important  than  merely  to 
give  symmetry  to  the  Besolution  of  the 
Government.  The  Amendment  was  re- 
quired in  order  to  make  the  Eesolution 
consistent  with  itself,  and  to  prevent  it 
being  a  contradiction  in  terms.  The 
Resolution  as  it  stood  was  inconsistent. 
It  provided  that  when  the  Speaker  or 
the  Chairman  gave  it  as  his  opinion  that 
it  was  the  evident  sense  of  the  House 
that  the  debate  should  close  a  division 
should  be  taken.  What  was  the  mean- 
ing of  taking  a  division  ?  If  there  was 
any  meaning  in  it  at  all,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, it  must  be  in  order  to  as- 
certain whether  the  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man was  justified  in  the  opinion  he  had 
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given,  to  confirm  his  opinion  if  it  wen 
right,  and  to  correct  it  if  it  were  wroDg. 
This  led,  however,  to  the  question  qt 
what  was  meant  by  the  evident  seme  of 
the  House;  and  the  right  hon.  ud 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  GKbson)  who 
proposed  the  Amendment  reminded  thorn 
that  they  had  had  an  explanation  of  thai 
phrase  from  tbe  Prime  Minister,  who, 
in  his  speech  on  the  20th  February,  ex- 
plained it  to  mean  something  more  than 
the  will  of  one  Party  or  of  a  mere  ma* 
jority.  Now,  the  inconsistency  of  the 
Resolution  as  it  stood  wasshown  in  this— 
that  while  it  proposed  to  give  effect  onlj 
to  the  evident  sense  of  the  House,  it 
provided  that  cldture  should  be  applied 
in  the  case  of  a  full  House  by  a  mere 
majority.  They  would  then  have  thii 
anomalous  and  somewhat  absurd  pon- 
tion — that,  while  the  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  had  given  an  opinion  which 
the  vote  proved  to  have  been  a  mistaken 
opinion,  effect  would  have  to  be  given 
to  the  opinion,  as  if  it  had  been  correct,  in 
consequence  of  a  vote  which  proved  it  to 
have  been  incorrect.  The  Prime  Miniater 
yesterday  argued  that  there  was  no  in- 
consistency in  the  Besolution.  He  said 
that  the  vote  on  such  an  occasion  would 
not  give  the  true  measure  of  the  sym- 
pathy felt  for  the  Motion  for  cl6tur$t 
because  the  friends  and  partisans  of  the 
Member  whose  lips  were  to  be  closed 
would  abstain  from  voting  for  cUtwn^ 
even  although  they  might  wish  it  oa^ 
ried.  He  said — "  The  party  friendly  to 
him" — the  Member  offending — "re- 
mains silent,  and  if  a  division  be  taken 
they  cannot  afford  to  vote  against  him." 
Thus  the  Prime  Minister  argued  that 
a  mere  majority  in  favour  of  d^Uat 
might  mean,  or  would  probably  mean,  a 
much  larger  measure  of  support  than 
was  represented  by  the  actual  votes  in 
its  favour.     His  words  were — 

'*  I  entirely  repel  and  repudiate  the  aennnp- 
tion  that  the  number  of  persons  ready  to  foto 
that  a  debate  should  terminate  is  a  proper  ttit 
of  the  number  who  really  wish  that  it  ihonldio 
terminate." 

That  argument  was,  at  all  events,  *& 
admission  that  a  mere  majority,  if  that 
was  all  that  could  be  shown  to  be  in 
favour  of  cldture,  would  not  be  enough 
to  adduce  in  proof  of  the  evident  senae 
of  the  House.  He  (Mr.  Campbell) 
had  not  long  had  the  honour  of  a  seat 
in  the  House,  and,  therefore,  ooold 
not   speak   with   any  confidence  from 
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his  own  knowledge  of  FarliamentaTj 
affaire;  but  he  would  appeal  to  those 
who  had  had  experience  whether  the 
principle  involved  in  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter's argument  was  not  an  extraordinary 
novelty  in  Parliamentary  discussion  ?  It 
came  to  this,  that  in  estimating  a  vote 
of  the  House — not  estimating  it,  be  it 
observed,  merely  for  the  sake  of  their  own 
private  satisfaction,  but  in  connection 
with  a  regulation  of  Parliamentary  Pro- 
cedure to  be  founded  upon  that  vote — 
they  were  to  take  into  account  not  the 
vote  as  it  was  in  itself,  but  the  vote  as 
modified  by  the  number  of  Members, 
uncertain  and  unascertainable,  who,  in 
their  opinion,  were  likely  to  have  felt 
one  way  and  voted  another.  This  very 
ingenious  argument  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, in  his  humble  opinion,  entirely 
failed  to  meet  the  case  of  which  he 
was  speaking.  It  applied  to  another 
ease  altogether.  There  might  be  some 
force  in  his  argument  if  the  question 
under  discussion  had  been  the  silencing 
of  a  Member  who  had  been  wearying 
the  House  by  his  speaking.  It  might 
be  a  legitimate  argument  to  use  with 
reference  to  the  5th  Kesolution,  but 
not  to  the  1st.  It  had  no  application 
whatever  to  the  question  of  putting  an 
end  to  a  debate.  There  was  no  indivi- 
dual Member  to  be  especially  aggrieved 
by  a  proposal  of  eldture.  There  were  no 
personal  considerations  entering  so  pro- 
minently into  the  question  of  bringing 
a  debate  to  a  close  as  to  be  likely  to 
interfere  in  the  slightest  degree  with  the 
freedom  with  which  all  should  vote  for 
it  who  wished  it.  Then,  let  it  be  re- 
membered to  what  condition  of  the 
House  it  was  that  the  Amendment  ap- 
plied. It  was  only  to  the  House  when 
so  full  that  as  many  as  200  Members 
or  more  would  vote  for  eldture.  It  was  to 
a  House,  therefore,  of  400  Members  at 
least  that  it  would  apply.  The  protec- 
tion of  minorities  in  Uouses  under  the 
normal  strength  might  be  held  to  be 
satisfactorily  provided  for  in  the  latter 
part  of  the  Resolution  as  it  stood.  It 
was  with  regard  to  a  House  of  over  400 
Members  that  there  was  need  for  such 
provision  as  was  proposed  in  the  Amend- 
ment. And  was  it  not  in  a  full  House 
that  there  was,  in  some  respects,  most 
need  for  such  a  provision  ?  What  did 
a  full  House  mean  ?  It  meant  that 
Party  feeling  was  running  high;  that 
Party  interests  were  keenly  felt ;    and 
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he  ventured  to  think  also  that  it  meant 
the  House  in  circumstances  under  which 
it  was  more  than  ordinarily  difficult  for 
the  Ohair  to  determine  what  the  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  was  with  re- 
ference to  eldture  Why,  then,  refuse  a 
safeguard  to  the  minority  against  the 
curtailment  of  their  opportunities  of  de- 
bate— why  refuse  a  safeguard  to  the 
Speaker  against  his  making  an  irremedi- 
able mistake,  in  the  very  circumstances 
in  which  such  a  safeguard  was  most 
required  ?  It  was  said  that  their  fears 
were  groundless,  and  that  this  power 
would  hardly  ever  be  exercised,  and 
never  exercised  tyrannically.  Why,  then , 
object  to  having  this  additional  safe- 
guard ?  It  was  only  a  safeguard  against 
abuse — only  against  the  power  being 
used  when  the  sense  of  the  House  was 
not  in  its  favour.  This  Amendment,  he 
humbly  thought,  could  not,  even  in  the 
estimation  of  the  Government,  be  op- 
posedto  the  spirit  and  the  principle  of  the 
Kesolution,  or  there  never  would  have 
been  any  expression  of  their  willingness 
to  accept  it,  even  upon  trial.  But  if  the 
Amendment  were  not  accepted,  then,  in 
the  intereste  of  consistency,  something 
more  should  be  done.  There  should  be 
a  deletion  from  the  Besolution  of  all 
mention  of  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House.  That  was  a  misleading,  and  not 
altogether  an  honest  expression,  inas- 
much as  while  they  pretended  to  give 
effect  to  the  evident  sense  of  the  House, 
what  would  be  really  done  was  to  give 
effect  to  the  will  of  the  majority.  It  was 
argued  yesterday  that  the  Amendment 
proposed  to  alter  the  Constitutional  mode 
of  expressing  the  opinion  of  the  House. 
There  was  a  two-fold  answer  to  that.  In 
the  first  place,  as  he  had  already  said,  if 
there  was  any  proposition  of  the  kind 
it  was  in  the  Besolution  already ;  but  a 
more  important  answer  was,  that  closing 
a  debate  by  a  vote  of  the  House  was  a 
wholly  exceptional  measure  in  the  Pro- 
cedure of  Parliament ;  and  while  other 
questions,  however  importent,  might, 
after  full  discussion,  be  carried  by  a 
mere  majority,  the  question  of  stopping 
debate  was  something  very  different. 
Nay,  more,  it  was  something  that  was 
already  recognized  by  the  Government 
as  requiring  to  be  treated  differently 
from  other  questions,  inasmuch  as  it 
was  only  on  the  assumption  that  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House  was  in  favour 
of  it  that  a  vote  was  to  be  taken — the 
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evident  sense  meaning,  as  had  been 
already  explained  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, not  the  will  of  one  Party  or  of 
a  mere  majority. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  ARNOLD  said,  he 
felt  sure  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  would  agree  with  him  that  he 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  one  of  the  last 
Members  who  was  likely  to  be  inju- 
riously silenced  by  any  Resolution  which 
the  House  might  adopt  with  reference 
to  the  closing  of  debate.  He  had  lis- 
tened to  a  great  number  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  speeches,  and  long  ago  he 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  he  was 
a  man  of  great  ability.  He  should  be 
glad,  however,  if  that  ability  were  guided 
by  those  Liberal  instincts  which  were 
the  leading  characteristics  of  the  politi- 
cal Party  with  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man generally  acted.  He  was  willing 
to  admit  that  the  Resolution  owed  its 
origin  to  Irish  Obstruction,  and  he  was 
inclined  to  think  that  in  the  near  future, 
when  they  thought  of  the  evils  of  Ob- 
struction, it  would  be  the  opinion  of  the 
country  that  they  were  greatly  indebted 
to  the  Irish  Representatives  for  having 
by  indirect  means  provided  the  House 
with  a  machinery  which  ought  to  be  in 
the  possession  of  every  Representative 
Assembly.  He  wished  to  address  a  few 
observations  upon  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson), 
especially  as  it  concerned  those  import- 
ant minorities  which  sat  below  the  Gang- 
way on  either  side  of  the  House.  On 
the  Ministerial  side,  below  the  Gang- 
way, were  grouped  the  Representatives 
of  a  larger  number  of  electors  of  this 
country  than  those  which  supported 
hon.  Members  in  any  other  equ^  sec- 
tion of  the  House.  Of  the  four  quarters 
of  the  House,  that  where  he  had  the 
honour  to  sit  was,  for  that  reason, 
eminently  the  most  popular  section  of 
the  House.  That  characteristic  was  not 
due  to  themselves,  but  to  the  greater 
numbers  of  electors  of  whom  they  were 
the  Representatives.  On  the  other  side, 
the  Irish  Members  of  the  popular  Party 
in  that  country  formed  the  most  con- 
spicuous group.  But  they  did  not  for- 
get that  one-fifth  of  the  adult  Irish 
population  of  the  United  Kingdom  was 
resident  in  Great  Britain,  and  was  ge- 
nerally represented  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House.  Therefore,  in  regard 
to  these  debates  upon  Procedure,  great 
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community  of  interest  existed  between 
those  who  satbelowthe  (Gangway  on  both 
sides  of  the  House.  Now,  they  had  had 
some  experience — more  than  he  hoped 
they  should  ever  have  again — ^in  the 
matter  of  two-thirds'  majorities.  The 
Leader  of  the  Conservative  Party  said 
in  1880  that  that  House  knew  nothing 
of  two-thirds'  majorities,  meaning  that 
such  a  departure  from  the  ancient  mage 
and  practice  of  the  House  should  never 
be  adopted.  But,  since  then,  they  had 
seen  it  in  operation  upon  the  Roles  of 
Urgency,  and  they  had  learned  from 
those  Rules  what  was  the  meaning  of 
a  two-thirds'  majority,  and  they  now 
thoroughly  understood  that  it  was  tiie 
concert  of  the  Front  Benches,  without 
any  reference  whatever  to  the  minorities 
sitting  below  the  Gangway.  He  thooffht 
they  were  greatly  indebted  to  the  noble 
Lords  and  hon.  Gentlemen  who  acted 
as  Whips ;  but  he  confessed  he  never 
felt  any  obligation  to  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Flint  (Lord  Richard 
Grosvenor)  greater  than  on  the  present 
occasion.  By  what  arts  the  noble  Lord 
had  induced  the  Conservative  Whips  to 
combine  with  him  in  making  a  preliminaxy 
display  for  the  advantage  of  the  House  <n 
the  peculiar  consequences  of  dosore  hj 
two-thirds'  majority  he  could  not  say;  bnt 
it  was  now  known  to  all  the  world  that  as 
early  as  Friday  last  the  Liberal  and  Toiy 
Whips  had  decided  that  that  debate  was 
to  be  expedited,  and  the  division  taken 
at  a  certain  hour  on  a  certain  day.  It 
must  be  clear  to  every  hon.  Member  that 
the  Irish  Members  and  the  independent 
Liberals  counted  for  nothing  at  all  in 
that  arrangement.  That  was  closure  by 
two-thirds'  majority.  He  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  would  not  be 
a  deserter  from  the  interests  of  Members 
below  the  Gangway  upon  that  oocaaion. 
It  would  be  to  them  a  great  loss.  He 
should  then  suppose  that  the  noble  Lord 
liad  been  shown  the  position  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  on  a  large  map,  and  he 
was  willing  to  admit  that  the  anti-legis- 
lative  interests  of  that  Party  were  con- 
cerned in  maintaining  the  Amendm^t 
Those  who  desired  that  the  House  should 
continue  to  do  nothing  could  not  do 
better  than  advocate  the  decision  of 
every  important  question  by  a  two-thirds' 
majority.  And  that  was  what  it  would 
probably  come  to  if  the  House  were  to 
accept  that  Amendment.     There  ir^ 
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flome  for  whom  he  had  great  respect, 
who  thought  that  the  prineipal  and  most 
Qsefal  fanction  of  the  House  was  to  spin 
debates.     As  far  as  the  people  were  con- 
cerned, he  thought  he  could  discuss  a 
question  as  usefullj  in  the  Town  Hall  of 
Salford  as  on  the  floor  of  that  House ; 
but  they  came  there  for  the  purposes  of 
legislation.    That  was  the  place,  above 
all  others,  in  which  legislation  could  he 
initiated  and  undertaken ;  and  he  had 
no  fear  whatever  that  any  closure  of  de- 
bate would  ever,  in  this  country  of  free 
speech,  and  of  a  free  Press,  render  it 
even  difficult  to  give  due  and  legiti- 
mate expression  to  any  grievance  what- 
ever.   He  would  holdly  put  this  ques- 
tion to  the  House — ^Which  was  better 
for  the    progressive   interests    of   the 
country,  that  debate  should  be  closed 
by  the  organized  clamour  ^of  *the  two 
Front  Benches,  or  by  the  clamour  of  the 
whole  of  one  side  with  the  assistance  of 
the  independent  half  of  the  other  side  ? 
That  was  the  choice  hetween  closure  by 
a  majority  and  closure  by  a  two-thirds' 
majority.     He  declared  unhesitatingly 
for  the  latter.     If  the  two-thirds'  vote 
were  adopted,  the  Prime  Minister  need 
never  have  regard  to  the  opinions  of 
Irish  Members  who  followed  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Pamell)  in 
encouraging  the  exercise  of  the  closing 
power,  and  equally  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir    Stafford    Northcote)    need    never 
appeal  to  the  love  of  liberty  which  was 
spontaneous  in  that  part  of  the  House ; 
the  whole  affair  woidd  be  an  arrange- 
ment in  the  Lobby  hetween  the  Whips 
and  the  ex-Whips  of  Downing  Street. 
He  thought  he  had  established  that  it 
was  the  interest  and  the  duty  of  inde- 
pendent Memhers  who  sat  below  the 
Gangway  on  either  side  of  the  House  to 
support  the  proposal  of  the  Government. 
But  that  proposal  had  other  and  general 
claims.     In  the  first  place,  it  was  in  har- 
mony with  the  ancient  and  time-honoured 
practice  of  the  House.    The  sense  of  the 
House  was  an  expression  well  known  in 
the  history  of  Parliament.    Decision  hy 
a  majority  represented  a  principle,  and, 
as  the  I^rime  Minister  had  said,  it  repre- 
sented the  only  soimd  principle  upon 
which  questions  could  he  decided  in  the 
House.     The  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  Marriott)  said  that  but  for  him 
(Mr.  Arthur  Ajnold)  his  famous  Amend- 
ment would  have  been  a  protest  against 


a  **  hare  majority."  If  that  were  so,  he 
was  glad  he  was  instrumental  iii  pre- 
venting It  loose  and  inaccurate  expres- 
sion. When  they  talked  of  a  "bare" 
or  a  "simple"  majority,  they  did  not 
say  whether  they  meant  a  majority  of  1, 
or  10,  or  of  20.  Once  they  left  the  safe 
principle  of  majority,  they  were  driven  to 
some  definite  proportion,  and  there  they 
could  find  neither  principle  nor  perma- 
nence. One  Gentleman  said  two-thirds, 
another  three  -  fburths,  a  third  five- 
eighths.  One  was  as  bad  as  the  other 
for  the  purpose  of  Public  Business. 
There  were  three  questions  to  be  con- 
sidered in  deciding  how  to  vote  upon 
this  Amendment.  The  first  was — "  Do 
you  desire  that  the  House,  without  re- 
sort to  unauthorized  and  unsatisfactory 
methods,  should  obtain  a  power  of  de- 
feating wilful  and  persistent  Obstruc- 
tion ?  "  The  second  was — "  Do  you  de- 
sire that  the  method  of  that  power  should 
encourage  the  mechanical  or  the  inde- 
pendent expression  of  opinion  in  this 
House  ?  "  and,  thirdly — "  Do  you  desire 
that  Procedure  should  have  regard  to 
precedent  and  principle  ?  "  These  three 
questions  would  be  answered  in  the 
affirmative  by  those  who  supported  the 
Govemment  on.this  important  occasion. 
In  giving  his  voice  and  vote  in  that 
direction,  he  had  this  further  satisfaction 
— that  the  Opposition,  whose  Members 
and  whose  opinions  he  had  learned  every 
day  that  he  had  sat  in  that  House  still 
more  to  esteem  and  to  respect,  would 
never,  after  their  coming  defeat,  desire 
the  repeal  of  a  Bule  which  would  prove 
an  inestimable  advantage  to  any  Admi- 
nistration in  this  country  which  desired 
faithfully  to  carry  out  the  legislative  be- 
hests of  the  great  majority  of  the  people 
of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  EDWARD  OLAEKB  :  Sir,  I 
proposed  to  the  House  in  February  last 
what  I  then  believed  and  still  believe 
to  be  the  most  Conservative  way  of  deal- 
ing with  the  difficulty  under  which  the 
House  has  laboured  during  the  last  few 
years.  In  the  present  case,  I  object  to 
the  eldture  altogether,  because  I  think  it 
an  odious  and  unnecessary  Bule.  Its 
necessity  has  not  been  proved.  No 
doubt,  the  origin  of  its  suggestion  may 
be  referred  to  the  memorable  occasion 
when  you,  Sir,  after  many  hours  of  de- 
bate, took  a  course  which  afterwards  re- 
ceived the  tacit  approbation  of  the  House. 
Still,  Sir,  that  was  a  course  which,  by 
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your  own  confession,  was  a  very  un- 
usual and  arbitrary  course,   and    one 
which  the  Speaker  ought  neter  to  be 
called  upon  to  take  again.     I  contend, 
however,  that  the  usual  modes  of  putting 
down  Obstruction  had  never  been  tried 
on  that  occasion.     Appeals  were  made 
again  and  again  to  the  Chairman  to  put 
in  force    the  powers  with   which   the 
House  had  invested  him  ;   but  the  re- 
quest was  refused,  and  many  leading 
men  on  both  sides  left  the  House  rather 
than  remain  parties  to  the  deliberate 
abnegation  of  the  powers  vested  in  the 
Chair.     The  object  of  the  present  Heso- 
lution  is  not  simply  to  put  down  Obstruc- 
tion.    It  was  introduced  for  Party  pur- 
poses, in  order  to  enable  the  majority 
now  in  power  to    force    through    the 
House  measures  which  have  been  men- 
tioned by  name  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  and  which 
they  do  not  think  they  would  be  able  to 
pass  if  they  could  not  gag  and  silence 
their  opponents.     Although  I  have   a 
most  sincere  desire  to  review  the  Bules 
of  the  House,  with  the  object  of  getting 
rid  of  Obstruction,  I  believe  the  Besolu- 
tion  now  proposed  will  not  meet  that 
evil,  while  it  will  create  an  amount  of 
passionate  Party  hostility  circling  round 
and   threatening  the  authority  of  the 
Chair  that  will  be  most  disastrous  to  the 
House.     Sir,  if  there  is  any  gratitude 
in  the  Government,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)   will 
soon  cease  to  be  interested  in  private  or 
independent  Members  ;  for  in  the  early 
part  of  the  year,  by  inducing  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott)  to 
tone  down  his  Amendment,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford  saved  the  Govern- 
ment from   defeat,   and  enabled   it   to 
postpone  the  decision  upon  this  ques- 
tion until  a  time  when  either  accident  or 
arrangement  gives  them  a  much  more 
favourable  chance  with  regard   to  the 
result  of  the  debate.     There  is  some- 
thing almost  cynical  in  the  preference 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  expressed 
for  organized  clamour  on  the  Liberal 
side,  reinforced  by  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  rather  than  for  the  organized 
clamour  of  the  Front  Benches.     If  the 
country  were   told  that  the   House  of 
Commons  were  going  to  hand  over  its 
proceedings  to    organized  clamour,   it 
would  surely  think  that  the  House  had 
lost  the  capacity  for  dealing  with  its 
own  Bulee. 

Mr.  JSdieard  Clarke 


Mr.  ABTHTJB  ABNOLD  explained 
that  he  had  not  recommended  organized 
clamour,  but  had  said  that  the  orga- 
nized clamour  of  both  sides  would  be 
preferable  to  that  of  the  two  Front 
Benches 

Mr.  EDWARD  CLARKE :  I  do  not, 
Sir,  imagine  that  the  hon.  Member  de- 
sires to  resort  to  organized  clamour; 
but  the  difficulty  is  that  no  one  on  the 
Liberal  side  will  tell  us  what  indication 
other  than  by  clamour  can  be  given  of 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House.    I,  Sir, 
am  in  favour  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin, 
for  while  I  am  against  the  eldture  alto- 
gether, I  desire,  if  we  must  have  it,  to 
put  the  strongest  check  upon  its  exer- 
cise ;    but  if  that  Amendment  be  de- 
feated, I  hope  we  shall  have  an  opportn- 
nity  of  discussing  and  deciding  against 
the  Rule  as  a  whole.     The  arithmetical 
puzzle  contained  in  the  Prime  Minister's 
proposal  has  been  dealt  with  over  and 
over  again.     Thus,  if  5  Members  desire 
to  continue   a  debate,   it  will  require 
a  majority  of  20  to  1  to  put  them  to 
silence ;  if  the  minority  is  increased  to 
29  it  will  require  a  majority  of  2^  to 
I  to  close  the  debate.     If  the  minoritj 
is  40  the    majority  must  be  5  to  If 
if  it  is  100,  the  majority  most  be  8 
to  1 ;   but  if  it  reaches  the  substantial 
number  of  200,  a  bare  majority  will 
put  it  to  silence.     I  do  not  believe  in 
the  firmness  of  the  safeguards  which  the 
Prime  Minister  relies  upon  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  small  minorities,  because 
as  time  goes  on  the  absurdity  will  be- 
come apparent  of  requiring  20  to  1  to 
close  the  debate  when  the  minority  ii 
only  5,  while  a  bare  majority  can  dose 
it  when  the  minority  is  200.     There  is 
an   absolute  want  of  principle  in  the 
Resolution.  Supposing  that  42  Members 
vote  in  favour  of  continuing  debate  and 
190   for  closing  it,  by  the  Rule  as  it 
stands  the  debate  cannot  be  closed.  The 
moment  that  happens  the  House  will 
say  that  it  is  not  what  was  intended, 
and  the  arithmetical  safeguards  will  be 
dismissed.     It  must  not   be  forgotten, 
Sir,   that  as  long  as  government  by 
Party  is  the  rule  in   Siis   House,  the 
larger  minority  will  always  be  disposed 
to  protect  the  smaller  minority  against 
the  Government.     The  Prime  Minister 
said  that  they  could  not  accept  this  do^ 
trine  of  two-thirds,  because  they  would 
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put  upon  the  Speaker  the  impossible 
task  of  saying  what  proportion  of  Mem- 
ben  in  the  House,  or  within  its  pre- 
oincta,  were  in  favour  of  closing  a  de- 
bate. That,  Sir,  is  the  very  burden  that 
in  a  House  of  less  than  200  Members 
we  are  laying  upon  the  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  of  Committees.  In  such  a 
oaae  the  Chairman  of  Committees  must 
take  his  information  from  the  Whips,  or 
where  else  can  he  get  it  ?  He  cannot  go 
prowling  about  the  House  to  find  out 
how  many  Members  are  in  favour  of 
doaing  the  debate ;  and  he  must  get  his 
information  from  somebody.  Although 
the  evident  sense  of  the  Members  ac- 
tuaUy  present  in  the  House  may  be 
in  favour  of  closing  a  debate,  it  may 
be  found,  on  a  division,  when  the  Mem- 
bers who  are  in  the  Library,  the  Dining 
Boom,  the  Smoking  Boom,  and  on  the 
Terrace  were  called  in  to  record  their 
votes,  that  there  is  a  majority  in  favour  of 
ncotinaing  the  debate.  Thus,  the  Speaker 
or  Chairman  of  Committees  will  be  held 
out  to  the  country  as  having  mistaken 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House.  How, 
Sir,  is  the  evident  sense  of  the  House 
to  be  ascertained  when  there  may  be 
organized  clamour  on  one  side  of  the 
House  and  organized  silence  on  the 
other  ?  Suppose  that  in  a  House  of  401 
Members  the  Speaker  declares  that  it  is 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House  that  the 
debate  shall  be  closed,  and  the  Motion 
be  carried  by  201  to  200,  the  eldture 
will  be  applied  in  circumstances  under 
which  its  warmest  advocate  has  never 
suggested  that  it  should  be  employed. 
The  Prime  Minister  has  said  that  if  the 
Mtur0  were  used  by  any  Government  for 
Party  purposes,  it  would  be  fatal  to  them 
when  they  went  to  the  country.  But  in 
this  case*  the  Ministry  has  not  had  the 
ooorage  of  their  opinions,  for  instead  of 
throwing  upon  the  Government  of  the 
day  the  reponsibility  of  closing  de- 
bate, they  propose  to  skulk  behind  the 
Speaker's  Chair,  and  guard  themselves 
from  the  indignation  of  the  country  by 
holding  up  as  the  shield  and  cover  to 
aU  their  proceedings  the  sanctity  of  the 
tradition  which,  happily,  has  always  at- 
tsehed  itself  to  the  Office  of  the  Speaker. 
Ministers,  in  other  words,  will  throw  all 
the  reMK)nsibility  of  initiating  the  cldture 
Upon  the  Speaker,  and  there  will  be  no 
mnoe  of  getting  at  the  real  culprit.  If 
the  Speaker  should  think  it  the  evident 
Maso  of    the   House  that   the   debate 


should  be  closed,  and  someone,  perhaps 
an  obscure  and  unknown  supporter  of 
the  Government  should  move  that  the 
Question  be  put,  and  if  upon  a  division 
the  eldture  were  carried  by  201  to  200 
votes,  then  we  are  told  that  the  minority 
may  go  and  make  their  complaint  to  the 
country.  But  the  moment  that  is  done 
one  of  the  Ministers  will  go  down  and, 
in  the  most  suave  and  persuasive  man- 
ner, congratulate  his  Party  on  the  suc- 
cess with  which  the  cldture  has  been  car- 
ried out,  and  say  that  it  was  the  impar- 
tial opinion  of  the  Speaker  which  induced 
them  to  close  the  debate.  That  would 
be  what  the  Prime  Minister  has  called 
**  a  nefarious  proceeding.**  I  will  not. 
Sir,  stop  to  inquire  how  far  the  language 
of  some  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Colleagues  justifies  the  expression ;  but 
when  persons  take  that  course,  and 
move  from  behind  the  Speaker's  Chair 
that  the  Yote  be  put,  they  will  be  able 
to  cover  themselves  with  the  authority 
of  the  Speaker.  I  protest  against  the 
assumption  that  it  is  the  part  of  the 
minority  to  make  known  their  grievances 
in  the  country  or  in  the  public  Press. 
This  House,  Sir,  is  the  place  where  it  is 
our  duty  to  speak  and  our  right  to  be 
heard  ;  and  to  tell  us  to  make  our  com- 
plaint at  public  meetings  or  in  the 
columns  of  the  Press  is  to  do  violence  to 
the  traditions  of  Parliament,  and  will 
be  in  itself  the  heaviest  blow  that  has 
ever  been  struck  at  the  character  of  those 
Parliamentary  institutions  of  which  the 
people  have  so  long  been  proud.  With 
regard  to  the  question  whether  a  Minis- 
ter should  move  that  the  Question  be 
put,  I  hold  that,  as  the  imposition  of 
the  cldture  was  an  important  act,  it  should 
be  a  responsible  act.  The  profit  and  the 
responsibility  ought  to  go  together,  and 
as  it  is  the  Ministry,  because  they  have 
the  majority  of  the  House,  which  will 
have  the  profit  of  the  act,  it  would  have 
been  only  straightforward  in  them  if 
they  had  adopted  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Bryce).  **  But,"  says  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, **  it  is  not  the  indignation  of  the 
country  only  which  will  punish ;  the 
Speaker  could  not  occupy  the  Chair  for 
a  month  if  he  dealt  unfairly  with  a  large 
minority."  It  is,  Sir,  one  of  the  painful 
circumstances  of  the  debate  that  it  com- 
pels Members  to  discuss  the  possibility, 
nay,  the  probability,  of  a  Speaker  acting 
unfairly.     But  if  the   Speaker  should 
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act  in  that  way,  how  is  the  minority  to 
make  the  occupancy  of  that  Chair  im- 
possible ?  By  the  hypothesis  that  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House  will  have  approved 
the  Speaker's  decision  and  profited  by 
it,  and  if  the  Speaker  should  be  attacked 
the  majority  of  the  House  will  defend 
him.     But  to  what  a  prospect  does  the 
Prime  Minister — I  will  not  say  at  the 
end,  but  towards  the  end,  of  a  great 
Parliamentary  career — invite  the  House 
to  look  forward  ?    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman asks  the  House  to  accept  a  He- 
solution  which,  it  is  conceded,  may  be 
abused  for  Party  purposes,  but  refuses 
the  safeguard  suggested  from  this  side 
of  the  House — a  safeguard  which  a  few 
months  ago  he  was  willing  to  accept — 
and  tells  us  to  appeal  to  other  and  ille- 
gitimate safeguards.    Are  the  defeated 
minority  so  to  badger,  harass,  and  attack 
the  Speaker  as  to  make  it  impossible  for 
him  to  continue  to  occupy  the  Chair?- 
If  the  sanction  of  the  Resolution  can 
only  bej  enforced  by  a  course  which  will 
destroy  the   authority  of  the   Speaker 
altogether  and  leave  the  Chair   abso- 
lutely  bare  of  those  traditions    which 
imtil  lately  have  been  found  a  useful  and 
an  effectual  check  upon  the  license  of 
debate,  that  is  a  result  which  will  be 
disastrous.     Sir,  the  tone  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  this   subject  is  very  different 
now  from  what   it   was   in   February, 
when  it  was  believed  they  were  within 
a  few  votes  of  defeat.     The  question  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
has  not  been,  and  cannot  bo,  answered 
— Why  the  concession  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister on  the  6th  of  May  is  now  with- 
drawn?     Two  things.  Sir,  have  hap- 
pened since  then — the  Egyptian  cam- 
paign has  been  fought  and  the  Kilmain- 
ham    Treaty  has    been   made.     These 
things  may  possibly  have  altered  the 
balance  of  Parties  and  opinions  in  this 
House.     Until  the  Egyptian  campaign 
has  been  fully  and  fairly  examined  it 
will  continue  to  appear  a  credit  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government.     I  believe  a  full 
and  fair  examination  will  strip  them  of 
the  credit ;  and  I  sincerely  hope  before 
being  dismissed  from  the  present  Sitting 
of  Parliament  some  opportunity  will  be 
found  for  discussing  that  wanton  and  un- 
necessary war.    But,  besides,  there  has 
been  made  that  arrangement  by  which 
the  aid  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
City  and  his  Party  is  to  be  given  to  the 

Mr,  Edward  Ciarle 


Liberal  proceedings  of  the  preeent  Go- 
vernment by  virtue  of  that  letter  whidi 
has  become  notorious  in  the  politieil 
history  of  the  country.  [''Oh!"  mi 
''Hear,  hear!  "]  There  is  no  use  in 
crying  "  Oh  !  "  though  I  can  UDde^ 
stand  that  the  Liberal  Party  should 
begin  as  early  as  possible  to  practiM 
those  inarticulate  noises  which  may 
hereafter  be  used  with  some  effect 
The  letter  to  which  I  referred  was  read 
in  the  House  at  the  instance  of  tke 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster).  I  "  Question  !  "]  But 
that  letter,  and  what  has  happened  in 
consequence,  may  possibly  enable  the 
Government  to  count  upon  the  support 
of  those  with  regard  to  whose  position 
the  Home  Secretary  spoke  a  little  bit- 
terly in  the  early  part  of  this  year. 
Whether  that  be  so  or  not,  whether 
the  Government  are  going  to  have  a 
large  majority  on  this  Amendment  or 
no  majority  at  all,  the  country  will 
come  to  understand  by  these  continued 
debates  the  real  characteristics  of  the 
proposals  which  have  been  made.  The 
argument  from  experience  was  stricken 
down  when  the  Prime  Minister  con- 
fessed that,  when,  after  mature  delibe- 
ration, he  brought  the  matter  before  the 
House,  he  had  been  misinformed  with 
respect  to  the  practice  in  foreign  coun- 
tries and  in  the  Colonies.  It  is  perfecilj 
true.  Sir,  that  this  Bule  is  in  opera- 
tion in  the  United  States  and  in  France. 
But  from  our  knowledge  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary proceedings  in  those  two  ooun- 
tries  we  shall  be  securely  disposed  to 
adopt  this  practice  from  their  example. 
There  is  corruption  in  the  Parliamen- 
tary Government  of  the  United  States, 
paralysis  in  the  Parliamentary  Gk>vem- 
ment  of  France.  I  hope  the  House  wiU 
pause  long  before  accepting  the  Mw^ 
in  any  form  ;  but  that,  if  it  does  accept 
the  cl6twre^  it  will  at  least  insist  on  the 
safeguards  proposed  by  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  STANSFELD  said,  the  hon.  'and 
learned  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  E. 
Clarke)  had  commenced  his  speech  by 
the  mis-statement  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  the  Liberal  Party  had 
promulgated  to  the  country  that  the 
object  of  the  let  Resolution  was  to  put 
down  Obstruction,  and  he  had  then  gone 
on  to  say  that  it  now  turned  out  that  the 
object  was  the  purely  Party  purpose  of 
aidiugthe  Government  to  force  through 


589  PafKam$ni'—Bu9%nM  of  the  {NoyEMBEB  1, 1882]   Sime^THe  New  Suhs.  690 


the  House  measures  which  othelrwise 
they  would  not  be  able  to  pass.  To 
show  the  inaccuracy  of  that  statement,  it 
was  only  necessary  to  refer  to  the  open- 
ing speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  on  the 
2Uth  of  February,  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  carefully  guarded 
himself  against  the  supposition  that  this 
Besolution  was  to  be  directed  aeainst 
Obstruction.  What  he  had  stated  was, 
that  it  was  directed  against  frivolous, 
repeated,  and  prolonged  speeches,  and 
that  with  regard  to  Obstruction  he  did 
not  think  this  1st  Eesolution  upon  the 
cUiure  by  any  means  the  most  important 
of  the  Besolutions.  As  regarded  the 
charge  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Plymouth  against  the  Members  of 
the  Government  and  the  Liberal  Party, 
that  their  object  had  been  to  force  cer- 
tain measures  through  Parliament,  he 
did  not  know  to  what  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  referred,  unless  to 
certain  speeches  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  who  had  merely  saia 
that  when  the  Procedure  Hesolutions 
were  discussed  and  passed  into  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House,  it  would  then  be- 
come possible  to  legislate  upon  many 
Eractical  questions  as  to  which  it  had 
een  impossible  to  do  anything  for  the 
last  few  years.  That  statement  had 
never  been  given  as  the  motive  for  the 
Government  propoundine  a  scheme  for 
the  reform  of  Procedure,  but  had  merely 
referred  to  the  legislative  facility  that 
was  anticipated  when  the  change  was 
made.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  frankly  stated  that  he  was  op- 
posed to  the  eldture  altogether,  and  his 
whole  argument  had  been  so  directed. 
He  had  only  supported  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin,  upon  the 
ground  that  it  would  restrict  and  mini- 
mize the  effect  of  the  eldture  as  applied 
to  debates  of  that  House.  He  would 
not  follow  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man into  the  Party  attacks  introduced 
into  his  speech,  and  he  need  do  no  more 
than  echo  the  advice  given  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  that  the  first  duty  of  every 
Member  of  the  House  upon  this  subject 
was  not'to  his  Party,  nor  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  his  Party,  but  to  the  House 
itself — to  its  first  traditions,  and  to  its 
future  usefulness  and  dignity.  That  had 
been  his  feeling  in  approaching  the 
question.  He  had  approached  it,  as  he 
believed  most  hon.  Members  had,  with 


d  priori  repugnance  to  adopt  the  notion 
and  the  expedients  of  the  eldture ;  but 
he  had  been  forced  by  convictipn  to 
accept  the  conclusion  that,  with  the 
Amendments  which  the  Government  had 
now  accepted,  the  cidture  would  not  be 
open  to  the  objections  he  had  originally 
entertained  to  it,  and  that  nothing  less 
than  their  proposal  would  fulfil  the 
common  object  of  both  sides  of  the 
House.  He  had  been  deeply  impressed 
with  the  alarm  of  the  Opposition  with 
regard  to  the  effect  the  eldture  might 
have  on  future  occupants  of  the 
Speaker's  Chair.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  moved  the 
Amendment  had  said  that  the  eldture 
would  be  certain  to  be  abused,  and 
that  seemed  to  be  a  wide-spread  im- 
pression. He  was  prepared  to  agree 
with  that  impression,  with  a  reserve.  It 
was  true  that  a  power  once  granted 
would  be  used,  and  that  if  freely  and 
unrestrainedly  uded,  it  would  be  liable 
to  be  abused,  and  that  therefore  the 
eldture  without  a  check  would  be  liable 
to  be  abused.  To  his  mind  it  was  not 
so  much  a  question  of  the  eldture  pure 
and  simple  as  a  question  of  checks  upon 
the  right  of  voting  it.  The  Mover  of 
the  Amendment  had  said  the  Govern- 
ment proposal  would  be  a  gag  and  an 
outrage,  and  that  the  Opposition  would 
be  outlawed  if  it  were  carried  into  effect. 
The  Government  view  was  that  it  was 
not  to  put  down  Obstruction — it  was,  if 
it  could  be  fairly  done,  to  compress  de- 
bate— it  was  the  whole  object  of  the 
eldture  to  compress  debate.  He  would 
put  it  to  the  House  whether,  if  they 
could  secure  fairness  in  the  application 
of  the  eldture,  compression  of  the  debate 
might  not  be  attained  without  the  sup- 
pression of  any  view,  however  extreme? 
His  belief  was  that  compression  of  the 
debate  might  be  so  attained  without  the 
suppression  of  a  single  view  or  a  single 
illustration,  however  extreme,  and  that 
what  would  be  excluded  would  be  undue 
repetition  and  prolixity.  Thus  the  value 
and  weight  of  the  debate  would  be  in- 
creased without  detracting  from  its  fair- 
ness. There  were  two  proposals — one 
for  the  eldture  by  a  bare  majority,  and 
the  other  by  a  two- thirds'  majority.  Both 
the  Government  and  the  Opposition  were 
justified  to  a  great  extent  in  their  views 
of  the  course  they  were  adopting ;  but 
neither  had  kept  sufficiently  in  view  the 
rights  of  private  Members,  who  were 
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the  pioneers  of  all  improvements  in 
legislation  and  of  all  reforms.  Now, 
speaking  as  a  private  Member,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  cldture^  either  by  a  bare 
or  a  two-thirds'  majority,  might  have 
stopped  many  of  the  initiatory  move- 
ments of  private  Members  that  had  sub- 
sequently produced  great  results.  He 
had  always  objected,  and  should  con- 
tinue to  object,  to  the  eJdfure  by  a  bare 
majority,  or  by  any  majority  if  it  were 
without  check,  and  if  a  private  Member, 
who  by  patience  and  persistence  had 
obtained  the  occasion  he  desired  to  bring 
before  the  House  and  the  country  the 
convictions  perhaps  of  a  lifetime,  or,  it 
might  be,  to  express  the  mandate  of  his 
constituents,  was  not  allowed  the  reason- 
able hearing  to  which  he  was  entitled, 
and  which  no  majority  had  any  right  to 
deprive  him  of.  It  became  a  question, 
therefore,  of  what  checks  could  be  ap- 
plied to  the  cldture  to  prevent  such  an 
abuse.  The  evident  sense  of  the  House 
would,  more  often  than  not,  be  against 
the  private  Member,  and  therefore  that 
would  be  no  check  at  all.  It  would  be 
necessary,  therefore,  to  find  a  check 
outside  of  majorities  and  minorities. 
Indeed,  he  believed  that  two-thirds 
would  be  worse  than  a  bare  majority, 
for  if  a  bare  majority  of  I  were  suffi- 
cient, yet  the  Speaker  would  not  con- 
sider that  a  bare  majority  only  ratified 
his  action,  but  he  wou]d  wait  until  he 
was  sure  of  general  support;  on  the 
other  hand,  with  an  artificial  majority 
of  two-thirds,  the  Speaker  would  have 
no  scruple  whatever  in  acting,  but  would 
feel  impelled  to  close  the  debate  as  soon 
as  a  majority  of  the  Members  testified 
their  desire  for  it.  With  the  two-thirds' 
majority  there  would,  therefore,  be  no 
check,  and  the  rights  of  private  Mem- 
bers would  be  absolutely  disregarded. 
But  there  would  come  in  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  if 
power  was  given  him  to  decide  whether 
fair  opportunity  had  been  given  for  de- 
bate. The  Government  had  accepted 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey),  and  now  it 
would  practically  lie  with  the  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman,  as  the  case  might  bo, 
to  decide  whether  there  had  been  a  fair 
opportunity  of  debate.  With  a  slight 
verbal  alteration  of  the  Besolution  as 
thus  amended,  the  Speaker  or  the  Chair- 
man could  not  mistake  their  duty  never 
to  allow  the  eldture  unless  they  were  of 
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opinion  that  the  subject  had  been  folly 
and  sufficiently  discussed.  The  riglit 
hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  who  had 
moved  the  Amendment  bad  reguded 
the  Speaker  as  the  initiator  of  t£e  M> 
ture :  but  that  was  not  the  case.  Hm 
House  of  Commons  always  had  been 
able  to  manifest  their  opinion  that  the 
time  had  arrived  for  a  debate  to  termi- 
nate, and  it  was  only  when  similar  indi- 
cations were  manifested  in  the  futon 
that  the  responsibility  of  the  Speaker 
in  the  matter  would  arise.  It  was  nol 
true,  therefore,  that  the  responsibilitjof 
initiating  the  closure  of  a  debate  wonU 
belong  to  the  Speaker ;  the  true  state- 
ment being  that  it  belonged  to  the 
House,  and  that  a  veto  on  the  opiniim 
of  the  House  would  be  lodged  in  the 
hands  of  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of 
Committees.  Indeed,  it  was  inconoeiv- 
able  that  any  Speaker  or  Chairman  of 
Committees  would  take  the  responsibilitj 
of  declaring  that  a  debate  had  been 
adequately  discussed  when  the  whole  of 
the  Opposition  was  of  a  contrary  opi- 
nion and  demanded  the  right  of  further 
expression  of  their  views.  Bat,  as  the 
Prime  Minister  had  said,  the  power  in 
debate  should  not  be  left  in  the  handi 
of  the  Opposition.  The  power  of  put- 
ting an  end  to  debate  should  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  majority.  The  first  dutr 
of  the  Opposition  was  to  secure  full  and 
fair  discussion,  but  it  was  not  any  part 
of  their  duty  to  conduct  Public  Bosinetf. 
To  give  them  absolute  power  would  be 
to  give  them  a  power  to  which  they  had 
no  right,  and  to.  make  them  responsible 
for  that  which  was  not  their  own.  He 
believed  that  the  placing  of  power  in 
the  hands  of  the  Speaker  and  the  ma- 
jority would  secure  full  and  fair  debate; 
and  that  the  acceptance  of  the  two- 
thirds'  proposal  would  defeat  their  pur- 
pose of  compression  of  the  debatai. 
With  regard  to  the  Speaker  and  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  so  far  from  fearing 
the  result  of  these  Bules,  so  far  from 
fearing  that  they  would  be  made  the 
servants  of  the  majority  and  not  of  the 
House,  he  believed  the  Hules  would 
justly  define  and  greatly  strengthen 
their  position  as  impartial  Presidents  of 
the  debates  and  as  exponents  of  the 
views  of  the  collective  House,  and  ai 
the  best  protectors  of  the  interests  of 
minorities,  however  small. 

Lord  JOHN   MANNERS  said,  the 
question  raised  by  the  right  hon.  and 
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letraed  Member  for  the  TTniversity  of 

Ddblm  (Mr.   Gibson)  was  one  of  the 

SMMt  delicate  and  difficult  the  House 

Itad  erer  had   to  consider.     The  right 

lum.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 

liid  admitted  that  up  to  a  recent  period 

bdhad  been  opposea  to  the  Government 

noposal,  and  ne  had  pointed  out  that 

m  8(H»dled  safeguard  proposed  by  the 

Gofernment  was  really  no  safeguard  at 

aL  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  spoke 

as  the  champion  of  private  Members,  had 

said  that  the  object  of  the  Eule  was  to 

compress  debate ;  but  how  could  debate 

be  compressed,   except  where   private 

Members  were  concerned  ?    He  said  he 

spoke  as  a  private  Member.    No  doubt, 

he  did  in  some  sense ;   but  he  was   a 

prominent  Member  of  the  House,  with 

an  official  prefix  to  his  name,  and  was 

not,  therefore,   in  the  position  of  an 

ordinary  private  Member.    The  private 

Member  who  would  be  pressed  out  of 

the  debate  would  not  be  a  Gentleman 

like  him  who  had  occupied  an  official 

Kiitionin  this  House ;  but  those  private 
embers  who  had  not  yet  made  their 
mark  on  the  Becords  of  the  House,  but 
who  were  anxious  to  come  forward  and 
oommnnicate  the  result  of  their  cogita- 
tions for  the  benefit  of  hon.  Members 
generally.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  farther  said  that  he  wished  that 
the  rights  of  private  Members  should 
be  respected,  and  that  he  saw  nothing 
in  the  proposal  of  the  Government  but 
what  would  protect  them.  If  that  was 
w,  the  Besolution  would  be  a  dead 
letter,  because  if  every  private  Member 
who  wished  to  speak  had  contributed 
lus  quota  to  their  deliberations,  what 
was  the  use  of  cldiure  ?  There  would  be 
nobody  left  who  wanted  to  protract  the 
debate.  The  fact  was,  that  if  the  words 
were  a  real  protection  to  private  Mem- 
j>«n  they  were  fatal  to  the  cldiure,  and 
if  the  ddture  was  to  be  applied,  then  he 
namtained  they  would  be  fatal  to  pri- 
vate Members.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
ttftn  said  that  the  evident  sense  of 
tbe  House  would  be  brought  to  the 
Botice  of  the  Speaker  by  the  established 
mode  of  making  the  wish  of  the  House 
bowu — namely,  by  organized  clamour, 
^Uoh  had  hitherto  succeeded  in  stop- 
pbff  discussion  at  the  proper  time.  But 
u  the  wish  of  the  House  could  be 
»de  known  by  organized  clamour,  why 
vas  it  necessary  to  make  any  change 
h  flie  Bules  of  the  House  ?    He  now 


turned  to  the  speech  of  the  head  of 
the  Government.  The  Prime  Minister 
last  night  devoted  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  time  to  explain  the  reason 
why  in  August  last  he  departed  from 
the  proposal  he  had  made  in  May.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  that  explanation 
went  a  very  little  way  indeed  towards 
explaining  the  extreme  vehemence  with 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
nounced up  hill  and  down  dale  the 
very  proposal  to  which  he  had  assented 
in  May.  If  it  were  true,  as  was  con- 
tended last  night  with  such  exuberant 
eloquence  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  the  Amendment  of  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  would  sacrifice 
the  rights  of  those  small  minorities  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ascribed 
so  much  of  the  present  freedom  and 
prosperityof  the  country — if  this  Amend- 
ment would  sacrifice,  not  only  the  rights 
of  these  small  minorities,  but  the  incon- 
testable rights  of  the  majority,  and 
would  be  a  fatal  impediment  to  the  pro- 
gress of  Business — how  came  it  that  in 
May  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
proposed  to  accept  it  ?  What  had  hap- 
pened in  the  interval  to  produce  these 
wonderful  changes  in  the  views  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman?  The  only  ex- 
planation he  gave  was  that  in  May  he 
was  prepared  to  accept  the  Amendment 
in  the  hope  that  it  might  facilitate  the 
passing  of  one,  or  possibly  two,  particu- 
lar measures.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  I  said 
I  would  adopt  it  experimentally.]  But 
if  adopted  at  all  it  would  become  a 
Standing  Order  of  the  House.  Every- 
thing was  experimental.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  suppose  that  if  this  Eule 
were  made  a  Standing  Order  it  could  be 
anything  more  than  experimental  ?  The 
Bule,  though  experimental,  would  have 
become  a  Standing  Order.  In  May  last, 
therefore,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
prepared  to  risk  all  the  odium,  all  the 
dangers,  all  the  inconsistencies,  and  all 
the  inconveniences  which  he  enlarged 
upon  at  such  length  last  night,  in  order 
to  pass  one  or,  at  most,  two  measures. 
If  they  had  charged  the  right  hon.  Ghen- 
tleman  with  having  been  willing  to 
sacrifice  the  potential  rights  of  small 
minorities  and  the  absolute  rights  of 
majorities  and  of  Governments  for  the 
chance  of  facilitating  the  passage  of  one 
or  two  Government  measures  in  a  special 
Session  of  Parliament,  with  what  in- 
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dignation  would  that  charge  have  been 
repelled ;  and  yet  it  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  who   brought   that 
charge  against  himself,  and   who  had 
convicted  himself  of  inconceivable  levity. 
That   being  the  only  justification  sug- 
gested by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
his  extraordinary  change  of  front,  what 
were    the    allegations  which  his    sup- 
porters had  put  forward  in   favour   of 
cldture  by  bare  majority  and  against  the 
proposal  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  ?  They 
were  of  the  most  vague  and   general 
character.     Tlie  hon.  Member  for  North 
Northamptonshire  (Mr.  R.  Spencer) — to 
whose  graceful  commencement   of   his 
career  in  that  House  he   had  listened 
with  great  pleasure — said  that  a  disease 
which   was  eating  out  the  life  of  the 
House  required  that  tremendous  ope- 
ration, and   the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
cheered  that  statement.     Was  it  true,  in 
any  real  sense  of  the  word,  that  since 
the  month  of  May  that  great  evil  had 
developed  itself  ?   Because  he  must  con- 
tend that  by  the  action  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  they  must   look  to 
the  transactions  that  had  occurred  since 
May  to  justify  the  change  in  the  position 
of  the  Government.     Nothing  that  he 
knew  of  had  occurred  to  justify  it  be- 
tween May   and  August.     They  were, 
indeed,  told  generally  that  the  last  Ses- 
sion was  a  barren  one.     He  demurred 
to  that  statement,  it  was  not  correct  in 
fact ;  but,  even  if  it   were   correct,  he 
said  that  fault  was  not  the  fault  of  the 
long-suffering  House  of  Commons,  but 
directly  that  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site had  the  management  of  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  as  its  Leader.  During 
the  last  Session  they  had  the  episode  of 
Mr.    Bradlaugh*s    attempting    to    take 
his  seat.      They   were  now  referred  to 
the  evident  sense  of  the   House  as   a 
guide  to  the  Speaker's  conduct  in  apply- 
ing the   ol6turs.     Was  the   right   hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Leader  of  the  House, 
ignorant  of  what  was  its  evident  sense 
as  to  the  claim  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.     The 
right   hon.   Gentleman  completely  lost 
touch  of  the  House  on  that  matter,  and 
most    valuable  tiuio    was    lost  by  his 
bungling  and  inefiioient  treatment  of  it. 
Again,  in  the  middle  of  their  discus- 
sions on  those  very  Bules  of  Procedure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  fit  to 
interpolate  a  totally  unnecessary    and 
unjustifiable   attack   on  the    House  of 
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Lords,  and  that  involved  the  waste  of 
a  valuable  fortnight  in  the  most  im- 
portant period  of  the  Session.    Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  turned  round  on 
the  unfortunate  House  of  CommonB,  and 
said — ''  You  are  afBicted  with  an  almost 
incurable  malady  with  which  nothing 
but  the  knife  can  deal."    He  denied  that 
altogether,  and   said  that  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  conduct  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  in  a  different  manner 
he  would  find  that  measures  of  import- 
ance would  be  satisfactorily  discussed 
and  disposed  of.     Gentlemen  opposite, 
in  arguing  that  question,  omitted  alto- 
gether those  two  important  Irish  mea- 
sures, on  which,    no   doubt,    last  Ses- 
sion a  considerable  time  was  employed. 
He  did  not  enter  now  into  their  merits; 
but  no  one  could  deny  that  they  were 
very  large  measures  bristling  with  points 
of  contention    from   beginning  to  end. 
Those  measures  were  discussed  at  some 
length,  but  not  at  a  length  that  could 
be  justly  complained  of,  and  they  be- 
came law.     Were  there  no  other  mea- 
sures passed?      He   called   into  Court 
the  Liberal  Member  for  the  County  of 
Worcester  (Mr.  Hastings),  who  was  Pre- 
sident of  the  Social  Science  Association, 
and  who,  in  a  recent  speech,  characteriied 
two  of  the  measures  passed  last  Session 
as  being  of  the  very  greatest  importance, 
especially  pointing  out  that  one  of  them 
contained  the  most  beneficent  and  wise 
provisions    embodied   in    any  measure 
affecting  the  land  of  the  United  "Ssog- 
dom  that  had  become  law  for  300  years. 
Did  those  Bills  meet  with  anything  lihe 
factious  Obstruction  ?     Both  the  Settled 
Estates  Bill  and  the  Married  Women's 
Property    BiJl    were    discussed  in  the 
calmest  manner,  and   received  the  ge- 
neral approbation  of  both  sides  of  ue 
House.     Again,  when  the  dawdling  and 
bungling  policy  of  the  Government  had 
landed  them  in  a  war,  which  was  not  a 
war,  with  Egypt,  and  the  Gt)vemment 
had  to  ask  late  in  the  Session  for  an 
additional  l^d,  ou  the  Income  Tax,  did 
any  section  of  the  House  manifest  any 
Obstruction,  or  evince  a  disposition  to 
contest  that  unsatisfactory  demand  in  any 
way  not  justified  by  precedent  and  &ir 
play?  Nothing  of  the  kind.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  no  set  of  sheep  ever  remained 
more  quiet  and  dumb  before  their  sheareit 
than  the  House  of  Commons  under  that 
proposal  to  increase  the  Income  Tax. 
He  denied,  then,  that  in  the  lastSessioB 
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— the  only  one  which  they  could  allow 
to  influence  their  discussion — there  was 
any  justification  for  that  tremendous 
drastic  remedy.  But  would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  go  back  and  say  that  for 
Bome  years  past  that  malady  had  been 
noticed  and  called  for  the  application  of 
that  remedy  ?  Why,  up  to  1880  they 
had  the  hon.  Gentleman's  own  written 
statements  that  no  such  case  had  arisen, 
and  they  had  his  vindication  of  what 
acme  of  them  mieht  have  thought  the 
unduly  protracted  character  of  their 
debates.  Up  to  1880  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  unconscious  of  any  jus- 
tification for  the  cldture.  In  the  first 
Session  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Government  he  passed  every  measure 
which  he  chose  to  introduce,  including 
that  most  unnecessary,  and,  if  unces- 
sary,  then  unjustifiable,  one,  according 
to  his  own  showing — the  Supplementary 
Budget,  by  which  an  extra  Id,  was, 
without  any  just  cause,  added  to  the 
Income  Tax.  In  the  next  Session,  no 
doubt,  a  limited  section  of  the  House 
offered  considerable  opposition  to  a  mea- 
sure which  the  Government  and  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Eorster)  thought  essential  to  the  preser- 
vation of  life  and  property  in  Ireland. 
But  that  was  the  isolated  opposition  of 
an  individual  section  of  the  House,  and 
could  be  far  more  properly  dealt  with 
under  the  head  of  Obstruction,  which 
they  were  told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
that  proposal  of  the  eldture.  Therefore 
he  denied,  speaking  broadly,  that  a 
general  case  of  gross  inc§ipacity  and  in- 
competency on  the  part  of  the  House 
had  been  made  out.  He  admitted  that 
under  happier  auspices  and  better  ar- 
rangements last  Session,  or  the  Ses- 
sion before,  an  additional  measure  or 
two  might  have  been  passed;  but  he 
denied  that  any  justification  had  been 
established  for  that  great  and  drastic  in- 
novation on  the  freedom  of  debate  which 
they  had  heretofore  enjoyed.  He  came 
now  to  the  objections  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  Amendment  of 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Gibson).  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  complained  that  it  was  a  great 
and  signal  innovation  on  all  the  consti- 
tuted traditions  and  regulations  of  the 
House — that  aproportionate  and  artificial 
majority  was  an  innovation.  Well,  was 
it  f    Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him* 


self  abstain  last  year  from  asking  the 
House  to  vote  Urgency  by  a  proportion- 
ate majority  ?  He  thought  not.  Then, 
what  became  of  his  allegation  that  the; 
proposal  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  was  a  thing  unheard  of  in 
Parliamentary  history  ?  It  was  no  such 
thing.  But,  if  it  was  an  innovation,  in 
what  respect  was  it  more  an  innovation 
than  the  Resolution  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman?  How  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  get  at  his  figures  of  100  and 
200  ?  What  precedent  would  he  find  to 
establish  the  fact  that  those  arithmetical 
puzzles  of  his  own  were  not  an  innova- 
tion on  the  House's  Forms  of  Procedure, 
and  that  the  arithmetical  proposal  of 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was 
an  innovation  that  must  be  resisted  to 
the  death?  He  could  not  understand 
why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
pitched  upon  the  number  SOO.  On  one 
side  of  that  number  every  safeguard 
was  to  be  accorded  to  minorities ;  on  the 
other,  none  at  all  were  to  be  given. 
Why  was  this  ?  What  precedent  of  the 
least  weight  could  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman assign  for  this  singular  demar- 
cation by  the  imaginary  boundary  of 
the  figure  200,  and  what  argument 
could  possibly  be  advanced  in  its  sup- 
port ?  He  contended  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  so  far  from  being  inconsistent 
with  the  Eesolution  of  the  Government, 
was,  in  fact,  an  almost  necessary  com- 
plement to  it.  It  accepted  the  scheme 
of  the  Besolution,  giving  protection 
against  the  cldlure  according  to  numbers, 
and  might,  therefore,  be  regarded  as 
being  really  and  truly  a  touchstone  of 
the  sincerity  of  the  declarations  of  the 
Government  and  their  supporters  on  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House.  What, 
according  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
was  the  object  of  tne  Besolution  ?  He 
did  not  say  last  night,  whatever  might 
have  been  said  on  a  previous  occasion 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  that 
the  intention  of  the  Government  was 
to  gag  and  muzzle  Her  Majesty's  Op- 
position; on  the  contrary,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  his  object  was 
that  the  evident  sense  of  the  House 
should  be  gathered,  not  £rom  one  side, 
but  from  both  sides ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  to  give  force  to  his  state- 
ment, went  on  to  say  that  he  assumed 
what  might  happen  would  be  this — 
when  a  debate  had  been  formally  termi. 
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natod  by  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
tor  on  the  one  side,  and  that  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  on  the  other, 
and  when  it  had  been  arrang^ed  on  both 
sides  that  the  debate  should  close,  some 
fussy  private  Member  would  rise  be- 
tween 1  and  2  in  the  morning,  and, 
against  the  evident  sense  of  the  House, 
insist  upon  being  heard.  The  object 
the  Government  had  in  view — snid  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman — was  to  meet  that 
state  of  things  by  tlie  absolute  cldtur^y 
because  Members  of  the  Government  on 
the  one  side,  and  the  Leaders  of  the 
Opposition  on  the  other,  would  bo  so 
much  indisposed  to  show  themselves 
opposed  to  the  pretentions  of  the  in- 
dividual Member  who  was  breaking 
through  the  understanding  come  to  be- 
tween the  two  sides  of  the  House  that 
they  would  not  wish  to  appear  in  the 
Division  Lobby  in  favour  of  the  cloture. 
That  was  a  most  extraordinary  argu- 
ment. Was  it  not  notorious  that  against 
Gentlemen  who  rose  to  prolong  debates 
at  unearthly  hours  the  House  knew  per- 
fectly well  how  to  protect  itself?  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  really  thought 
that  that  was  not  so,  let  the  cJ6ture  be 
applied,  as  he  was  about  to  propose, 
under  the  protection  of  the  ballot,  so 
that  nervous  and  timorous  Leaders  on 
both  sides  might  end  a  debate  when  they 
thought  fit,  and  so  protect  themselves 
and  the  House  against  the  preten- 
sions of  the  intrusive  private  1^1  ember. 
That,  however,  with  all  respect  for  the 
Prime  Minister,  could  not  be  the  only 
object  of  the  Government  in  proposing 
this  absolute  cldture^  and  the  observa- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down,  coupled  with  what 
had  formerly  been  said  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  sufficed  to  con- 
vince him  that  other  and  further  de- 
signs were  to  be  accomplished  by  the  Go- 
vernment proposal.  And,  foreseeing  those 
designs,  and  knowing  what  they  were,  the 
Opposition  was  naturally  resolved  to  re- 
sist, and,  if  possible,  to  defeat  them.  If 
the  cloture  were  established  in  the  form 
proposed  by  the  Government,  and  if,  as 
was  undoubtedly  intended,  it  were  used 
on  great  Party  questions,  several  results, 
which  had  been  well  pourtrayed  by 
various  speakers,  would  inevitably  fol- 
low. In  the  first  place,  the  position  and 
influence  of  the  House  of  Lords  would 
be  much  enhanced  ;  and  that  would  not 
be  an  unmixed  evil,  though,  as  it  could 
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only  follow  a  diminution  of  the  respect 
in  which  the  House  of  Commons  had 
hitherto  been  held,  he  should  deeply 
deplore  it.  When  Astnea  was  banished 
from  this  sublunary  sphere,  she  took 
refuge  in  the  higher  regions;  and  he 
could  not  doubt  that  when  freedom  of 
debate  had  fled  from  the  House  of 
Commons,  it  would  seek  a  safe  asylum 
in  the  other  Chamber.  The  other  in- 
convenience which  he  foresaw  was  un- 
questionably an  unmixed  evil,  and  was 
nothing  less  than  the  instability  of 
all  the  legislative  efforts  of  the  House. 
With  the  conviction  once  established 
that  great  changes  had  been  accom- 
plished without  the  full  and  free  discus- 
sion to  which  they  had  hitherto  been  sub- 
jected, there  would  be  endless  attempts 
to  change  recent  legislation,  and  a  state 
of  constant  and  violent  fluctuation  would 
be  produced  which  it  had  hitherto  been 
the  pride  and  safeguard  of  the  country 
to  avoid.  Such  would  be  the  all  but 
certain  results  of  cldture  by  a  bare  ma- 
jority. The  pathetic  and  eloquent  speech 
of  the  Prime  Minister  on  Tuesday  night 
contained  a  passage  of  a  prophetic  cha- 
racter, to  the  effect  that  this  was  one  of 
his  last  ofiicial  attempts  to  guide  the 
destinies  of  this  country.  For  his  own 
part,  he  should  deeply  regret  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  by  his  action  to- 
wards the  close  of  his  illustrious  and 
brilliant  career,  should  have  done  any- 
thing to  shake  the  confidence  of  the 
House  and  the  country  in  the  impar- 
tiality of  those  who  presided  over  the 
debates,  and  should  have  rendered  H 
impossible  in  the  future  for  the  Opposi- 
tion and  the  Government  to  share  the 
joint  responsibility  which  they  had  hi- 
therto borne  for  the  fullness,  the  fai^ 
ness,  and  the  dignity  of  the  debates  and 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
said,  he  thought  that  the  criticisms  and 
reproaches  used  against  the  Government 
did  not  beseem  the  lips  of  hon.  Mem* 
hers  opposite.  He  was  sorry  -  that  ths 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  John  Man- 
ners) had  helped  the  House  out  of  none 
of  its  difficulties.  Yesterday,  at  5 
o'clock,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  and  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  (Sir  Stafford  North* 
cote)  had  come  down  to  the  House,  like 
Herod  and  Drusilla,  with  much  pomp 
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and  ceremony,  to  initiate  the  disoussion, 
and  to  announce,  as  they  practically  had 
done,  that,  if  they  did  not  die  on  the 
floor  of  the  Houbo  in  defence  of  its  li- 
berties, the  occasion  was  one  of  the 
grayest  in  the  history  of  the  country, 
and  that  no  one  who  loved  the  Constitu- 
tion would  refuse  to  follow  their  lead, 
but  that  they  should  separate  themselves 
from  their  friends  and  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  About  an  hour 
later  he  read  in  the  November  number 
of  The  Fortnightly  Review  certain  reflec- 
tions on  the  position  of  the  Party  oppo- 
site in  re^rd  to  the  question  of  the 
ddture.  The  articles  which  he  read — 
or  rather,  the  article,  for  they  were  vir- 
tually two  compressed  into  one,  was  re- 
puted to  be  the  work  of  a  retired  diplo- 
matist, a  discontented  lawyer,  and  a 
Scotch  metaphysician,  under  the  politi- 
cal editorship  of  a  noble  Lord  who,  he 
supposed,  aspired  to  play  the  part  of 
literary  patron,  as  it  was  played  in  the 
last  century  to  Wilkes  by  the  eminent 
owner  of  the  historical  house  of  Stowe. 
In  those  articles,  he  found  that  he  was 
expressly  warned  against  the  blandish- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin,  who  was  denounced  in 
them  as  a  lawyer  and  an  Irishman  of 
Irishmen ;  and  the  writer  proceeded  to 
say— 

"Mr.  Gibson,  with  all  his  ability,  labours 
under  onegreat  disadvantage.  He  is  Member 
for  the  XJniyerrity  of  Dublin,  and,  conse- 
quently, is  necessarily  in  no  g^reater  communi- 
cation or  sympathy  with  English,  or  even  with 
Irish  popular  constituencies,  than  if  he  were 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Keys  or  the  States 
of  Jersey." 

He  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  was  in 
hopes  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
John  Manners)  would  have  taken  the 
trouble  to  have  told  them  something 
which  would  have  helped  them  out  of 
the  difficulty  they  were  now  experi- 
encing, by  explaining  under  which  King 
the  Opposition  were  to  range  themselves 
— who  were  the  safe  guides — which  were 
the  true  views,  those  put  forward  from 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  or  those 
put  forward  officiously  by  others ;  but 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  attempt  to  re- 
move the  ambiguity. 

LoKD  JOHN  MANNEB8 :  I  have  not 
seen  the  article  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
fmades. 


Lord  EDMOND  FITZMATJEICE 
said,  he  could  assure  the  noble  Lord  and 
all  scholars,  that  they  would  find  it  very 
instructive  and  entertaining  reading  in- 
deed, and  the  noble  Lord's  Colleagues 
would  also  find  it  instructive.  The 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gibson),  if  it  did  not 
show  that  he  was  as  well  acquainted 
with  that  House,  as  with  the  House  of 
Keys,  or  the  States  of  Jersey,  it  was 
nevertheless  interspersed  with  points 
which  seemed  to  overstrain  the  argu- 
ment, and  which  were  contradictory  one 
of  the  other.  With  regard  to  the  safe- 
guards in  the  Besolution  of  the  Govern- 
ment, they  had  been  introduced  out  of 
deference  to  the  ruling  of  the  Speaker. 
Admitting  that  there  might  be  circum- 
stances  in  which  it  would  be  difficult  to 
determine  what  was  the  ''evident  sense 
of  the  House,"  and  further,  admitting 
the  possibility  that  the  decision  of  the 
Chair  might  be  overruled,  it  was  infi- 
nitely more  probable  that,  if  the  House 
were  to  decide  by  a  majority  of  two- 
thirds,  there  might  be  circumstances  in 
which  the  decision  of  the  Chair  would 
be  overruled.  If  the  risk  was  a  possible 
one  in  one  case,  it  was  a  probable  one 
in  the  other.  The  best  part  of  the  Be- 
solution was  the  safeguards.  Person- 
ally, he  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice) 
would  be  perfectly  willing  to  accept  the 
eldture,  as  it  was  called,  by  a  bare  ma- 
jority, without  those  safeguards;  but, 
as  they  had  been  put  in  to  meet  the  cri- 
ticisms which  had  been  brought  for- 
ward, he  should  vote  for  them.  What, 
however,  he  did  not  understand  was 
why  hon.  Members  opposite,  and  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in 
particular,  should  be  so  tremendously 
anxious  to  drive  a  eoach  -  and  -  four 
through  those  safeguards,  which  went 
in  the  direction  of  the  Amendment,  and 
had  been  inserted  in  the  Besolution  to 
meet  the  sort  of  views  which  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  were  supposed  to  hold. 
He  felt  perfectly  certain  thai,  if  the 
Prime  Minister  had  chosen  any  other 
set  of  figures,  there  would  have  been  a 
bundle  of  objections  to  them  on  the  part 
of  the  Opposition,  just  as  there  was  to 
the  figures  he  had  introduced.  It  might 
just  as  well  be  asked  why  a  quorum  was 
not  39  or  41  instead  of  40.  Looking  at 
the  question  from  a  common-sense  point 
of  view,  he  should  say  that  a  House 
where  200  Members  voted  for  the  eldture 
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was,  to  borrow  the  phrase  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  ''  a  full  House,"  and  a  House 
in  a  position  and  in  the  capacity  to  exer- 
cise the  rights  of  the  whole  House,  and 
saying  that  the  debate  should  terminate. 
The  arguments  of  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site all  turned  in  this  direction.  It  was 
absurd  to  say  that  the  question  had 
been  under  discussion  10  months;  but 
that  was  nothing  to  the  exaggeration 
under  which  the  House  was  told  it  must 
look  forward  to  the  fact  that,  in  the 
future,  they  would  have  a  Speaker 
they  could  not  trust ;  that  the  Minister 
would  be  t3rrannical  and  despotic ;  and 
that  he  would  be  supported  by  a  servile 
majority ;  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Edward  Clarke) 
drew  a  picture  of  the  *'  horrible  danger  " 
in  which  the  Parliamentary  institutions  of 
the  country  would  be  placed  if  the  Re- 
solution were  passed.  A  year  hence  such 
opinions  would  surprise  those  who  had 
uttered  them.  He  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice)  was  convinced  that  if  that  great 
man  who  passed  away  last  year  now  sat 
as  Leader  of  the  Opposition  he  would 
have  been  the  last  to  have  used  the 
argument  they  had  heard  used,  because 
it  amounted  to  this — that  the  more  popu- 
lar institutions  were  extended  the  more 
was  the  House  degraded,  and  it  would 
have  found  no  favour  with  the  author 
of  the  Bepresentation  of  the  People  Act. 
That  contention  argued  an  absolute  want 
of  sympathy  and  of  trust  in  the  future 
of  England  which  he  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice)  entirely  rejected,  and  which 
he  believed  was  hardly  shared  by  a 
single  person  on  the  Liberal  side.  What- 
ever his  faults  or  his  virtues,  one  thing 
at  least  distinguished  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
and  that  was  his  great  trust  in  the 
people  and  in  that  House  which  repre- 
sented the  people.  But  he  (Lord  Ed- 
mond Fitzmaurice)  believed  that  these 
unworthy  exaggerations  on  the  part  of 
hon.  Members  opposite,  raised  in  the 
turmoil  of  debate,  and  becoming  de- 
fined by  frequent  repetition,  would  pass 
away  with  the  adoption  of  the  Resolu- 
tion, as  adopted  it  would  be,  and  when 
the  moment  for  calmer  consideration 
arrived.  Hon.  Members  would  revert  to 
the  present  nobler  and  purer  principles 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield — a  trust  in  and 
sympathy  with  the  people  of  this  country 
— and  they  would  cease  to  talk  about  a 
dishonest  Speaker  and  a  servile  House, 
arguments  which  nobody  in  his  calmer 
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moments  could  believe,  unless,  indeed, 
it  happened  to  be  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton). 
Taking  this  into  consideration,  they  had, 
therefore,  a  right  to  ask  hon.  Memben 
opposite  to  reconsider  their  position.  Did 
they  really  believe  that  this  Rule  of 
closure  would  bring  about  the  overthrow 
of  Parliamentary  institutions?  The  Home 
was  told  that  the  Conservative  Paitj 
wished  to  restore  the  dignity  of  the 
House,  and  to  put  down  Obstruction  u 
much  as  the  Liberal  Party.  But  if  tiiey 
desired  the  end,  they  must  desire  the 
means ;  and  it  was  difficult  to  find  out 
what  they  wanted,  for  when  a  means 
was  proposed  to  that  end  the  OppositioB 
overwhelmed  them  with  floods  of  cri- 
ticism. There  was  the  expressed  opi- 
nion of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  as 
to  a  two-thirds'  majority.  Was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  still  of  the  same  opi- 
nion ?  And,  if  not,  why  had  he  changed 
his  opinions?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Edward 
Clarke),  after  dwelling  on  the  '*  horrible" 
danger  of  the  eldiure^  said — *'  Oh,  yoor 
Prime  Minister  has  in  preparation  a 
terrible  bundle  of  revolutionary  mea- 
sures." He  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice) 
and  all  the  other  supporters  of  the  Mi- 
nistry were  perfectly  prepared  to  answer 
the  challenge  conveyed  in  that  innendo. 
He  was  glad  to  know  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  been  taken  into  a 
confidence  which  had  not  been  vondi- 
safed  to  the  Members  of  the  Liberal 
Party.  But  what  were  those  measuree, 
and  what  was  the  fact  ?  The  fact  wafl^ 
the  measuresmost  blocked  and  obstructed 
this  year  were  all  useful  Business  mea- 
sures, upon  which  it  was  hard  to  raise 
Party  spirit,  and  which  were  delayed 
and  frustrated  by  repeated  and  prolix 
talk.  Who  could  say  that  the  Oovem- 
ment  proposals  of  this  Session  were  re- 
volutionary ?  —  the  reform  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  City,  County  Qovem- 
ment.  Consolidation  of  the  Law,  Bank- 
ruptcy, Floods.  He  should  have  thought 
that  such  subjects  would  have  especiiuly 
appealed  to  the  Party  opposite  and  the 
great  agricultural  interests.  Were  these 
the  measures  devised  in  the  dark  and 
hidden  counsels  of  the  Prime  Minister? 
It  was  difficult  to  speak  seriously  of 
such  a  style  of  argument.  The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  John  Manners)  had  told 
them  that  there  had  been  plenty  of 
legislation  passed  by  the  House  to  prove 
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that  the  proposals  now  being  made  were 
Bot  wanted,  and  he  instanced  the  Settled 
Brtates  Bill  and  the  Married  Women's 
Piroperty  Act.  It  was  notorious  that 
ihese  measures  were  irbt  discussed  at 
•IL  The  first  was  allowed  to  go  quietly 
Aroagh  the  House  by  a  wise  conspiracy 
of  silence  at  about  2.30  a.m.  Hardly  a 
word  was  said  as  to  the  second,  and  it 
was  only  just  saved  from  an  untimely 
tnJte  at  the  end  of  the  Session,  it  having 
been  blocked  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oavan  (Mr.  Biggar).  It  was  then  alleged 
tibat  the  freedom  of  discussion  would  be 
prevented  by  organized  clamour,  and, 
with  respect  to  that  point,  he  did  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Plymouth.  Of  his  own  know- 
ledge, he  could  say  that  the  present 
House  was  much  more  tolerant  with 
zeffard  to  hearing  Members  than  the  un- 
rm>rmed  House.  Members  then  yielded 
when  it  was  found  that  both  sides  of  the 
Efense  were  shouting  at  them ;  but  when 
20  or  30  Members,  desirous  of  being 
looked  upon  as  patriots  in  their  own 
country,  combined  to  consider  it  a  glory 
and  not  a  shame  to  be  thus  treated,  that 
form  of  closure  became  impossible,  for 
there  were  no  available  means  of  re- 
ducing such  Members  to  obedience  in 
socorcUmce  with  the  wishes  of  the  House ; 
and  the  present  Besolutions  became 
aecessary,  and  were  the  result  of  de- 
liberations instituted  to  find  a  remedy. 
[t  was  because  the  present  Bules  had 
hopelessly  broken  down  that  it  was 
necessary  to  pass  these  New  Bules. 
Legislation  was  at  a  deadlock.  If,  then, 
they  desired  the  end,  they  must  possess 
the  means.  He  did  not  believe  the 
doBure  would  be  often  used ;  but,  like 
the  law,  which  often  prevented  the  com- 
mission of  crimes  which  would  other- 
wise be  committed,  the  fact  of  its 
existence  would  diminish  the  necessity 
for  its  use.  He  believed  that  the  Prime 
Minister,  in  proposing  the  closure,  was 
actuated  only  by  the  highest  purposes 
an4  purest  desires;  and  he  believed  the 
whole  Ministerial  Party  was  singularly 
imited  on  the  question.  He  had  read 
excited  statements  from  London  cor- 
respondents of  Provincial  newspapers 
about  the  moderate  Liberals,  or  Whigs, 
as  they  were  called,  differing  in  opinion 
from  the  rest  of  the  Party.  Speaking 
for  himself,  and  for  what,  he  believed, 
was  the  opinion  of  many  of  his  personal 
acquaintances,  he  was  firmly  convinced  I 


that,  if  there  were,  or  had  been,  one 
body  of  men  more  strongly  united  in 
the  wish  to  see  this  Besolution  of  a  bare 
majority  carried,  it  was  that  section  of 
the  House.  The  moderate  Liberals  were, 
above  all  things,  a  Party  of  good  go- 
vernment and  of  order.  The  disorder 
which  existed  in  the  House,  whether  it 
came  from  some  old-fashioned  Tories,  or 
from  a  section  of  the  Irish  Members, 
proceeded  from  that  kind  of  anarchy 
which,  above  all  things,  was  most 
abhorrent  to  the  mind  of  a  moderate 
Liberal.  The  cause  of  liberty  was  in- 
separably connected  with  the  cause  of 
order ;  to  destroy  the  one  was  to  strike 
a  fatal  blow  at  the  other.  If  the  Op- 
position fancied,  from  these  absurd 
stories  and  calumnies  on  the  moderate 
Liberals,  that  there  was  the  smallest 
chance  of  their  obtaining  any  co-opera- 
tion or  assistance  in  turning  out  the 
Prime  Minister  upon  this  question,  they 
were  calculating  without  their  host,  ana 
they  had  made  one  more  mistake  in  that 
long  and  melancholy  string  of  blunders, 
so  clearly  and  forcibly  set  forth  to  the 
country  in  the  November  number  of  The 
Forinightly  Eeview,  which  was  reputed, 
as  he  said  before,  to  be  the  joint  pro- 
duction of  a  noble  Lord — a  retired 
diplomatist,  a  disappointed  lawyer,  and 
a  Scotch  metaphysician.  He  had  seen 
articles  in  The  Standard^  day  after  day, 
in  which  the  writer  asked — **  What  will 
the  Prime  Minister  do?"  That  ques- 
tion was  repeated  in  tones  of  despair,  as 
if  nobody  could  answer  it.  He  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  ventured  to  reply 
to  it.  The  Prime  Minister  would  carry 
this  Besolution.  He  would  carry  it 
against  the  wishes  of  hon.  Members 
opposite,  but  with  the  united  support 
of  the  whole  of  his  own  Party,  and  with 
the  goodwill  and  approval  of  every  lover 
of  order  and  liberty  in  this  great  and 
historic  land. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  thought  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  just  sat  down  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  had  probably  re- 
minded the  House  and  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  of  the  necessity  of  before  long 
filling  up  the  vacant  places  in  the  Cabi- 
net, and  of  the  existence  of  the  noble 
Lord.  It  was  said  that  there  was  joy 
over  a  sinner  that  repenteth;  but  he 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  flailed  to 
notice  any  ecstacy  in  the  ranks  of  the 
Liberal  Party  at  the  promise  of  the  noble 
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Lord  to  support  the  Government  on  this 
Besolution.  The  noble  Lord  appeared 
unable  to  address  the  House  without 
previously  studying  the  monthly  maga- 
zines ;  but,  on  the  present  occasion,  he 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
have  done  much  better  if  he  had  ad- 
dressed himself  to  the  subject  before  the 
House  rather  than  to  some  article  which 
he  said  he  had  read  in  The  Fortnightly  Re- 
rietp.  It  occurred  to  him  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  that  possibly  the  noble  Lord 
was  interested  in  the  success  of  that  new 
enterprize,  and  took  this  opportunity  of 
advertising  it.  As  he  was  told  that  that 
was  a  very  silly  and  acrimonious  article, 
he  thought  it  was  very  probably  the 
work  of  some  spiteful  Whig — possibly, 
even  of  the  noble  Lord  himself.  He 
here  parted  company  with  the  noble 
Lord,  and  would  go  on  to  observe  that 
ho  thought  the  House  ought  to  recognize, 
in  a  very  marked  manner,  the  generosity 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  who,  having  satis- 
fied himself,  through  the  instrumentality 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Flint- 
shire (Lord  Kichard  Grosvenor),  that, 
without  doubt,  he  possessed  the  com- 
mand of  a  substantial  majority,  in  hav- 
ing informed  the  House  that  it  was  no 
question  of  want  of  confidence  in  the  Go- 
vernment, that  all  pressure  was  relaxed, 
and  that  every  Member  might  speak  and 
vote  as  he  pleased  ;  and,  as  he  was  now 
assured  that  there  was  no  fear  of  a  Mi- 
nisterial crisis  through  the  action  of  any 
private  Member,  he  would  like  to  ask 
the  House  to  give  him  its  attention  for  a 
few  moments  while  he  addressed  himself 
to  the  Amendment.  What  struck  him 
most  in  the  remarkable  speech  of  the 
Prime  Minister  was  the  vivid  picture 
which  he  drew,  with  prophetic  eye,  of 
the  race  of  Speakers  of  that  House  of 
the  future.  It  appeared  that  they  had 
been  entirely  under  a  mistake  in  suppos- 
ing that  there  was  to  be  any  deteriora- 
tion in  the  holders  of  the  Chair.  On  the 
contrary,  thoy  were  to  go  on  in  a  course 
of  development  more  marvellous  than 
any  that  was  ever  dreamed  of  by  the 
late  Professor  Darwin.  The  Speakers 
of  the  future  were  to  be  so  impartial  as 
to  be  removed  far  above  all  human 
frailty,  and  to  be  endowed  with  instincts 
far  superior  to  any  that  had  been  ac- 
quired by  the  entire  animal  creation. 
Thev  were  to  be  able  to  discover,  on  par- 
ticular occasions,  that  certain  Members 
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were  very  willing,  and,  indeed,  despe- 
rately anxious,  to  vote  for  the  deaog  of 
a  debate,  and  that  certain  other  Mem- 
bers were  anxious  that  the  debate  should 
not  be  closed — and  to  discover  it  vith 
but  the  slightest  expression  of  opinion 
from   anyone.     It  appeared  to  him,  if 
that  was  the  case,  that  the  House  w(mld 
be  treated  nightly  to  a  very  interesting 
exhibition  of  what  was  called  ''  thought 
reading  "  from  the  Chair,  and,  so  far  ti 
he  could  make  out  from  the  speech  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  without  any  extra  charge. 
It  appeared,  indeed,  that  the  moment 
this    Kesolution    passed,    the    Speaker 
would  be  endowed  with  an  amount  of 
personal  infallibility  far  beyond  anything 
that  had  ever  been  claimed  by  His  Hdi- 
ness  the  Pope.     When  he  heard  the 
whole  of  that  remarkable  prophecy,  he 
must  confess  that  he  was,  for  once,  ai 
nearly    as    ever    he   was    in    his  Hfe, 
thrown  off  his  balance,  and  was  almost 
persuaded  not  only  to  support  the  el&btre^ 
that  was  going  to  produce  such  ma^ 
vellous  improvements    in  the  race  of 
Speakers,  but  to  denounce  any  indiri- 
dual  who  would  continue  his  resistance 
to  it.     But  a  most  providential  interven- 
tion occurred,  and  he  subsequently  be- 
gan to  doubt  as  to  whether  the  Govern- 
ment had  their  eye  upon  such  a  remark- 
able individual  as  the  Prime  Minister 
had  pourtrayed,   and   he  decided  that 
he  would  do  wisely  in  adhering  to  hii 
former  opinions,  which  were  also  those 
of  a  Gentleman  whom  he  respected  most 
highly  and  followed,  as  to  this  1st  Be- 
Bolution,  and  he  would  accordingly  tote 
for  the  Motion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  against  it,  when  it  was  pat  from 
the  Chair ;  and  he  looked  forward  with 
great  pleasure  to  following  the  lead  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend.     He  had,  how- 
ever, so  much  respect  for  the  genius  and 
ability  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Dublin  Uni- 
versity (Mr.   Gibson),  that  he  did  not 
like  to  take  a  course  opposed  to  anything 
he  might  suggest  without  endeavouring 
to  explain  the  reason  why.      He  there- 
fore wished  to  state  why  he  could  not 
support  the  Amendment  of   his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.     The  question 
before  the  House  was  not  whether  they 
were  to  have  the  cldture,  but  whether  the 
cloture  was  to  be  affirmed  by  a  two-thizds' 
majority,  or  by  a  majority  of  1.    Now, 
the  cldture  had  been  called  an  innovation 
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of  B  foreign  practice  ;  but  it  appeared 
to  him  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  that 
a  proportionate  majority,  or  what  was 
called  a.  two-thirds  cVSlure,  was  a  very 
much  greater  ioDOvatioQ  on  all  our  prin- 
ciples, ideas,  and  custome,  than  even 
the  flaturt  itaelf.  He  knew  of  nothing 
in  the  history  of  this  country,  or  in  ite 
laws,  or  io  its  Conatitiition,  which  could 
be  adduced  as  a  precedent  or  an  analogy 
for  the  course  proposed  in  the  Amend- 
ment—that the  House  should  require 
two-thirds  of  its  Members  to  affirm  any 
proposition.  After  all,  the  principle  of 
the  eMlurt  wbb  not  an  innovation.  The 
Motion  of  the  Previous  Question  was  a 
form  of  cl6turt,  only  it  admitted  of  de- 
bate ;  while  the  proposal  of  the  Prime 
Minister  did  not.  In  America  the  eltSture 
\raa  called  the  Previous  Question,  and 
^as  used  without  debate.  But  he  never 
beard  that  it  was  suggested  by  anyone 
that  the  Previous  Question  should  re- 
quire a  majority  of  two-thirds,  iu  order 
that  it  should  be  carried.  They  did  not 
require  proportionate  majorities  for  the 
election  of  their  Bepreseutatives,  nor 
^vould  any  proposition  to  that  effect 
have  the  slightest  chance  of  being  ac- 
cepted by  the  country.  London,  Man- 
chester, Liverpool,  Birmingham,  and 
Qlaagow,  could  return  Members  to  that 
Souse  for  a  period  of  seven  years  by 
majorities  of  1,  and  the  Member  so 
returned  was  as  fully  and  as  firmly  the 
Sfember  for  that  constituency  as  if  he 
had  been  elected  unaoimously ;  and  he 
thought  that  the  election  of  a  Member 
for  a  great  constituency  for  a  period  of 
seven  years  was  a  much  more  important 
matter,  and  would  seem  to  require  a 
XDuch  stronger  title  than  the  closing  of 
an  oocasional  debate  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  They  knew,  moreover,  as 
the  Prime  Minister  told  them,  that  many 
of  the  greatest  reforms  in  their  laws  had 
l>een  carried  by  majorities  which  did 
not  number  double  figures ;  and  it  was 
undoubtedly,  in  theory,  in  the  power  of 
Parliament,  by  a  majority  of  1,  to 
choogre  the  Constitution^  of  the  country 


Party,  which  naturally  and  profierly  re- 
coiled with  Huoh  horror  from  this  Sadi- 

cbI  innovation  of  the  eldturt,  should  put 
forward  with  eagerness,  with  anxiety, 
and  almost  with  desperation,  this  much 
greater  Padical  innovation  of  the  two- 
thirds'  majority.  That  was  his  general 
objection  to  this  Amendment ;  but  ho 
would  like  to  look  at  it  in  practice. 
However  objectionable  the  el6tur»  by  a 
bare  majority  was,  it  was  perfectly  cleoi- 
to  him  that  it  would  probably  be  used 
against  all  Parties  in  that  House,  with- 
out distinction  or  favour ;  but  he  was 
perfectly  certain  that,  to  all  intents  and 
purposes,  a  two-thirds'  eldlure  would  be 
used  against  the  Irish  Party  alone. 
Now,  be  could  not  imnKine  anythiDg 
mors  deplorable,  more  full  of  evil  and 
disaster,  than  the  continual  recurrence 
of  the  spectacle  of  the  two  great  Parties 
in  the  State  uniting,  and  uniting  only, 
for  the  purpose  of  suppressing  the  Iri^ 
Members.  He  defied  anyone  to  conjec- 
ture any  method  more  cei'tainly  or  more 
infallibly  calculated  to  produce  not  only 
perhaps  au  Irish  Parliament,  but  per- 
haps even  Irish  independence.  Irish  op- 
position to  English  Governments  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  even  if  it  were  obsti- 
nate, evenif  obstructive,  even  if  itwere  cal- 
culated at  the  time  to  bring  the  Legis- 
lature into  contempt,  might  be  an  evil ; 
but  it  was  an  evil  which  must  be  boroe 
with  more  or  less,  unless  they  were  pre- 
pared, sooner  or  later,  to  concede  fully 
and  freely  to  the  demand  for  Home  Rule. 
They  might  suppress  this  Irish  opposi- 
tion by  new  ana  strange  devices,  they 
might  practically  or  actually  disfran- 
chise Ireland,  tliey  might  govern  the 
country  by  the  bayonet ;  but  these  pro- 
ceedings could  only  endure  for  a  limited 
period,  and  at  the  end  of  them  would  be 
Eepeal  of  the  Union.  He  said  this — 
that  outside  these  two  alternatives  of 
allowing  full,  free,  even  exaggerated 
expression  of  Irish  grievances  in  that 
Parliament,  andtheBepeal  of  the  Union, 
he  could  see  no  choice.  They  were  en- 
deavouring to  govern  Ireland  behind 
but  if  they 
thirds'  cldlurt, 
,  they  ehould 
>  them  for  ac- 
bolonging  to 
the  dominant 
tainly  as  they 
matter  what 
e,  they  would 
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and  adopt  the  latter.  If  this  cldiurewere 
brought  into  operation,  there  would  be 
an  understanding  between  the  two  Front 
Benches  ;  and  when  he  contemplated  the 
two  Front  Benches,  he  rose  to  a  height 
f)f  impartiality  which  was  perfectly  sub- 
lime.    There  would  be  an  understand- 
ing between  those  two  Front  Benches 
that  this  eldture  was  to  be  used  against 
the  Irish  Party,  but   not   against  any 
other  Party  in  the  House.     The  weapon 
would  be  too  easy  of  use,  the  tempta- 
tion too  strong,  the  hatred  of  race  too 
recent,  to  prevent  any  Government,  were 
it  Liberal  or  were  it  Conservative,  from 
continually  having  recourse  to  it  for  the 
purpose  of  advancing  their  own  Business, 
or  English  or  Scotch  claims.     The  pre- 
dictions as  to  the  tyranny  of  a  majority, 
the  predictions  as  to  the  degradation  of 
the  Chair,  of  which  they  had  heard  so 
much,  he  looked  upon  aa  chimerical  and 
unreal  compared  with  that  one  certain 
consequence   of    the    adoption  by   the 
House   of    that  Amendment — namely, 
that  it  would  be  mainly  used  to  stifle 
the  expression  of  Irish  national  feeling 
in  that  House ;  and  he  believed  the  result 
would,  to  use  the  words  of  Lord  Bea- 
oonsfield,  be  **  more  fatal  to  the  unity  of 
the  Empire  than  famine,  pestilence,  or 
foreign  conquest."     Ho  desired  to  say 
one  word  more  as  to  the  probable  work- 
ing effects  of  this  Amendment  upon  the 
future  fortunes  of  the  Tory  Party  whe- 
ther in  Office  or  out  of  Office.     He  ima- 
gined that  many  of  those  who  supported 
this  Amendment   were   animated  by  a 
secret  conviction  that  the  palmy  days  of 
Tory  Governments  were  over,  and  tliat 
the  Tory  Party  had  nothing  to  do  but 
look  forward  to  a  long  period  of  endless 
Opposition,    perhaps   occasionally   che- 
quered  by  partial   glimpses    of  Office 
with  a  minority.     For  himself,  he  be- 
lieved that  to  be  not  only  incorrect,  but 
abjectly  incorrect.     That  it  was,  how- 
ever, held  by  many  he  had  no  doubt, 
and  those  who  held  it  were  endeavour- 
ing by  this  Amendment  to  construct,  as 
it  were,  a  little  dyke  under  which  they 
imagined  they  would  be  able  to  shelter 
themselves  for  a  long  time  to  come.     A 
more  hopeless  delusion  never  before  led 
astray  a  political  Party,  and  ho  would 
endeavour,  in  the  words  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  to  **  smash,  destroy,  and  pul- 
verize it."  How  many  times  did  anyone 
in  that  House  think  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter would  —  and  he    (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  looked  upon  the  Prime  Mi- 
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nister  as  an  extremely  moderate  states- 
man compared  with  the  statesmen  the 
Liberal  Party  was  likely  to  produce  verj 
soon — how  many  times  would  the  Prime 
Minister  permit  the  Tory  Party  to  refose 
I  him  the  two-thirds' majority  which  would 
I  enable  him  to  get  his  Budget  Eeeoln- 
!  tions  ?    On  a  generous  calculation,  he 
;  might  stand  it  twice  or  possibly  three 
times ;  but,  as  sure  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  sat  where  he  did,  after  the 
third  time  he  would  come  down  and  sty 
that  the  state  of  Public  Business  was 
deplorable,  that  the  Session  was  one  of 
discomfort  and  disaster,  and  within  three 
weeks  of  that  declaration  the  precioos 
little  dyke  which  was  to  shelter  the  Toiy 
Party  for  a  long  time  to  come,  this  little 
exotic,  which  was  to  be  so  carefully  in- 
troduced, nurtured,  and  protected,  so  that 
the  Tory  Party  might  repose  under  its 
shade,  would  be  abolished,  cut  down,  and 
swept  away  into  the  g:reat  dust-bin  of  all 
modem  Constitutional  checks  and  securi- 
ties. The  best  protection,  the  best  Consti- 
tutional check  against  a  Liberal  ^linister, 
which  the  Torty  Party  could  look  to  was 
to  be  found  in  the  House  of  Lords ;  yet 
how  often  would  the  House  of  Lords,  with 
all  its  centuries  of  prescription,  and  all 
its  vast  territorial  influence,  venture  to 
stand  in  the  way  of  a  Liberal  majo- 
rity?     And     yet    with    that    historic 
caution,   not   to   say    timidity,   on  the 
part   of  the   House  of  Lords   and  in 
their  minds  and  before  their  eyes,  did 
anyone  really  and  seriously  imagine  that 
that  wretched    device,    that    miserable 
safeguard    of   a    two-thirds'  majority, 
could  for  one  moment,  or  even  for  the 
suspicion  of  a  moment,  arrest  the  tide 
of  popular  reform,  a  safeguard  compared 
with  which  Don  Quixote^s  helmet  was  a 
miracle  of  protection,  or  Mrs.  Parting- 
ton's  mop   a    monster  of    energy  and 
strength  r    So  much  for  the  eflfect  of  a 
two-thirds'  majority  on  the  Tory  Party 
in  Opposition.    Now  let  them  look  at 
its  effect  on  the  Tory  Party  in  power. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  Tory 
Party  in  power  was  confronted  by  a 
greater  intensity  of  political  animosity 
than  was  the  Liberal  Party  under  simi- 
lar circumstances  ;  and  the  Liberals  in 
Opposition  had  recourse  to  methods  of 
damaging  and  weakening  a  Tory  Go- 
vernment which  the  Tories  in  Opposition 
had  not  either  the  courage  or,  indeed, 
the  inclination  to  use.     The  result  was 
that,  when  the  Liberal  Party  were  in 
power;  there  was  always  a  larger  in* 
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floential  portion  of  the  Tory  Party 
willing,  under  ordinary  circumstances, 
to  concede  to  a  Liberal  Executive  a  cer- 
tun  amount  of  support,  which  would  be 
of  the  greatest  assistance  to  such  a  Oo- 
▼emment  for  getting  through  its  ordi- 
nary Business.  But  when  the  Tories 
were  in  power  there  was  no  correspond- 
ing portion  of  the  Liberal  Party  to  whom 
they  could  look.  How  many  times,  he 
ahould  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
eote),  when  he  was  speaking  in  the 
coimtry  on  the  lamentable  fulures  of 
the  Session  during  the  last  Parliament, 
wonld  it  have  been  possible  for  him  to 
obtain  the  necessary  two-thirds,  in  order 
to  enable  him  to  get  on  with  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  count^  ?  He  (Lord  Ean- 
dolph  Churchill)  was  inclined  to  think, 
pernaps,  twice  ;  and  yet  he  ventured  to 
■aj  that,  in  the  present  Parliament, 
theire  was  scarcely  a  Vote  of  Supply, 
scarcely  an  Amendment  in  Committee, 
scarcely  an  imaginable  Bill,  as  to  which 
a  considerable  section  of  the  Tory  Party 
wonld  not  be  ready,  after  a  reasonable 
time^  to  g^ve  the  Government  the  neces- 
sary two-thirds'  majority  for  closing 
debate.  He  passed  no  opinion  upon 
that ;  he  simply  stated  it  as  a  fact ;  and 
the  result  of  all  these  arguments  of  his 
was,  that  when  the  Liberals  were  in 
power,  they  would  constantly  obtain  the 
two-thirds,  and  that  when  the  Tories 
were  in  power,  they  would  never,  or,  to 
use  the  words  of  a  popular  song,  "hardly 
ever."  Well,  that  did  not  seem  to  him 
a  good  reason  why  the  Tory  Party 
should  so  eagerly  support  that  Amend- 
ment. Let  them  look  a  little  further 
ahead.  No  one  would  deny  that  there 
were  great  and  burning  questions  rapidly 
coming  up  for  settlement— questions  re- 
lating to  the  franchise  and  the  represen- 
tation of  the  people,  questions  relating 
to  revenue  and  trade,  questions  relating 
to  agriculture  and  land,  and  questions 
relating  to  the  connection  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland.  Were  his  right 
hon.  Friends  prepared,  were  they  deter- 
mined to  abdicate  and  renounce  all  title 
to  share  in  the  origination  of  legislation 
on  those  great  questions?  Was  the 
great  Tory  democracy  which  Lord  Bea- 
eoosfield  partly  constructed,  that  was 
iDrmed  in  1874 — was  the  attitude  of 
that  Tory  democracy  to  be  one.  of  mere 
dogged  opposition?  Was  it  true,  as 
Aeir  opponents  said  of  them,  that  a 
Bill  for  Ireland  and  foreign; 


war  was  the  be-all  and  the  end-all  of  a 
Tory  minority  ?  He  would  say,  **  Cer- 
tainly not."  And  yet  it  was  on  the 
ability,  and  not  only  on  the  ability, 
but  on  the  rapidity  with  which,  in 
the  face  of  an  unscrupulous  Opposi- 
tion, they  might  be  able  to  legis- 
late on  these  questions  that  their  title  to 
power  and  tenure  of  Office  would  mainly 
depend.  Nevertheless,  here  they  were, 
under  the  influence  of  a  Hibernian  legal 
mind,  elaborately  and  laboriously  en- 
deavouring to  forge  for  themselves  an 
instrument  which,  if  they  did  come  into 
power,  would  paralyze  them  so  effec- 
tually and  so  terrifically  that  their  power 
would  be  as  tottering  as  a  house  of 
cards,  and  their  tenure  of  Office  as  eva- 
nescent as  a  summer  day.  Of  this  he 
was  perfectly  certain — that  if  the  Prime 
Minister  was  to  concede  to  them  the 
two-thirds'  majority,  and  if,  by  any 
chance,  the  Tory  Party  were  to  come 
into  power  to-morrow,  and  were  to  be 
confronted  by  a  strong  and  enterprizing 
Eadical  Party,  and  a  strong  and  reck- 
less Irish  Party,  and  receiving  no  sup- 
port from  the  Whig  faction,  they  would 
find  themselves  utterly  unable  to  make 
any  progress  with  Business,  or  to  cut 
any  respectable  figure  before  the  coun- 
try. They  would  bitterly  curse  the  day 
— nay  more,  they  would  bitterly  curse 
the  Leaders,  when,  and  by  whom,  they 
had  been  betrayed  into  such  a  hopeless 
and  ruinous  fix.  Let  them  oppose  this 
cldture  with  their  whole  power — let  them 
defeat  it  if  they  could ;  let  them  resort, 
if  they  had  the  courage,  to  all  those 
powers  and  privileges  which  a  Parlia- 
mentary minority  still  possessed,  in 
order,  if  possible,  to  compel  the  Prime 
Minister  to  abandon  his  scheme,  or  to 
appeal  to  the  country,  to  which  he  and 
they  were  responsible,  to  decide  between 
them.  But,  whatever  they  did,  let  them 
not,  for  Heaven's  sake,  be  seduced  by 
interested  counsels  into  following  fo- 
reign fancies,  and  let  them  not  be  per- 
suaded by  any  desire  to  think  only  of 
the  present,  and  to  disembarrass  them- 
selves of  all  thought  of  what  was  to 
come,  to  damage  or  abandon  that  great 
trust  which  the  past,  the  present,  and 
the  future  of  a  great  Party  alike  com- 
manded them  vigilantly  to  secure.  For 
all  these  reasons,  and  with  the  instinct 
and  the  full  conviction  that  the  two- 
thirds'  eldture,  or  any  like  proportionate 
majority,  would  be  the  most  poisonous 
and  deadly  weapon  against  the  life  and 
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efficiency  of  a  future  Tory  Government  it  on  the  other.  The  nohle  Lord  the 
which  its  most  ingenious  enemies  could,  |  Member  for  Calne  (Lord  Edmond  Fiti- 
hy  any  possibility,  devise,  he  greatly  maurice)  had  commented  on  the  exag- 
regretted  that,  under  the  circumstances,  gorated  fears  expressed  by  hon.  Membm 
ho  should  not  be  able  to  record  his  vote  ^rith  great  force.  They  had  heard  fears  ex- 
in  favour  of  the  Amendment  of  his  rip^ht  pressed  that  discussion  was  to  be  stifled, 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  and  the  right  hon.  and  learned  (}entle- 
for  the  University  of  Dublin.  !  man  the  Member  for  Dublin  University 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  ho  had  kept  his '  had  said  that  there  was  to  be  an  out- 


eyes  upon  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
during  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ean- 


lawry  of  the  Opposition.  Had  they  con- 
sidered that,  if  discussion  were  stifled 
on  their  side,  it  would  be  equally  im- 


dolph  Churchill)  in  order  to  see  whether  I  possible  for  the  majority  to  take  part  in 
any  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  likely  to  |  the  discussion  ?  and  whether  it  was  pro- 
rise  and  reply  to  his  arguments.  But  |  bable  that  the  Liberal  Party  would  con- 
there  only  remained  half-an-hour  before  |  sent  to  impose  silence  on  themselres? 


the  time  for  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate, and  he  could  well  understand  they 
thought  this  would  be  too  short  a  time  in 
which  to  attempt  to  disprove  the  con- 
vincing arguments  which  had  just  been 


It  would  require  a  large  amount  of  cre- 
dulity to  suppose  that  the  majority  would 
allow  themselves  to  be  condemned  to 
silence,  or  that  the  Liberal  Party  would 
consent  to  that  Ilouse  being  made  a 


addressed  to  the  Ilouse.  The  speech  of  j  mere  machine  for  registering  votes,  and 
the  noble  Lord  appeared  to  him  (Mr. ;  passing  Acts  of  Parliament.  He  ^was 
Goschen)  to  strike  at  the  root  of  the  j  satisfied  that  that  would  not  be  allowed 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and  by  the  country.  The  right  hon.  -and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  i  learned  Member  for  Dublin  University 
Dublin  University  (Mr.  Gibson).  The  |  had  said  that  that  House  was  the  great 
point  of  the  noble  Lord  was  that,  under  inquest  of  the  nation ;  that  it  not  only 
the  two-thirds'  proposal,  no  cldture  could  ,  voted  money,  but  discussed  and  inquired 
take  place  without  negotiations  between  i  into  grievances.    Everyone  would  admit 


the  two  sides  of  the  House.  He  (Mr. 
Goschen)  shared  the  objections  to  such 
negotiations,  while  he  folt  sure  that  the 
Amendment  would  certainly  make  them 
indispensable.     He  hoped  to  be  able  to 


that  description  of  the  right  hon.  and 
leamedGentleman;  buthe  (Mr.GkMchen) 
was  convinced  that  the  adoption  of  the 
Resolutions  of  the  Government  would 
promote  the  proper  debating  of  the  most 


show  that  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  important  subjects,  and  that  the  result 
even  a  very  small  minority  to  resist  the  would  be  the  improvement  of  their  de- 
evident  sense  of  the  House,  and  to  pre-  bates,  and  not  the  stifling  of  discussion, 
vent  efifect  being  given  to  the  wishes  of  |  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  majority,  even  when  that  majority  i  had  pointed  out   that   foreign  nations 


would  naturally  comprise   a  portion  of 
the  regular  Opposition.     That  was  the 


would  say  that  now  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons  was  going  to  give  up  its  freedom 


danger  to  which  they  must  not  be  blind,  of  debate.  But  what  were  foreign 
But  he  might  first  express  his  satisfac-  nations,  and,  what  was  much  more  to  the 
tion  that  the  noble  Lord  did  not  indulge  '  point,  what  was  the  English  nation, 
in  that  persistent  libel  on  the  Parliamen- '  saying  of  the  position  in  which  the  Fa^ 
tary  position  of  the  country  which  had  \  liament  of  this  country  Iiad  found  itself? 
been  indulged  in  by  so  many  Consorva- ;  What  was  the  use  of  maintaining  that 
tivcs,  and  which  it  was  almost  painful  <  old  privilege  if  it  was  so  abused  that 
to  listen  to.  The  majority  were  to  bo  ■  they  could  not  do  the  work  which  they 
imbued  by  virulent  Party  spirit ;  there  ,  were  sent  by  their  constituents  to  do  in 
was  to  be  a  Speaker  tyrannical  in  con- 1  this  House  ?  It  was  in  order  to  restore 
duct,  and  wanting  in  that  impartiality  the  eiBcioncy  of  the  House  of  Ck)mmon8, 
which  had  always  characterized  his :  to  do  their  duty  to  their  constituents, 
Office.  But  he  would  refuse  to  assume  to  enable  the  various  classes  of  Mem- 
either  that  the  majority  would  be  always  ;  bors  to  take  an  equal  part  in  discua- 
desirous  of  stifling  the  minority,  while  sion,  and  to  secure  a  more  equally 
the  minority  would  always  be  willing  distributed  debate,  both  as  regarded  sub- 
to  lend  its  assistance  to  the  progress  of  jects  and  as  regarded  classes  of  Mem- 
Public  Business.  If  you  assumed  Party  bers  who  took  part  in  these  discusaiona, 
spirit  on  one  side,  you  must  also  assume  ,  that  they  wished  to  support^  and  did 
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heartily  support,  the  Eesolutions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment.  He,  for  one, 
voold  not  support  the  Govemment  on  a 
question  of  that  kind  if  he  thought  they 
were  going  to  suppress  that  which  had 
been  the  pride  of  Parliament  for  ages. 
But  the  point  was  this — thathon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  while  they  had  these  great 
fears  for  the  future,  would  not  realize, 
and  they  appeared  to  him  not  to  have 
realized,  the  real  and  actual  evils  of 
the  past.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  North  Leicestershire  (Lord  John 
Manners)  spoke  as  if  he  had  nothing  to 
complain  of — as  if  Parliament  had  been 
in  a  satisfactory  position  the  last  few 
years.  If  the  country  thought  so,  it 
was  quite  natural  they  should  remain 
satisfied ;  but  he  (Mr.  Goschen)  believed 
the  country  was  convinced  that  that  was 
act  so,  but  that  Hosolutions  were  neces- 
sary for  dealing  with  the  existing  evil. 
The  alarms  of  hon.  Members  opposite, 
he  thought,  touched  both  the  present  and 
the  future.  They  were  afraid  for  the 
immediate  present  that  certain  dark  de- 
signs were  to  be  carried  out,  and  they 
were  also  afraid  for  the  future.  To  put 
those  fears  into  words,  their  case  was 
diia — they  seemed  to  feel  that  there  had 
t>een  an  increased  volume  of  Democratic 
movement.  They  seemed  to  fear  that  the 
Parliament  of  the  future — the  immediate 
future,  one  would  almost  think — would 
be  different  from  the  present  House  of 
Commons ;  that  it  would  abandon  the 
traditions  of  the  past,  and  that — why  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  conceive,  but  for  some 
reason  or  other— there  was  going  to  be 
%  kind  of  fierce  Party  spirit,  which  was 
gpoing  to  suppress  the  minority  on  every 
possible  occasion.  Well,  that  might  be 
their  belief ;  but  he  would  ask,  in  the 
words  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock,  did  they  think  a  fierce  Par- 
liament of  that  kind  was  going  to  be 
prevented  from  carrying  out  its  designs ; 
did  they  think  that  a  Parliament,  in- 
spired with  a  spirit  of  that  kind,  would 
becootrolled  by  a  Resolution  passed  that 
day  as  a  Standing  Order  of  the  House  ? 
Was  it  that  this  two-thirds'  Amendment 
was  going  to  check  the  Democracy  of  the 
future  ?  Did  they  believe  that  that  safe- 
guard would  not  be  swept  away  by  the 
advancing  tide  ?  It  would  be  swept 
away  at  once,  and  if  any  reliance  had 
been  placed  on  its  efficiency,  its  efficiency 
wottla  be  nought.  But  if  that  spirit  was 
TSkAj  to  develop  itself,  there  was  one 


remedy,  and  one  only,  upon  which  he 
would  rely,  and  that  was,  before  that 
time  so  to  raise  once  more  the  cha- 
racter and  dignity  of  the  House,  that 
the  House  itself  would  be  the  dyke  and 
bulwark  against  the  dangers  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  feared.  If  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen ever  read  the  newspapers,  they 
would  find  that  during  the  last  few  years 
the  country  had  been  dissatisfied  with 
the  want  of  business-like  capacity  in 
Parliament.  If  that  feeling  existed  out- 
side the  House,  what  was  the  result  ? 
It  was  that  organizations  had  sprung  up 
to  put  pressure  upon  Parliament  and  to 
hasten  their  proceedings.  They  had  heard , 
also,  that  the  Press  claimed,  if  not  to 
have  superseded  the  influence  of  Parlia- 
ment, at  any  rate  to  have  equalled  it. 
That  was  because  the  debates  of  Parlia- 
ment had  not  been  conducted  within  the 
last  three  or  four  years  with  such  effi- 
ciency— owing  to  the  tyranny  of  the  few 
— as  to  meet  the  approbation  of  the  coun- 
try at  large.  The  House  had  suffered 
from  the  tyranny  of  the  few,  and  it  was 
the  unbounded  licence  in  which  the  few 
had  indulged  which  had  imposed  the 
cldture  upon  many  Members  of  the  mo- 
derate section,  and  had  prevented  them 
from  giving  expression  to  their  feelings 
and  opinions.  With  reference  to  the 
two-thirds'  majority,  he  would  point  out 
to  the  House  how  the  cldture  would  work 
if  it  could  not  bo  voted  without  a  majo- 
rity of  two-thirds.  There  were  many 
occasions  on  which  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible to  obtain  that  large  majority,  even 
if  a  large  proportion  of  hon.  Members  in 
Opposition  were  prepared  to  grant  it.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
had  argued  that  responsibility  would 
fall  upon  the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition. 
What  would  happen  ?  After  a  three 
nights'  debate  those  Opposition  Leaders 
would  be  approached  and  asked  whe- 
ther they  would  support  the  Govern- 
ment in  closing  the  deoate.  The  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  would  have  to  ask 
himself  what  would  be  his  position 
if  he  supported  the  Government.  If 
he  did  so,  he  might  find  that  a  por- 
tion of  his  followers  would  reproach 
him  for  bringing  the  debate  to  a  prema- 
ture close.  The  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion consequently,  before  replying,  would 
have  to  consult  with  the  more  ardent 
and  impetuous  spirits  of  his  own  Party. 
He  must  make  more  of  their  views,  or 
else  he  might  divide  his  Party  in  giving 
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the  Goyernment  his  support.  Supposing 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  on  this 
occasion  said  that  he  would  consent  to 
the  cl6tur$  with  two- thirds'  majority, 
would  he  not  have  exposed  himself  to 
the  assaults  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  ?  A  numerical 
majority,  whether  two- thirds  or  any 
other  number,  except  the  very  smallest, 
meant  the  Opposition  vote  as  a  whole. 
They  might  as  well  have  a  four- 
fifths  or  any  other  majority,  except 
the  very  small  minority  alluded  to 
by  the  noble  Lord ;  because  it  meant, 
would  the  Opposition  as  a  body  vote  in 
order  to  support  the  Business  of  the  op- 
posite Party  ?  Therefore,  they  must  have 
negotiations  between  the  two  Parties, 
for  it  stood  to  reason  that,  unless  some 
price  were  given,  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position would  say  he  could  not  insure 
the  two-thirds.  There  would  be  no  prin- 
ciple more  demoralizing  and  weaken- 
ing to  Her  Majesty's  Opposition  than  a 
proposal  of  this  kind,  and  he  did  not 
think  it  was  in  the  interest  of  Parlia- 
ment that  Her  Majesty's  Opposition 
should  be  placed  in  such  a  position.  In 
his  opinion,  no  more  potent  proposal  to 
demoralize  the  Opposition  could  be  made 
than  that  to  adopt  the  two-thirds'  majo- 
rity. The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock,  alluding  to  the  position  of 
a  Conservative  Government  when  the 
Liberals  were  in  Opposition,  said  that 
the  support  of  any  section  of  the  Liberal 
Party  could  never  be  relied  upon.  But 
there  was  no  occasion  on  which  the  Con- 
servative Leaders  would  be  opposed  by 
any  considerable  section  of  their  own  sup- 
porters when  a  Liberal  Government  was 
m  Office.  Although  it  might  be  called 
two-thirds,  it  would  mean  that  the  whole 
Opposition  must  be  with  them  with  the 
exception  of  some  particular  minority 
against  which  both  sides  might  be  pro- 
pared  to  strike.  Hon.  Members  must, 
therefore,  agree  with  the  Prime  Minister 
that  a  two-thirds'  cloture  would  bo  no  use 
whatever.  A  question  had  been  put 
with  regard  to  Obstruction.  It  was 
said — '*l)o  you  intend  to  strike  at  Ob- 
struction?" But  Obstruction  was  con- 
tagious, and,  as  the  House  knew,  it  was 
not  invented  by  the  Irish  Party.  It 
pre-existed,  and  they  knew  the  quarter 
from  whence  it  originally  came.  It 
would  not  be  safe,  nor  sufficient,  nor 
would  it  be  right,  to  strike  simply  at 
one  minority,  regardless  of  the  fact  that 

Mr,  Goichen 


the  general  Businees  of  the  Hooae  wag 
obstructed  as  they  had  seen  it  over  and 
over  again.  He  had  no  alarms  for  the 
future,  such  as  some  hon.  Members  had 
expressed.  If  he  had,  he  shoald  not 
thmk  they  could  be  conjured  away  by  a 
miserable  Amendment  which  would  yield 
to  the  first  pressure  brought  against  it ; 
but  he  believed  the  best  way  to  stem  the 
danger  which  hon.  Members  opposite 
seemed  to  anticipate  with  reg^ard  to  the 
future  was  to  raise  the  character  of 
the  House,  and  to  restore  efficiency  to 
their  debates  ;  and  he  did  not  know  that 
they  could  do  so  by  any  better  means 
than  by  supporting  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment as  regarded  the  way  in  which 
they  were  prepared  to  deal  with  the 
Resolution. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (ifr. 
A.  J.  Balfour,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minatei 

before  Six  o'docL 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Thunday,  2nd  November,  1882. 


MINQTES.]— New  Writ  Issued  — Jcr  the 
Borough  of  Ennis,  9.  James  Lysaght  flniginy 
esquire,  Manor  of  Northstead. 

Q  U  ESTI0N8. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— PERMA- 
NEXT  STAFF  OF  MILITIA— MARINE 
PENSIONERS. 

Mr.  EUGENE  COLLINS  asked  tta 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it 
is  the  fact  that  an  inequality  existi 
between  the  position  of  Army  pen- 
sioners and  Marine  pensioners  whon 
employed  as  sergeantii  on  the«  per- 
manent staff  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces; 
whether  Army  pensioners  can  increase 
their  pensions  at  the  rate  of  one  half* 
penny  per  day,  for  every  year  of  serrioe 
as  sergeants  on  the  permanent  staff  of 
Militia  Hegiments,  up  to  a  maximom 
of  eightpence  per  day  in  excess  of  their 
pensions  from  service  in  the  Eegular 
Army,  whereas  Marine  pensioners  in  a 
similar  position  derive  no  such  benefit 
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from  a  similar  senrioe ;  and,  whether,  in 
consideration  of  the  recent  gallant  ser- 
yices  of  the  Marine  Forces  in  Egypt,  he 
will  inquire  into  the  subject  with  a  view 
to  placing  Marine  pensioners  on  an 
equality  with  their  comrades  in  the  other 
branch  of  Her  Majesty's  Service? 

Ma.  CAMPBELL-BANNERM AN :  I 
have  to  thank  my  hon.  Friend  for  call- 
ing my  attention  to  the  inequality  in 
respect  of  pension  which  ezists,  in  the 
manner  stated  in  his  Question,  between 
the  Army  pensioners  and  the  Marine 
pensioners  on  the  permanent  Staff  of 
the  Auxiliary  Forces.  Some  time  ago 
the  matter  was  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Departments  concerned,  and  diffi- 
culties were  found  to  exist  in  the  way  of 
any  alteration  of  the  present  arrange- 
ment ;  but  we  will  inquire  into  the  sub- 
ject again  and  see,  in  consultation  with 
the  War  Office  and  Treasury,  whether 
anything  ought  to  be  done. 

VACCINATION— TRANSMISSION  OF  DIS- 
EASE THROUGH  INOCULATION  OF 
SOLDIERS  IN  THE  FRENCH  ARMT. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther he  has  received  further  and  com- 
plete information,  through  the  Foreign 
Office,  from  the  French  Government,  on 
the  subject  of  the  infection  of  fifty-eight 
soldiers  of  the  4th  Zouave  Eegiment,  to 
whom  it  is  alleged  that  syphilis  was 
communicated  by  vaccination  with  matter 
from  Arab  children;  and,  whether  he 
has  any  reason  to  doubt  the  correctness 
of  the  fact,  as  reported)  in  ''Le  Petit 
Colon  "and  the  ''Journal  d' Hygiene  " 
of  Paris,  June  30th,  and  August  25th 
1881,  and  in  the  ''  Daily  News ''  of  that 
or  succeeding  month  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  I  re^et  that  I  have 
not  succeeded  in  obtaimng  any  fresh  in* 
formation  on  the  subject  to  which  the 
Question  of  my  hon.  Friend  relates,  and 
it  does  not  appear  that  the  French  Go- 
vernment have  any  in  their  possession. 
With  regard  to  the  alleged  fact  that  the 
disease  referred  to  was  communicated  by 
vaccination  with  vaccine  matter,  I  am 
advised  that  the  statement  in  Th$  Journal 
iPHygikne  that  two  children  served  as 
vaccinifers  for  280  men,  and  that  58  of 
these  men — and  it  does  not  appear  how 
many  more— were  operated  upon  with 
lymph  from  one  single  child  is  so  op- 
posed to  aU  experience  of  vaccination 
that  it  cannot  possibly  be  accepted.  My 


hon.  Friend  must,  therefore,  permit  me 
to  say  that,  so  far  fi*om  admitting  the 
fact  that  the  disease  was  communicated 
by  vaccine  matter,  I  cannot  but  enter- 
tain the  gravest  doubts  on  the  subject; 
and  the  more  especially  as  it  is  expressly 
mentioned  that  the  children  from  whom 
the  lymph  was  said  to  be  taken  were  in 
excellent  health. 

EGYPT— COMMAND  OF  THE  EGYPTIAN 
ARMY— APPOINTMENT  OF  BAKER 
PASHA. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  Baker  Pacha 
has  been  appointed  Generalissimo  of  the 
Egyptian  Army ;  and,  if  so,  whether  his 
appointment  was  made  with  the  ap- 
proval and  consent  of  His  Majesty  the 
Sultan  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Baker 
Pasha  does  not  appear  to  have  been  yet 
appointed.  Her  Majesty's  GK>vernment 
have  no  concern  with  any  question  which 
may  have  arisen  between  the  Turkish 
Government  and  Baker  Pasha  with 
regard  to  the  latter's  employment  in 
Egypt.  The  Egyptian  Government  will 
now  consult  us  on  all  military  steps,  and 
no  determination  upon  any  plan  has  yet 
been  come  to. 

Mb.  O'KELLT  :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber mean  to  say  that  the  Government  of 
Her  Majesty  have  no  information  about 
the  fact  that  Baker  Pasha  deserted  from 
the  Turkish  Army  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  can 
only  repeat  what  I  have  already  said, 
that  we  have  no  concern  with  any  ques- 
tion between  Baker  Pasha  and  the 
Turkish  Government. 

LAW  AND  POLICE— THE  USE  OF 
REVOLVERS. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  it  is  a  fact  that  a  constable  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police,  on  the  night  of 
Saturday  the  28th  instant,  was  seriously 
wounded  at  Hampstead  by  a  shot  from 
a  revolver  fired  upon  him  by  an  armed 
burglar ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
frequent  crimes  of  violence  perpetrated 
by  means  of  these  weapons,  together 
with  the  frequent  accidents  arising  from 
their  careless  and  reckless  use,  he  will 
consider  the  introduction  next  year  of 
some  measure  of  licence  and  registration 
in  respect  of  the  purchase  of  these  arms 
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to  limit,  if  possible,  that  indiscriminate 
distribution  of  them  which  prevails  at 
present  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  :  I  am 
not  surprised  that  after  the  very  serious 
affray  at  Hampstead,  in  which  a  police- 
man was  wounded,  and  in  which  he  be- 
haved so  gallantly,  the  subject  to  which 
my  hon.  Friend  alludea  should  have 
attracted  much  public  attention.  I  can 
assure  my  hon.  Friend  that  I  am  con- 
sidering very  carefully,  with  the  police 
authorities,  what  can  be  done  in  the 
matter.  I  am  afraid  that  the  plan  pro- 
posed by  my  hon.  Friend  is  hardly 
strong  enough  to  remedy  the  evils  of 
which  he  complains,  because  already  a 
penalty  can  be  imposed  by  law  upon 
people  who  possess  arms  without  a 
licence ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
penalty  is  evaded,  and  I  fear  that  regis- 
tration would  be  evaded  likewise.  I 
may  as  well  now  answer  a  subsequent 
Question  which  has  a  place  upon  the 
Notice  Paper.  I  am  asked  whether  I 
will  introduce  a  Bill  this  Session  dealing 
with  this  subject.  To  that  I  have  to 
answer  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
do  so  this  Session ;  and,  besides,  I  do 
not  think  that  this  is  a  matter  that 
ought  to  be  taken  in  hand  hastily  or 
under  the  influence  of  panic.  Then 
there  is  a  question  about  arming  the 
police.  Well,  that  is  a  matter  which  I 
have  also  very  carefully  considered.  I 
have  taken  the  opinion  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Police  and  of  the  Superin- 
tendents of  Police,  and  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  they  are  unanimously  against 
the  proposal.     Though  this  is  a  very 

frave  matter,  which  must  be  seriously 
ealt  with,  in  order  to  prevent  any 
undue  alarm  or  belief  that  the  crimes 
have  increased  greatly  in  number  or 
rapidity,  I  think  it  may  be  well  to  give 
the  numbers  for  the  last  few  years.  In 
1879,  there  were  four  offences  of  this 
character;  in  1880,  there  were  three; 
in  1881,  four;  and  this  year  up  to  the 
present  date  there  have  been  three. 
Therefore,  grave  as  these  offences  are, 
their  number  has  not  seriously  increased 
during  the  last  four  years. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES :  Do  these  figures 
refer  to  the  Metropolitan  Police  District 
or  to  the  country  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  To 
the  Metropolitan  Police  District. 

Sib  henry  TYLER :  Is  the  right 
hdn.  and  learned  Gentleman  considering 

Mr,  W.  H,  damn 


the  question  of  administering  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  to  garotters  and  bui^lars 
armed  with  revolvers  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOURT :  Yes, 
Sir ;  that  is  a  matter  under  consideration. 

IRELAND-SANITARY  CONDITION   OF 
KILLESHANDRA. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  asked  the  Chief 
Sect^tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  unsatisfactory  condition  of 
the  sanitary  arrangements  of  the  town 
of  Ealleshandra,  county  Cavan  ;  if  he  is 
aware  that  the  local  inspector  has  on 
several  occasions  reported  the  state  of 
the  sewerage  to  the  Board  of  the  Oavan 
Union,  pointing  out  the  unhealthy  con- 
dition of  the  town ;  and,  notwithstand- 
ing these  reports,  no  efibrt  has  been 
made  to  remedy  the  evil ;  and,  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,*  he  will  have 
a  full  investigation  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment inspector  of  the  district  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  The  attention  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland 
has  on  several  occasions  been  called  to 
the  unsatisfactory  condition  of  the  sani- 
tary arrangements  in  the  town  of  Kil- 
leshandra,  and  they  have  seen  very  un- 
favourable Reports  on  the  subject  from 
the  Medical  Officer  of  Health.  The 
Local  Government  Board  have  frequently 
brought  the  matter  under  the  notice  of 
the  sanitary  authority,  who  have  now 
at  length  referred  it  to  a  Committee  for 
Report.  Tlie  Local  Government  Board 
have  not  yet  seen  the  Report  of  that 
Committee ;  but  if,  when  it  reaches  them, 
they  find  that  the  sanitary  authority  are 
not  prepared  to  adopt  prompt  and  effi- 
cient measures  to  remedy  the  evil  com- 
plained of,  it  will  then  be  the  duty  of  the 
Board  to  cause  an  investigation  to  be 
made  by  one  of  their  Inspectors,  and  to 
take  such  other  steps  as  may  to  them 
appear  necessary. 

EGYPT— COMMAND  OF  THE  EGYPTIAN 
ARMY— APPOINTMENT  OF  BAKER 
PASHA, 

Mr.  0*KELLY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  any  comma* 
nications  passed  between  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  and  Baker  Pacha  in  refersnee 
to  the  appointment  of  the  latter  to  tlw 
command  of  the  Egyptian  Ajrmy ; 
if  any  communications  passed. 
Her  Majesty's  Government 
of  their  nature  ? 
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Mr.  CHILDBRS  :  In  reply  to  the 
hoQ.  Member's  Question  I  have  to  say 
tliat,  having  no  record  of  any  sach  oom- 
munication  in  the  War  Office,  I  asked 
Bir  Garnet  Wolseley  whether,  before 
Baker  Pasha  was  applied  to  by  the 
Khedive,  he  had  been  in  communication 
with  him,  and  he  informed  me  he  had 
BO  Buch  communication. 

ARMY— RESERVE   MEN. 

Colonel  COLTHUEST  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether,  in 
eonsideration  of  the  prompt  answer  given 
ky  the  Reserve  Men  to  the  recent  sum- 
mons to  active  service,  he  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  allowing  those  men 
who  may  now  elect  to  complete  twelve 
yean'  service  some  hope  of  being  per- 
mitted to  complete  twenty-one  years,  if 
specially  recommended  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  I  am  afraid  that 
I  can  hold  out  no  greater  expectations 
on  the  subject  of  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend's  Question  than  that  the  men 
have  no  claim  to  re-engagement  unless 
they  have  become  non-commissioned 
officers.  In  fact,  the  option  we  have 
given  them  is  a  boon,  as  we  have  no 
with,  on  military  grounds,  that  they 
should  do  otherwise  than  remain  in  the 
Beeerve. 

NAVAL   ARTILLERY— THE   NEW 
BREECH-LOADING  GUNS. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  asked  the  Secre- 
tly of  State  for  War,  What  progress 
lias  been  made  in  the  manufacture  of 
the  new  breech-loading  guns  for  the 
NaTy  for  which  provision  was  made  in 
the  Army  Estimates  for  the  year ;  whe- 
ther the  43-ton  gun  has  been  finally 
•dopted,  after  proof;  and,  what  other 
l^r^  gans  have  been  tested  and  adopted 
for  the  Service,  and  under  what  circum- 
stance a  6-inch  gun  recently  failed  on 
trial?  ^  ^ 

Mr.  OHILDERS  :    With  respect  to 

the  first  Question,  nothing  has  occurred 

•ince  in  Committee  of  Supply  on  the  7th 

o^ugust  I  answered  a  similar  Question, 

f^cept  that  fair  progress  has  been,  and 

u  being,  made.     As  to  the  43-ton  gun, 

^  pattern  has  been  adopted  for  those 

tnaer  manufacture.    Further  trials  are 

■Iwrtly  to  be  made,  which  may  lead  to 

•ome  change  of  pattern  for  future  years. 

At  to  the  third  Question,   an    18-ton 

keoch-loading  g!in  has  been  tested  and 

itdopted.  As  to  the  fourth,  a  6-inch  breech- 


loading  gun  which  has  been  tested  has 
failed  at  the  269th  round  ;  and  the  causes 
are  being  carefully  inquired  into  with 
the  Ordnance  Committee. 

MEDICAL  ACTS  —  RECOMMENDATIONS 
OF  THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION. 

SiE  TEEVOR  LAWRENCE  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whe- 
ther it  is  his  intention  to  introduce  a 
Bill  to  carry  out  the  recommendations  of 
the  Royal  Commission  on  the  Medical 
Acts  ;  and,  if  so,  when  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission  is  at  present 
under  consideration ;  but  we  have  not 
arrived  at  that  stage  of  our  delibera- 
tions which  enables  me  to  inform  the 
House  of  the  nature  of  any  legislation 
we  may  contemplate  or  the  order  in 
which  it  will  be  taken. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND)  — 
TEACHERS  IN  IRISH  ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  ERRINGTON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  urgent  necessity  of  adopt- 
ing some  moans  for  providing  a  largely 
increased  supply  of  trained  teachers  for 
Elementary  Schools  in  Ireland,  nearly 
seventy  per  cent,  of  the  actual  teachers 
being  entirely  without  training  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  I  can  only 
assure  my  hon.  Friend  that  the  subject 
has  engaged  my  attention. 

ARREARS   OF   RENT  (IRELAND)  ACT— 
THE  EMIGRATION  CLAUSES. 

Mr.  RANKIN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  any  applications  have  been 
received  from  the  unions  scheduled 
under  the  Emigration  Clause  of  the 
Arrears  of  Rent  (Ireland)  Act  of  this 
Session  for  grants  of  money  for  the  as- 
sistance of  emigration  ;  whether  other 
unions,  besides  the  five  scheduled,  have 
applied  for  such  assistance ;  and  if  he 
will  name  them ;  and,  if  he  will  state 
the  unions,  if  any,  which  desire  to  take 
advantage  of  the  borrowing  powers  con- 
ferred on  boards  of  guardians  by  the 
Act  in  question  for  emigration  pur- 
poses ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  ;  Out  of  the  five 
Unions  scheduled  under  the  Emigration 
Clauses  of  the  Arrears  of  Rent  Act,  two 
— namely,  Newport  and  Swinford — have 
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applied  for  grants.  Twenty-two  other 
Unions  have  applied  to  be  scheduled  to 
enable  them  to  obtain  such  assistance. 
They  are  as  follows  : — Ballyvaufi^han, 
Boyle,  Claremorris,  Dromore  West, 
Kenmare,  Letterkenny,  Strokestown, 
Westport,  Ballinasloe,  Ballyshannon, 
Cahirciveen,Carrick-on-Shannon,Castle- 
rea,  Galway,  Glennamaddy,|  Loughrea, 
Milford,  Mohill,  Hoscommon,  Sligo, 
Toborcurry,  and  Tralee.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber does  not  ask  me  the  result  of  the 
applications  in  these  cases ;  but  I  may 
state  that  in  one  case  (Kenmare)  the 
whole  Union  has  been  scheduled ;  in 
seven  cases  a  number  of  electoral  divi- 
sions have  been  scheduled,  and  the  re- 
maining 14  cases  are  still  under  con- 
sideration. With  regard  to  the  final 
paragraph  of  the  Question,  no  definite 
application  for  loans  has  yet  been  re- 
ceived from  any  Unions,  though  some 
Boards  of  Guardians  have  sought  in- 
formation on  the  subject.  As,  however, 
the  Bules  under  the  21st  section  of  the 
Act  have  only  been  issued  within  the 
past  few  days,  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
have  not  yet  had  time  to  give  the  matter 
the  necessary  consideration. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE- COMMERCIAL 
TREATY  WITH  SPAIN. 

Mb.  monk  asked  tlie  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther any  further  communication  has 
been  made  to  the  Spanish  Government, 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  Despatch  of  His  Excel- 
lency the  Marquis  de  la  Vega  de  Ar- 
mijo,  dated  August  12th  1882,  in  which 
the  Spanish  Government  express  a  strong 
hope  that  the  negotiations  for  a  Com- 
mercial Treaty  between  Great  Britain 
and  Spain, 

"Which  are  to  bring  about  the  over-increasiiig 
development  of  the  commercial  transactions  of 
both  Countries,  Mrill  soon  be  re-opened  ; " 

and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  state  its  pur- 
port to  the  House,  and  lay  a  Copy  upon 
the  Table? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  No, 
Sir ;  no  further  communication  has  been 
made  to  the  Spanish  Government. 

POST    OFFICE   (TELEGRAPH    DEPART- 
MENT)-OVERHEAD  TELE- 
GRAPH WIRES. 

Sir  henry  TYLER  asked  the 
Postmaster    General,    in    reference    to 

Mr.  Tfivilyan 


the  serious  occurrence  of  last  week, 
near  the  Cannon  Street  Station,  Whe- 
ther steps  are  being  taken  to  reduce  the 
numbers  of  tightly  strained  wires,  for 
telegraph  or  other  purposes,  oyer  the 
heads  of  the  metropolitan  population 
and  persons  using  the  streets  ?  The  hon. 
Member  added  that  he  did  not  wish  to 
fix  the  responsibility  for  the  occurrence 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  the 
Post  Office ;  he  merely  chose  it  as  an 
illustration. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  perhaps  recollect  that  he  asked  a 
Question  of  a  somewhat  similar  kind  in 
June  of  last  year,  and  I  informed  him 
of  the  steps  which  were  being  taken  by 
the  Post  Office  to  place  its  wires  in  Lon- 
don under  ground.  As  regards  the  oc- 
currence in  Cannon  Street,  the  wire  to 
wliich  the  hon.  Member  refers  does  not 
belong  to  the  Post  Office. 

GOVERNMENT  ANNUITIES  ACT,  1882- 

THE  ANNUITY  AND  INSURANCE 

TABLES. 

Mr.  RANKIN  asked  the  Postmasiw 
General,  When  the  new  Annuity  and 
Insurance  Tables,  necessary  under  the 
GoTemment  Annuities  Act  of  1882,  will 
be  published  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  have  to  state  that  by  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  the  Tables  have,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  be  prepared  by  the 
National  Debt  Commissioners,  and  I 
understand  that  the  Commissioners  hare 
been  for  some  time  engaged  in  their 
preparation.  The  Tables  have  suhee- 
quently  to  be  sanctioned  by  the  Trea- 
sury, and  then  laid  on  the  Table  for  SO 
days.  Whenever  these  necessary  fo^ 
malities  are  completed,  the  FostOffiw 
will  at  once  be  ready  to  bring  the  net 
scheme  of  annuities  and  insurance  into 
operation. 

EGYPTIAN  EXPEDITION— THE  INDIAN 
CONTINGENT— INCIDENCE  OF  COST. 
Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Secretaij 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  Her  Ma- 
j  esty 'sGovernment  stilladhereto  thestate- 
ment  made  by  him  that  Iler  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  determined  to  call  upon 
the  Government  of  India  to    pay  the 
total  expenses  of  Her  own  share  of  the 
operations  in  Egypt ;  whether  he  is  now 
in  a  position  to  state  if   Papers,  com- 
mencing from  the  first  intimation  that 
Indian  troops  might  be  required,  will  be 
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included  among  those  already  promised ; 
and,  if  so,  how  soon  they  may  be  ex- 
pected ;  and,  if  he  can  now  state  ap- 
proximately the  total  cost  incurred  by 
the  Gk>yemment  of  India  for  the  Con- 
tingent sent  by  that  Oovemment  ? 

The  Makqxjkss  of  HAJRTmGTON : 
I  have  already  stated  to  the  House  what 
was  the  approximate  Estimate  of  the 
Qoyemment  of  India  as  to  the  cost  in- 
curred by  the  Expedition  to  Egypt. 
Until  we  know  how  much  of  that  cost 
will  possibly  be  recouped  by  the  return 
of  stores  and  animals,  it  will  be  impos- 
sible to  ^ye  any  other  Estimate  than 
that  which  has  been  already  furnished 
to  the  House.  I  think  I  stated  last  week 
that  I  had  heard  from  the  Goyernment 
of  India  that  they  expected,  in  a  yery 
few  days,  to  be  able  to  send  further  in- 
formation upon  that  point.  Although  I 
haye  reminded  them  of  this  promise  on 
their  part,  I  haye  not  yet  receiyed  any 
further  information ;  and  it  i^  obyious 
that,  as  the  Expedition  is  just  on  the 
point  of  returning,  it  would  not  be  de- 
sirable to  press  for  further  information 
until  the  Indian  Goyernment  are  in  a 
position  to  giye  it  in  an  accurate  form. 
Until  that  information  is  receiyed,  it 
will  be  impossible  for  us  to  come  to  any 
conclusion  as  to  the  final  Vote  which  will 
be  required.  I  am,  therefore,  unable  to 
add  anything  to  the  answer  I  gaye  to 
the  hon.  Member's  Question  last  week. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  some  Papers 
connected  with  the  Expedition  had  al- 
ready been  presented.  Would  the  noble 
Marquess  say  when  the  remainder  would 
be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  ? 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
The  Papers  will  be  giyen  as  fully  as 
possible.  Certain  portions  consist  of 
telegraphic  correspondence,  and  as  some 
of  the  telegrams  are  secret  ones,  these 
cannot  be  giyen.  Howeyer,  the  Papers 
that  will  be  presented  will  giye  the 
House  as  full  an  idea  as  possible  of  what 
has  taken  place. 

» 

STATE  OF  IKELAND— DISTRESS  IN  THE 
WEST  OF  IRELAND. 

Mb.  LEA  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  re- 
port that — 

"  300  peraoni  in  Tory  Island  are  without 
food,  and  the  means  of  getting  any," 

and  also 


''that  other  portions  of  the  western  popu- 
lation are  in  a  state  of  impendina:  starva- 
tion ; " 

and,  if  so,  what  steps  haye  been  taken 
to  meet  this  distress  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  As  I  haye  al- 
ready stated,  I  haye  directed  the  Local 
Goyernment  Board  to  send  one  of  their 
Inspectors  to  the  Union  and  make  in- 
quiry on  the  spot,  and  a  ffun-boat  has 
been  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Irish 
Goyernment  for  the  conyeyance  of  food 
and  other  -necessaries  to  the  Island, 
should  it  be  found  requisite  to  do  so. 
The  Local  Goyernment  Board  haye  also 
called  on  their  Inspectors  for  special  Re- 
ports from  Glenties  Union,  in  Donegal, 
and  Ennistymon  Union,  in  Clare,  where 
it  has  been  alleged  exceptional  distress 
exists  or  may  be  anticipated.  The  Re- 
port from  Glenties  Union  has  already 
arriyed  in  Dublin;  and  I  am  told  by 
telegraph  that  it  shows  the  serious  re- 
sults from  the  storm,  and  the  appre- 
hended distress,  to  haye  been  exagge- 
rated. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)  —  DOMI- 
CILIARY VISITS  BT  THE  POLICE— 
MILLSTREET. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  Mill- 
street  Police  are  in  the  habit  of  making 
nightly  yisits  to  the  houses  of  the  in- 
habitants of  the  district,  compelling  them 
to  leaye  their  beds  and  proye  that  they 
are  within  doors;  under  what  statute 
this  is  done ;  whether  the  police  bring 
search  warrants  with  them  ;  if  not,  whe- 
ther the  householders  are  obliged  to  open 
to  them,  and  what  the  consequence  of 
refusal  would  be ;  and,  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  a  poHceman  named  Tillman 
recently  ordered  Thomas  McCarthy,  when 
peacefully  walking  with  a  friend  in  Mill- 
street  to  go  home,  about  the  hour  of  6 
p.m. ;  whether  the  constable  was  acting 
under  orders  ;  and,  if  so,  what  was  the 
object  of  the  command? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  The  Millstreet 
police,  acting  in  the  exercise  of  their 
ordinary  police  duties,  find  it  necessary 
occasionally  to  yisit  at  night  the  houses 
of  persons  whom  they  haye  reason  to 
suspect  of  being  out  at  night  for  no  good 
purpose.  These  persons  are  not  obliged 
to  admit  the  police  or  leaye  their  b^, 
and,  as  no  search  is  made,  no  search 
warrant  is  necessary.    With  regard  to 
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the  case  of  Thomas  McCarthy,  it  is  the  M«.  TREVELYAN :  There  is  but 
fact  that  Sub-constable  Tiernan  did  toll  one  definite  charge  made  in  the  Question 
him  he  had  better  go  homo.  This  oc-  of  the  hon.  Member,  and  that  is  against 
curred  between  7  and  8  in  the  evening,  Mr.  Ropor,  the  Legal  Assistant  Com- 
and  the  object  of  the  constable  was  to  missionor  on  the  Londonderry  Circnit. 
prevent  a  crowd  from  congregating  op-  Tlie  only  information  I  have  as  yet  re- 
posite  the  military  barracks  to  throw  ccived  on  the  matter  is  contained  in  a 
stones  at  the  soldiers,  one  of  whom  was  telegram  from  Mr.  Roper  from  Lima- 
struck  with  a  stone  on  the  15th  ultimo  vady,  which  is  as  follows  : — 
and  seriously  injured.  .1  ^.^^^  i„^^,„„pt  ^^^^  ^^^^^^  .^  ^^  ^^_ 

Mr.    JllliALl    asked   the  right    hon.  dence;  did  not  interrupt  Mr.  Green's  tenant; 

Gentleman    whether,    seeing  that    the  ho  was  heard  fully ;  made  no  complaint.*' 

police    had   no    authority'    for    rousiuff  itt-.v             j  x     tr    -r»        »     ^             # 

people  out  of  thoir  bedsf  ho  ^voulcl  givl  ^^.th  regard  to  Mr.  Eoper'a  tenure  of 

instruction  that  this  praetico  be  disSon-  ^?,f '  ,*»!?  aPPO'^toent  dates  from  the 

tinned?  If  not,  he  would  publicly  advise  i,"*'^  ^f,  ^^i^"?!^'  l''**  ^""^  "P'""  *"• 

the  people  to  resist  tho  police.   "  *''°  \=^'^  "^  f  P''^'    I  <'a°t°*  '"'«^«'  <^l 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked  whether  tho  ""l"""y  %«  ^  .^¥">«'"  *•?«.  '^^^  °| 

right  hon.  Gentleman  had  received  in-  any  bub-Commiaaioner  will  be  conUnuod 

fomation  that  many  persons  were  visited  *\«'  his  appointmont  expires, 

twice  in  the  24  hours  by  the  police-  ^^^l"   HEALY  gave  Notice  that  on 

once  in  tho  morning  and  once  after  dark,  .^"'^'^V  ^«  '^""/^  l^'^  *^®  9*»«®f  |««- 

and  that  the  police  insisted  upon  enter-  ta^J  «^»ether  MrM3ommi8sioner  Eoper 

ing  the  houses  of  such  persons  and  ascer-  ^^       ^^  worus 

taining  whether  they  were  in  the  house  "  ^f""-  Commisuioner  Ropor  :   You  arc  only 

or  not ;  and  in  case  of  their  being  absent  '""'"^^0^°"  y'l^^  ^^^"^  ' 

they  insisted  on   the    members   of   the  •< MrTommiSoner  Roper;  That  doc.  net 

family  answering  where  the  master  of  cost  much." 

the  house  was ;  and  if  persons  would  be  T-m-. 

justiEed  in  refusing   admission  to  the  .    ^^-  SPEAKER:    Tho  hon.  Member 

police  under  tho  circumstances  ?  »*  °°^  reading  a  passage  which,  under 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  I  havo  no  such  }»y  authority,  was  struck  out  from  the 

information;  but  I  shall  refer  the  Ques-  ^"l^    ^IL^  .  _ -.r 

tion  of  the  hon.  Member  to  the  authorities  ,^k-  5     ,-^^4  ^  *™  8;i"ng  Notice 

in  Dublin.  that  on  Monday  I  will  ask  this  Question. 

May  I  ask  you.  Sir,  whether  you  will  not 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT— THE  SUB-  permit  me  to  put  that  Question  ? 

COMMISSIONERS.  Mr.  SPEAKER :  If  the  Question  it 

ORDER— ALTERATION  OF  QUESTIONS.  i°  tl^e  terras  which  havo  already  been 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre-  <l,f  "ted  by  mo,  I  could  not,  of  conne, 

taiy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  *  „   "™, » x^  L         :,  .            ,.1. 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  *\^-  ^^^  \  begged  to  say  that  he 
to  the  manner  in  which  Sub-Commis-  would  conclude  his  remarks  withaMo- 
sioners  address  applicants    under   the  *'°'^-    f"  '^^'^  ago  he  had  put  a  Notice 
Land  Act  from    the  Bench,    especially  upon  the  Paper  containing  a  short  «• 
when  attempting  to  prove  their  improve-  tract  from  a  newspaper,  which  he  undo- 
ments;  whether  he  has  seen  the  report  stood  wa.s  subsequonUy  struck  out  under 
a  few  days  ago    from   Kilrea,  County  ^}^  Speaker  s  authority.     He  was  in- 
Derry  Sub-Commission,  where  a  tenant  f''™^^  ''7  t"^"  C^^'of  Secretary  for  lie- 
on  the  estate  of  the  Rev.  Godfrey  D.  and  that  he  was  unable  to  answer  hi» 
Greene,  giving  evidence  as  to  his  im-  Question  in  consequence  of  the  stnki^ 
provements,    was    interrupted    by   the  out  of  this  parUcular  portion  of  it    He 
Chairman  ;  whether  Mr.  Roper  has  been  in^'med  him  that  upon  Monday  nexthe 
appointed  Sub-Commissioner  for  a  year  ^°^^^  read  an  extract  from  that  news- 
certain  ;  and,  if  it  is  intended  to  continue  Paper,  and  he  would  now  read  it— 
his  services  ?     The  hon.  Member  stated  "  Mr.  Commissioner  Roper :   Yon  ue  only 
that  the  manuscript  Question  which  he  teUinR  us  you  did  these  things  ?  Witneas:  Yei. 
had  handed  in  at  the  Table  had  been  so  colt  much  °°"°''"'°°*'  ^^ :  That  do«  not 
altered  by  the  authorities  of  the  House  7.  xhTwitness  was  then  proceeding  to  say  thst 
W  to  be  now  quite  uninteUlglble.  he  had  made  some  minor  improvements,  ind  to 

Mr.  Ircvtlyan 


683 


landJOaw 


I  November  2, 1882) 


(Ireland)  Act, 


634 


itale  what  the  cost  of  these  improvements  was, 
whoi 

•*  Mr.  Commiasioner  Roper  :  Do  you  charge 
lor  boots  and  shoes  going  oyer  the  farm  ?  Wit- 
DCit:   No. 

"  Mr.  Commissioner  Roper :  Why  don't  you  ? 
What  about  the  spades  and  shovels  ?  " 

His  (Mr.  Healy's)  object  was  to  show 
the  people  of  Ireland  the  sort  of  con- 
nderation  the  Irish  tenants  were  getting 
from  the  English  Courts  Parliament 
had  set  up  to  assess  rents  between  land- 
brd  and  tenant.  This  was  in  the  North 
of  Ireland,  a  part  said  to  have  been 
hitherto  exceedingly  loyal,  and  where 
the  people  set  great  store  upon  their 
Ulster  Custom  and  upon  the  question  of 
improvements,  so  much  so  that  the  Go- 
rsmment,  before  the  Session  was  over, 
would  have  to  give  some  day  for  the  dis- 
Dussion  of  improvements.  He  desired 
to  bring  before  the  House  the  fact  that 
when  a  tenant  was  giving  evidence  with 
regard  to  his  improvements  he  was 
stopped  in  a  sneering  and  jeering  man- 
ner by  one  of  the  Gladstonian  Courts, 
and  asked  why  he  did  not  give  the  cost 
of  the  boots  and  shoes  he  had  worn  over 
the  farm,  and  why  he  did  not  charge  for 
roades  and  shovels.  If,  in  his  discretion, 
the  Speaker  excluded  every  Question 
that  was  asked,  there  could  be  no  relief 
whatever  against  his  authority  ;  but  he 
failed  to  see  on  what  ground  that  autho- 
rity was  established.  If  they  took  an 
extract  from  a  newspaper  which  was 
■apposed  to  be  against  the  grain  of  the 
roung  authority  in  the  House,  that  ex- 
tract was  not  allowed  to  appear  upon  the 
Paper ;  but  if  they  put  forward  certain 
other  extracts,  or  if  the  Conservative 
Party — for  instance,  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Lei  trim  (Mr. 
Tottenham)  —  put  Questions  upon  the 
Paper  notoriously  containing  matter  of 
debate,  many  of  them  involving  serious 
questions  of  argument,  they  were  told 
by  the  highest  authority  in  the  House 
that  the  hon.  Member  put  them  down 
npon  his  own  authority.  The  hon. 
Member  eould  exercise  his  own  autho- 
rity; but  the  Home  Eulers  below  the 
Chmgway  could  exercise  no  authority 
whatever.  The  grievance  about  putting 
Questions  in  the  House  had,  in  his 
opinion,  g^own  into  a  scandal.  They  had 
three  gentlemen  at  the  Table,  who  had 
the  control  of  such  matters,  and  who 
knew  full  well  that  the  Speaker  would 
back  them  up  in  whatever  they  did. 
["  Oh !  oh !  "J   That,  at  least,  had  been 


his  experience,  and  he  did  not  desire  to 
extend  his  observations  further. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  course  taken 
by  the  hon.  Member  is,  in  my  opinion, 
most  irregular.  He  was  informed  by 
me  that  the  form  in  which  he  proposed 
to  put  his  Question  was  out  of  Order ; 
and,  in  order  to  put  himself  in  Order,  he 
rises  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
House.  In  the  course  of  his  observa- 
tions he  does  not  address  himself  to  the 
Question  under  consideration;  but  he 
attacks  the  authorities  of  the  House.  If 
the  hon.  Member  intends  to  attack  the 
authorities  of  the  House,  he  should  do 
so  by  a  direct  Motion. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  hehad  hitherto 
understood  that  the  Speaker  had  always 
found  it  difficult  to  rule  what  observa- 
tions were  out  of  Order  on  a  Motion  for 
the  Adjournment  of  the  House  ;  but  us 
he  had  now  ruled  that  he  could  not 
attack  the  authorities  of  the  House,  he 
should  not  proceed  further  with  his  re- 
marks in  that  direction.  He  was  refer- 
ring to  the  way  in  which  Irish  tenants 
had  been  treated  in  these  Sub- Commis- 
sion Courts;  and  he  trusted  that  they 
would  have  some  assurance  from  the 
Government  that  if  remarks  like  those 
he  had  quoted  were  used  by  landlord 
partizans,  they,  at  least,  would  not  coun- 
tenance them.  It  was  impossible  for 
them  to  let  the  Government  know  what 
was  the  language  used  by  those  persons, 
because  it  was  struck  out  the  moment 
they  put  it  on  the  Paper;  and,  there- 
fore, they  were  completely  shut  out  from 
bringing  it  to  the  notice  of  the  Govern- 
ment, except  by  taking  a  course  like  the 
present.  He  had  to  tell  the  Government 
that  there  was  in  the  North  of  Ireland  a 
growing  feeling  of  disgust  at  the  charac- 
ter of  the  appointments  that  were  being 
made.  They  were  appointing  under  the 
Land  Act  a  number  of  gentlemen  drawn 
wholly  from  the  landlord  class.  He  would 
not  enter  into  the  question  of  religion ;  but 
when,  out  of  17  valuators,  there  was  but 
one  Catholic,  it  was  evident  that  they 
were  drawn  from  the  territorial  or  ascen- 
dency class.  That  being  so,  how  could 
they  expect  the  people  to  have  confidence 
in  the  administration  of  the  Land  Act  ? 
It  was  only  the  other  day  that  a  most 
respected  clergyman  of  the  Catholic 
Church,  a  gentleman  well  known  to  the 
Prime  Minister,  who,  in  the  teeth  of  the 
''no  rent''  manifesto,  had  advised  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  to  go  into  the  Land 
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Courts,  wrote  a  public  letter  to  The  Free^ 
man^s  Journal,  stating  that  he  regretted 
ever  giving  such  a  recommendation.  He 
said  that  the  Land  Act  was  a  sham  and 
a  failure,  and  he  told  the  tenants  that 
he  repented  of  his  meddlesome  interfer- 
ence, and  regretted  that  he  had  not 
allowed  them  to  be  swayed  by  the  ad- 
vice given  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  When  cler- 
gymen of  that  kind,  who  had  hitherto 
supported  the  Land  Act,  now  repudiated 
it,  how  could  they  expect  its  administra- 
tion to  command  the  confidence  of  the 
Irish  people  ?  In  the  county  of  Down 
when  the  Act  was  passed  they  actually 
lit  a  bonfire  to  celebrate  the  event.  If 
they  lit  a  bonfire  now,  it  would  be  to 
bum  the  Act.  As  he  said  before,  the 
Irish  Members  were  stopped  from  bring- 
ing the  grievances  of  the  tenants  before 
the  House  in  a  regular  manner,  and  that 
was  his  excuse  for  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  which  he  now  did. 

^  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr,  Eealy.) 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  regretted  exceed- 
ingly that  the  hon.  Member  had  brought 
on  this  discussion,  because  it  touched  a 
question  concerning  the  interests  both  of 
landlords  and  tenants  which  was  most 
delicate  and  important,  and  which  re- 
quired to  be  handled  with  very  great 
care  and  deliberation.  It  was  a  ques- 
tion on  which  he  certainly  was  unwilling 
to  say  one  word  unless  he  was  able  to 
say  many,  and  to  be  in  a  position  per- 
fectly to  understand  a  matter  which  was 
now  in  a  condition  that  required  to  be 
approached  with  very  great  care.  The 
hon.  Member  was,  no  doubt,  perfectly 
correct  when  he  said  that  there  was  a 
groat  deal  of  anxiety  and  apprehension 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  with  respect  to 
the  recent  appointments  of  valuators; 
but  he  would  bo  more  correct  if  he  said 
that  there  had  been  a  still  stronger  ap- 
prehension and  anxiety,  but  that  that 
apprehension  and  anxiety  was  at  the 
present  moment  diminishing.  In  what 
he  intended  to  say  he  wished  it  to  be 
understood  that  nothing  he  stated  should 
be  taken  to  imply  any  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  He  did  not 
intend  to  enter  into  the  question  of  the 
appointment  of  the  valuators,  or  the 
views  of  the  Government  in  relation 
thereto;  but  he  would  say  this  much, 

iff.  Ilealy 


at  all  events — a  great  deal  had  been 
written  and  a  great  deal  had  been 
said  on  platforms  of  the  nature  of 
that  repeated  by  the  hon.  Member  to* 
night— criticifiims  of  a  very  severe  cha- 
racter upon  the  individual  opinions  and 
individual  antecedents  of  these  gentle- 
men. The  Government  were  not  re- 
sponsible for  these  appointments.  The 
Government,  through  the  Treasury,  ac- 
quiesced in  the  appointment  of  these 
valuers ;  but  the  responsibility  for  Uie 
appointments  rested  absolutely  with  the 
Land  Commission.  The  Government 
were  not  bound  to  defend  them.  It 
was,  however,  needless  to  say  that  any- 
one who  shared  to  some  extent  the  re- 
sponsibility for  the  state  of  Ireland  at 
the  present  moment  would  be  bound 
very  carefully  to  examine  into  these  ap- 
pointments; and  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  the  more  they  examined  into  the 
appointments  of  these  gentlemen  the 
more  they  were  convinced  that  the  real 
cause  of  the  apprehension  with  which 
the  tenants  regarded  them  was  that  thej 
were  called  valuators,  and  that  these 
gentlemen  belonged  to  the  same  dass 
from  whom  the  Government  drew  the 
Sub-Commissioners.  He  believed  also 
that  both  the  Sub -Commissioners  and 
valuators  were,  as  a  class,  men  in  whom 
landlords  and  tenants  ought  to  repose 
confidence.  The  motives  of  the  Gbvem- 
ment  for  making  the  change  were  three 
— First,  they  wished  to  diminish  the 
number  of  appeals  by  giving  confidence; 
secondly,  they  wished  to  quicken  the 
progress  of  business  in  the  Land  Courts; 
and,  thirdly,  they  wished  that  the  com- 
plaints made  about  the  rapidity  with 
which  farms  were  examined  should  he 
obviated.  With  regard  to  two  of  these 
points — the  diminution  in  the  number 
of  appeals  and  the  rapidity  of  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Land  Courts — it  was  too 
early  yet  to  form  an  opinion ;  but  one 
important  object  had,  he  thought,  been 
obtained,  and  that  was  that  the  fiarmf 
were  now  examined  much  more  care- 
fully than  before.  That  was  a  very 
great  gain ;  and  he  was  glad  to  think 
that,  while  the  examination  had  been 
made  much  more  carefully  than  before,  it 
was  made  by  a  class  of  men  who  as 
nearly  as  possible  wore  of  the  same  class 
as  those  gentlemen  who  were  appointed 
with  80  much  care — and  he  might  say 
successful  care — by  his  Predecessor,  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
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W.  E.  Forster).  He  had  tried  in  what 
he  had  now  said  to  avoid  raising  any 
eontroversial  question  ;  but  he  thought 
it  was  impossible  to  let  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Member  with  regard  to  these 
gentlemen  pass  without  a  word  of  reply 
from  their  only  spokesman  in  that 
House.      

Mb.  lewis  remarked,  that  it  might 
be  oonvenient  to  the  House  if  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  now  answered  a  Ques- 
tion which  he  had  on  the  Paper — 
namely,  Whether,  having  regard  to  the 
statement  he  made  to  the  Liberal  and 
tenant  deputation  who  waited  on  him 
on  the  drd  of  October,  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  interfere  with 
the  exercise  of  the  discretion  of  the  Irish 
Land  Commissioners  as  to  the  continu- 
ance of  the  Court  valuers  after  the 
expiry  of  their  three  months'  appoint- 
ment, which  would  terminate  at  the  end 
of  November  ?  It  was  most  unfortunate 
that  in  the  short  speech  he  addressed  to 
the  House  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
contradicted  himself;  for  this  he  said — 
and  said  loudly — that  the  Government 
had  nothing  to  do  with  these  appoint- 
ments, which  were  made  by  the  Land 
Goorts.  In  a  few  sentences  afterwards 
he  spoke  of  them  as  being  made  with 
certain  objects  by  the  Government. 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  I  said  that  the 
Government,  as  a  matter  of  policy, 
sanctioned  the  appointment  of  these 
valuators ;  but  that  the  personal  appoint- 
ments rested  entirely  with  the  Land 
Oommissioners. 

Mb.  lewis  accepted  the  right  hon. 
Oantleman's  explanation  ;  but  that  did 
not  do  away  with  the  effect  of  the  point 
he  was  raising — namely,  what  was  the 
position  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  the  appointment  of  Court  valuers  ? 
He  Quite  understood  that  the  consent  of 
the  Treasury  was  necessary  in  order  to  fix 
the  remuneration  of  the  Court  valuers ; 
but  the  Government  had  taken  a  totally 
different  tone  out  of  the  House  to  that 
which  they  had  taken  in  it.  The  right 
hon.  GFentleman  the  Chief  Secretary, 
whoy  when  a  deputation  waited  on  him 
on  the  3rd  of  October  last,  referred 
especially  to  these  valuers  being  on 
their  probation,  and  intimated  that 
on  the  result  of  that  probation  it  de- 
pended whether  the  Gt)ven]ment  would 
renew  their  appointments.  Now,  he 
wished  to  know  if  the  Government  did 
not  intend  to  interfere  with  the  judicial 


exercise  of  the  discretion  of  the  Land 
Commissioners,  why  did  they  give  it  to 
be  understood  that  the  renewal  of  these 
appointments  would  depend  upon  the 
conduct  of  the  valuers,  upon  the  reduc- 
tions they  made,  and  whether  those  re- 
ductions were  satisfactory  to  the  general 
body  of  tenants  ?  The  result  seemed  to 
be  that,  although  the  Government  were 
not  primarily  responsible  for  these 
appointments,  and  although,  he  sup- 
posed, they  would  deny  that  they  exer- 
cised any  influence  upon  the  functions 
of  the  Land  Commissioners,  they  in- 
tended to  interfere  by  withholding  the 
salaries  of  the  valuers  at  the  end  of 
three  months.  He  asked,  on  behalf  of 
the  landowning  class  in  Ireland,  what 
was  the  position  of  the  Government? 
Were  the  valuers  to  be  left  with  this 
threat  hanging  over  their  heads,  that  in 
three  months,  if  their  conduct  had  been 
unsatisfactory  to  the  tenants,  they  were 
to  be  dismissed — that  they  were  to  be 
judged,  not  by  the  fairness  of  their  evi- 
dence as  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
but  by  the  amount  of  satisfaction  which 
they  must  give  to  a  number  of  greedy 
tenants,  who  wanted  reductions  of  30 
per  cent  instead  of  20  ?  He  trusted  the 
House  would  not  allow  this  extra  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament  to  go  by  without 
understanding  what  was  the  programme 
of  the  Government  with  reference  to  the 
administration  of  this  Land  Act  in  Ire- 
land, and  what  was  the  stand  which  they 
took  in  regard  to  these  valuers.  They 
said  they  had  not  appointed  them  ;  but 
did  they  or  did  they  not  intend  to  inter- 
fere with  the  discretion  of  the  Land 
Commissioners?  At  the  end  of  the 
three  months,  was  it  to  be  said  that  a 
man  was  to  be  dismissed,  or  a  whole 
body  of  those  men  were  to  be  dismissed, 
because  the  tenants  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land or  in  the  South  of  Ireland  were 
dissatisfied  with  the  result  ?  He  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  the  greed  of  the 
tenant-farming  class  in  Ireland  had  been 
excited  by  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  matter.  It  had  been  ex- 
cited by  the  speech  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who,  in  two  columns  of  The 
Times  newspaper,  had  told  a  Party  de- 
putation who  had  come  to  him — because 
they  had  bragged  that  they  were  sup- 
porters of  the  Government — that  at  the 
end  of  the  three  months  the  Government 
would  consider  whether  these  valuers 
were  to  be  retained  or  not.    And,  then, 
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what  had  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land done  ?  Why,  he  had  a  meeting  of  his 
constituents  in  Coloraine.  They  passed 
a  resolution  demanding  the  immediate 
dismissal  of  these  valuers,  and  then  the 
Solicitor  General  wrote  to  them  in 
acknowledgment  of  this  resolution,  and 
said — **  I  will  press  upon  the  Govern- 
ment most  earnestly  what  you  ask  to  be 
carried  out."  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  told  the  deputation  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  mean  to  interfere,  that  the 
Governnient  would  watch  narrowly  the 
result  of  these  appointments,  the  evidence 
that  the  Court  valuers  gave,  the  result 
of  their  evidence,  and  the  awards  that 
were  made,  and  on  the  result  of  that 
they  would  take  their  action ;  and  the 
Solicitor  General  had  told  his  consti- 
tuents, though  the  Government  had  been 
parties  to  the  fixing  of  the  salaries  of 
these  valuers,  that  he  would  press  upon 
the  Government  their  dismissal.  Al- 
though he  approached  the  subject  from 
a  different  point  of  view  from  those 
sitting  below  the  Gangway,  yet  he  was 
also  of  opinion  that  it  was  necessary  for 
both  sides  of  the  House  to  understand  what 
was  to  be  the  position  of  the  land-occupy- 
ing class  with  reference  to  these  Court 
valuers.  Were  the  valuers  to  be  left  to 
exercise  their  functions  fairly  and  legi- 
timately without  tlie  threat  hanging  over 
their  heads  that,  unless  they  satisfied  one 
class  only  of  the  community  in  Ireland, 
and  that  the  tenant  class,  they  were  to 
be  dismissed  ?  Parliament  might  attempt 
to  settle  the  Land  Question  by  all  these 
amending  Acts ;  but  nothing  would  settle 
the  question  if  the  Government  excited 
the  greed  of  the  tenants  in  the  way  they 
were  now  doing.  Even  Ulster  had  said 
that  the  Land  Acts  were  nonsense.  Why 
were  they  nonsense  ?  Because  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  continually  giving 
way,  continually  conceding;  because  they 
had  never  set  their  foot  down  and  said — 
*'  Now  this  stop  shall  be  final."  They 
had  met  during  this  extra  Session  for  the 
purpose  of  discussing  the  Rules  of  Pro- 
cedure ;  but  it  was  impossible  to  over- 
look the  fact  that  the  Irish  Land  Ques- 
tion was  now  no  nearer  settlement  than 
it  was  two  years  ago.  There  was  not 
the  smallest  approach  to  a  settlement  of 
it.  The  Arrears  Bill  had  been  received 
with  contempt.  [*•  No,  no!"]  The 
proof  was  clear.  How  many  people  had 
taken  advantage  of  it  ?  The  whole  sys- 
tem of  land  legislation  in  Ireland,  in- 1 
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eluding  this  very  queBtion  of  the  Court 
valuers,  showed  that  the  Gbvemment 
had  not  even  touched  the  fringe  of  the 
Land  Question,  and  becanse  th^  had 
not  put  their  foot  down  and  showed  any- 
thing like  a  programme  which  they  in- 
tended to  carry  out.     Did  they  not,  as  a 
Party  professing    to    be    Liberal  sup- 
porters of  the  Government,  appeal  to 
the  Government  that  they  should  insist 
on  the  dismissal  of  these  Court  valuers 
at  the  end  of  three  months,  simply  be- 
cause their  evidence  and  advice  and  the 
consequent  awards  were  not  satisfactory 
to  the  peasant  class  ?    But  was  ever  any 
arbitrator's  opinion  satisfactory  to  both 
sides  interested  ?  Was  it  to  be  supposed 
that  because  the  tenants  as  a  olass  got  a 
reduction  of  3  or  5  per  cent  less  than 
under  the  old  system  that,  therefore,  the 
new  system  was  a  bad  one  ?    It  was 
impossible  that  the  Government  could 
ever  settle  the  Irish  Land  Question  un- 
less they  abandoned  all  shillyshallying, 
and  gave  both  the  occupying  and  the 
land-owningclasses  to  understand  clearly 
what  their  programme  really  was  on 
these  matters,  and  also  that  that  pro- 
gramme had  in  it  something  like  finality. 
Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  the  recent 
change    in   the  administration  of  the 
Land  Act  in  the  appointment  of  valuers 
bad  destroyed  the  confidence  of  the  ten- 
ant farmers  of  Ulster.     lie  ventured  to 
say  that  when  the  Hetums  of  the  Land 
Commission  were  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  it  would  be  found  that,  in- 
stead of  the  valuers  having  facilitated 
the  administration  of  the  Act,  they  had. 
seriously  impeded  it ;  and,  from  penoasl 
knowledge  of  the  county  he  represented 
(Tyrone),  he  could  state  that  the  de« 
cisions  now  given  under  the  new  system 
had  diminished  the   settlement  of  &ir 
rents  by  from  25  to  33  per  cent.    He 
remembered  listening  last  year  to  the 
speeches  made  by  noble  Lords  in  ''sn* 
other  place  "  —  one   noble  Lord  (J/sA 
Kilmorey)  said  that  the  object  of  that 
House  should  be  to  revolutionize  the 
working  of  the  Land  Act  in  Ireland. 
The  Government  had  succeeded  by  thai 
recent  action  in  doing  that  most  effec- 
tually.    There  was  no  place  in  Ireland 
where  the  Land  Act  was  received  more 
warmly  or    more    thankfully  than  in 
Ulster ;   and  he,  for  one,  could  only  re- 
gret, for  the  sake  of  the  prosperity  of 
Ulster,  that  the  Government  had  tslen 
this  fatal  step — a  step  opposed  to  tho 
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decision  of  the  House  and  to  the  ex- 
pressed yiews  of  the  Prime  Minister 
nimself.  He  oould  not  understand  how 
the  Government  gave  their  consent  to 
such  a  grave  change,  especially  when 
it  was  remembered  that  the  House 
had  disapproved  of  the  appointment  of 
valuers.  The  question  would  be  a  serious 
one  in  the  Province  of  Ulster ;  and  from 
numerous  communications  which  he  had 
received,  it  would  not  surprise  him  if, 
before  January  next,  a  large  number  of 
the  tenants  of  Ulster  had  withdrawn 
from  the  Land  Court. 

Mb.  PAENELL:  The  hon.  Member 
for  Tyrone  has  just  given  it  as  his 
opinion  that  the  appointment  of  Court 
valuers  has  destroyed  the  confidence  of 
the  people  of  Ulster  in  the  Land  Act  of 
last  Session.  I  am  somewhat  surprised 
that  the  hon.  Member  did  not  go  further 
and  say,  as  he  said  some  time  ago  at 
Coleraine,  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  that 
the  confidence  of  the  people  of  Ulster 
had  been  destroyed  in  this  Act,  not  only 
on  account  of  its  administration,  but  on 
account  of  its  interpretation  by  the 
Supreme  Court  in  Dublin  in  the  case  of 
"  Adams  v,  Dunseath."  It  must  have 
been  evident  to  everybody  that  if  the 
question  of  fixing  a  fair  rent  was  left  to 
a  Court,  or  to  a  valuer,  the  landlord  class 
in  Ireland  would  obtain  the  greatest 
amount  of  representation  amongst  the 
men  chosen  to  fix  the  fair  rent.  The 
education  and  the  wealth  of  Ireland  have 
been  in  the  hands  of  that  class,  and  hence 
it  must  happen  that  when  the  Govern- 
ment have  to  choose  their  valuers,  or 
their  Judges,  or  their  Chairman  of  a 
Commission  to  fix  a  fair  rent,  the  greatest 
number  must  be  chosen  from  the  land- 
lord class ;  and  from  their  sympathy  with 
tiie  landlord  class  therefore,  landlords, 
other  things  being  equal,  must  neces- 
sarily get  the  best  of  tne  administration 
of  the  Act,  and  I  never  expected  any- 
thing else  than  that  the  tenants  would 
be  disappointed  by  the  administration  of 
the  Act.  I  did,  however,  expect  that  at 
least  the  grain  of  advantage  that  was 
secured  to  the  tenants  by  the  clause  in 
the  Act  which  is  known  as  '^  Healy's 
Clause  "  would  not  have  been  whittled 
away  by  the  chicanery  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court.  It 
is  impossible  to  go  into  this  question 
now ;  but  it  must  be  evident  to  the  whole 
House  that  the  question  which  has  been 
raised  by  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend 
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the  Member  for  Wexford,  and  the  other 
questions  imported  into  the  debate  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Lewis)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone 
(Mr.  Dickson),  should  not  be  let  alone, 
and  that  it  will  be  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance for  the  House  to  have  a*  full 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Land  Act  before  the  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament  is  prorogued.  I  feel 
sure  the  Government  will  see  the  disad- 
vantage of  discussing  a  question  of  this 
kind  on  a  Motion  for  tha  Adjournment 
of  the  House ;  and  that  they  will  also  see 
that,  failing  a  fitting  opportunity  for  its 
discussion,  the  question  will  be  con- 
tinually bubbling  and  bursting  up  on 
awkward  and  inconvenient  occasions, 
and  that  debates  will  arise  of  an  imper- 
fect and  unsatisfactory  character,  leaving 
the  House  just  as  much  uninformed 
as  to  the  true  state  of  things  as  it  was 
at  the  beginning  ;  and  I  therefore  hope 
that  before  long  we  may  receive  the 
assurance  from  the  Prime  Minister  that 
before  the  Prorogation  the  House  will 
be  afforded  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
this  most  important  question. 

Mb.  GIYAN  said,  that,  as  the  only 
Member  of  Parliament  who  accompaniea 
the  deputation  to  the  Chief  Secretary, 
he  wished  to  say  that  its  object  was  in 
no  degree  to  depreciate  the  benefits  of 
the  Land  Act,  because  the  people  of 
Ulster  had  always  been  thankml  for  the 
Act  as  a  measure  which  had  given  them 
stability  and  removed  them  above  the 
caprices  of  the  landlords ;  but  it  was  to 
point  out  to  the  Chief  Secretary  and  to 
the  Government  that  the  appointment 
of  Court  valuers  was  actually  retarding 
the  administration  of  the  Act.  The  pro- 
fessed object  of  the  appointment  of  the 
valuers  was  to  keep  the  legal  Commis- 
sioners always  at  work,  and  to  expedite 
the  business  of  the  Commission.  It  was 
found,  however,  that  not  only  were  the 
functions  of  the  valuers  badly  performed, 
and  of  a  very  unsatisfactory  nature,  but 
that  in  many  cases  the  valuers  had  no 
knowledge  of  the  district  to  which  they 
were  appointed.  For  instance,  several 
men  who  were  sent  to  Ulster  were  utterly 
unacquainted  with  the  Ulster  Custom. 
Their  object  in  going  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, therefore,  was  to  point  out  that 
the  personnel  of  these  valuers  was  ob- 
jectionable to  the  Ulster  men,  because 
they  were  unacquainted  with  the  Ulster 
Custom,  and  that  a  system  which  sez^t 
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men  as  valuers  to  fix  a  fair  rent  without 
hearing  the  evidence  of  the  tenant  as  to 
the  improvements  made  by  him  could 
not  work  satisfactorily.  The  deputation 
did  not  understand  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  say  that  the  valuers  were  on  proba- 
tion, nor  did  they  understand  him  to 
say  that  the  valuers  were  to  be  dismissed 
if  at  the  end  of  three  months  the  rents 
were  not  sufficiently  reduced.  The  Chief 
Secretary  admitted  that  the  object  of 
their  appointment  was  to  expedite  the 
business,  and  said  that  if  it  was  found 
at  the  end  of  three  months  that  the  alle- 
gations of  the  deputation  were  true — 
namely,  that  the  existence  of  the  valuers 
retarded  the  administration  of  the  Act, 
he  would  consider  whether  it  would  not 
be  useful  and  advantageous  to  change 
the  system.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
deputation  was  a  Party  one;  but  he 
denied  that  they  went  to  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary as  a  Party  deputation.  It  was 
a  deputation  of  the  tenant  farmers  of 
Ulster,  of  most  respectable  and  in- 
fluential representative  men  ;  and  the 
assurance  they  received  was  that  if  the 
valuators  did  not  give  satisfaction  to 
both  landlord  and  tenant  the  Govern- 
ment would  reconsider  their  appoint- 
ment. 

Mr.  O'CONNOE  POWER  said,  he 
was  glad  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  had  brought  the  matter  under 
the  notice  of  the  House,  for  he  had  had 
frequent  complaints  made  to  him  of  the 
conduct  of  members  of  the  Sub- Com  mis- 
sion who  had  been  appointed  to  admi- 
nister the  Land  Act  in  the  county  of 
Mayo.  The  complaint  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  was  perfectly  parallel 
to  the  complaints  he  had  received  from 
his  constituents  during  a  recent  visit. 
No  question  was  more  important  than 
whether  the  administration  of  the  Land 
Act  was  calculated  to  defeat  the  purpose 
of  Parliament.  Why  had  the  Act  of 
1870  failed  to  bring  relief  to  the  tenant 
farmers  of  Ireland  ?  Not  that  that  Act 
did  not  embrace  a  large  acknowledg- 
ment of  their  rights  ;  but  the  manner  in 
which  it  was  administered  prevented  the 
tenant  farmers  from  getting  the  benefit 
that  Parliament  intended  they  should 
receive.  He  was  decidedly  of  opinion 
that  the  administration  of  the  Land  Act 
deserved  the  serious  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment. They  had  in  Mayo  three 
gentlemen  as  a  Sub-Commission,  and 
lis  Sub-Commission  had  not  been  able 
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to  devise  any  method  of  transacting 
business  at  all  so  satisfactory  and  expe- 
ditious as  the  Court  constituted  by  one 
person — namely,  theCounty  Court  Judge. 
He  had  already  put  a  Question  to  ue 
Chief  Secretary  as  to  whether  some 
arrangement  could  not  be  made  for  the 
substitution  of  the  County  Court  for 
this  Sub-Commission  ?  But  in  reply  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
this  could  not  be  done  under  the  Land 
Act.  In  view  of  that  circumstance  he 
was  induced  to  ask  if  the  Government 
would  not  give  facilities  for  the  in- 
troduction of  a  short  measure  to  amend 
the  Act  in  that  particular?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lewis), 
who  represented  an  Irish  constituency, 
had  told  the  House  that  the  policy  of 
the  Government  was  stimulated  by  the 
greed  of  the  tenant  farmers.  Now,  the 
Land  Act  was  not  adopted  out  of  re- 
spect for  any  such  low  feeling.  If  he 
understood  their  object  aright,  it  was 
this— that  Parliament  was  anxious  to 
secure  to  the  tenant  farmers  property 
which  the  landlord  had  appropriated  as 
his  own  ;  and,  considering  the  ereat 
effort  which  Parliament  had  maae  to 
carry  that  Act,  it  was  time  to  ask  whe- 
ther their  intentions  were  to  be  defeated 
by  the  manner  in  which  the  Act  was 
being  administered  ?  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary entirely  failed  to  notice  the  prin- 
cipal ground  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford's  (Mr.  Healy's)  complaint— 
namely,  the  language  attributed  to  one 
of  these  Sub-Commissioners ;  and  he 
asked  him  to  say  what  right  a  Sub- 
Commissioner  had  to  ask  a  poor  tenant 
farmer  who  was  struggling  against  op- 
pression questions  like  those  read  to 
them  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford? 
He  was  inclined  to  believe  the  charge 
brought  against  that  Sub-Commissioner 
by  the  hon.  Member,  for  he  had  had  un- 
impeachable evidence  of  similar  charges 
brought  against  Land  Commissioneii 
elsewhere ;  and  he  had  also  heard  com- 
plaints on  the  part  of  the  tenant  faimen 
of  Mayo  against  the  manner  in  which 
the  Sub-Commissioners  administered  the 
Act  there.  He  trusted  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  say  these  were  not 
frivolous  or  groundless  complaints,  bat 
that  they  were  serious  complaints,  and 
that  the  value  of  the  Act  was  threat- 
ened by  the  way  in  which  it  was  being 
administered  by  partizan  Judges;  and 
he  hoped  and  trusted  that  the  result  of 
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drawing  his  attention  to  the  matter  in 
tfiis  inK>rmal  way  would  he  that  they 
would  ohtain  a  more  suhstantial  kind  of 
joBtice  in  the  future  administration  of 
the  Act. 

Miu  CHAELES  EUSSELL  said,  the 
discussion  must  necessarily  he  incom- 
plete and  irregular,  and  he  trusted  the 
GoTomment  would  hring  it  to  an  end 
by  saying  that  they  would  give  a  day 
tor  the  discussion  of  the  subject.  He 
did  not  desire  to  go  into  the  merits  of 
the  matter  now ;  but  he  felt  bound  to 
say  that  there  did  exist  in  a  large  part 
of  Ireland,  not  confined  to  Ulster,  a 
feeling  of  very  great  distrust  because 
of  the  new  scheme  for  the  appointment 
of  Court  valuers;  and  a  part  of  the 
objection  which  existed  was  based  on 
the  fact  that  these  Court  valuers  gave 
their  Beports  to  the  Judges  or  Sub- 
Commissioners,  who  were  to  determine 
the  question  of  fair  rent,  and  that  the 
parties,  landlords  and  tenants,  had  no 
means  of  examining,  criticizing,  and 
cross-examining  them  as  to  how  they 
arrived  at  their  conclusions.  He  hoped 
the  Oovernment  would  give  an  early 
day  for  the  discussion  of  mis  matter. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  before  the  Go- 
vemment  replied  to  that  appeal,  he 
wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  made  a  statement  which 
was  very  discouraging  to  them  in  look- 
ing to  him  as  the  fountain  of  Irish  in- 
formation in  that  House.  He  had  re- 
mained silent  upon  the  question  with 
reference  to  the  Sub-Commissioner  com- 
plained of,  and  the  flippant  manner  in 
which  he  was  said  to  have  acted  towards 
a  poor  tenant  in  Ireland;  and  he  did 
not  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's silence  in  reference  to  that 
gentleman  was  to  be  interpreted  as 
giving  consent  to  his  conduct.  He  was 
very  sorry  for  that  silence,  and  he  would 
tell  him  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  that  the 
approval  of  the  conduct  of  any  man  in 
his  position  who  outraged  the  public 
feeling  in  Ireland  was  one  of  the  most 
fruitful  sources  of  all  the  disturbances 
and  discontent  of  which  they  had  had  to 
complain.  The  surest  way  to  distinc- 
tion and  promotion,  and  to  mount  the 
ladder  of  political  and  Governmental 
Civour  in  Ireland,  seemed  to  be  to  make 
themselves  exceptionally  insulting  to  the 
Tut  majority  of  the  people  of  the  coun- 


try. He  had  met  the  other  day  a  per- 
son who  exemplified  this,  and  this  per- 
son told  him  that  he  had  been  decorated ; 
but  he  owed  this  to  the  fact  that  he  had 
signalized  himself  by  the  impetuosity  of 
his  violence  against  the  cause  of  the 
people. 

Mr.  MULHOLLAND  said,  he  had 
not  the  slightest  idea  of  taking  up  the 
time  of  the  House  in  entering  upon  a 
discussion  of  the  subject.  He  only 
wished  to  protest  against  the  assertions 
of  hon.  Members  opposite ;  and  if  he 
did  not  answer  them  now,  it  was  not 
because  they  could  not  be  answered,  but 
because  he  did  not  want  to  engage  in  an 
irregular  discussion.  It  must  be  ap- 
parent, as  to  the  principle  of  having 
valuers,  that  no  one  who  desired  justice 
could  oppose  it.  There  might  be  ob- 
jections taken  to  the  appointments  made, 
or  to  the  justice  of  the  decisions ;  but  he 
had  not  heard  of  any.  None  had  been 
specified.  As  to  the  principle  of  having 
valuers,  if  the  object  was  to  get  fair 
and  just  decisions,  he  could  not  conceive 
that  anyone  should  object  to  it.  As  he 
pointed  out  last  year,  from  the  nature  of 
the  case  it  was  almost  impossible  to  get 
evidence  of  the  proper  kind  before  the 
Judicial  Court.  The  evidence  of  the 
tenants  was  said  by  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners to  be  so  absurd  that  it  could  not 
be  treated  seriously,  whilst  that  of  the 
landlord  was  said  to  bo  partial.  It  had, 
in  fact,  always  been  a  question  of  valua- 
tion ;  and  the  only  point  was  whether,  if 
land  was  to  be  valued,  it  should  not  be 
done  by  trained,  skilled,  and  competent 
valuers — by  men  who  should  be  above 
the  suspicion  of  partizanship ;  and  he 
took  it  that  these  appointments  had 
been  so  made..  He  was  delighted  to 
learn  from  the  remarks  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  in  his  recent  speech  in  Dublin, 
that  these  appointments  had  been  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Government  after  mature 
deliberation;  and  he  had  perfect  con- 
fidence that  the  Government  would  not 
yield  to  any  clamour  to  make  an  altera- 
tion in  this  system,  which,  ho  conceived, 
was  as  much  to  the  advantage  of  the 
tenant  as  the  landlord,  as  tending  to 
limit  litigation  and  assist  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Land  Act,  and  as  tending 
to  injure  only  the  class  of  the  com- 
munity who  made  money  by  making 
costs. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  wished 
to  notice  the  suggestion  of  his  hon.  and 
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learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.  C.  Euseell),  with  the  express  ob- 
ject of  putting  an  end  to  a  conversa- 
tional debate  which  could  hardly  lead  to 
any  positive  or  satisfactory  result.  He 
could  not,  he  was  afraid,  comply  with 
the  suggestion,  if  it  was  to  the  effect 
that  he  should  there  and  then  state  that 
an  opportunity  would  be  found  for  the 
discussion  of  this  subject,  and  for  this 
reason — that  it  was  quite  obvious  that 
if  such  an  assurance  was  given  a  great 
number  of  similar  questions  and  de- 
mands would  arise  ;  and  as  to  the  course 
which  he  would  take,  he  must  have  re- 
course to  the  general  sense  of  the  House 
with  regard  to  the  questions  that  might 
be  or  might  not  be  discussed.  What 
he  proposed  was,  when  they  came  to  a 
conclusion  upon  the  Ee solutions  of  Pro- 
cedure, upon  which  they  were  now  en- 
gaged, they  could  then  consider  what 
were  the  matters  which  should  have 
foremost  place  in  the  mind  of  Parlia- 
ment, and,  considering  them  together, 
then  decide  what  opportunities  should 
be  given  for  the  discussion  of  them. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw his  Motion. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  reply  of 
the  Prime  Minister  was  characterized 
by  what  Mr.  Matthew  Arnold  would 
call  **  a  want  of  lucidity,"  as  it  was  still 
doubtful  whether  the  Irish  tenants 
would  have  a  chance  of  bringing  their 
grievance  to  the  notice  of  Parliament. 
All  he  could  say  was  that  there  was  a 
universal  outcry  against  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Land  Act,  and  he  could  not 
exculpate  the  Government  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  administrators  of  that 
measure.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
stated  that  the  result  of  the  Act  would 
not  be  the  very  general  reduction  of 
rents,  and  had  apparently  taken  pains 
to  secure  the  fulfilment  of  his  own  pro- 
phecy. The  administrators  of  the  Act 
were  chosen  by  the  Government,  and 
rents  were  not  being  reduced — a  fact 
for  which  he  was  unable  to  blame  any- 
one but  the  Government. 

Mr.  C ALLAN  remarked  that,  whe- 
ther justly  or  unjustly,  great  dissatis- 
faction existed  in  Ireland,  and  great 
distrust,  because  of  the  appointment  of 
Court  valuers.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea)  had  asked  if  the 
valuers  were  chosen  by  the  Land  Com- 
missioners on  their  own  responsibility, 
find  whether  the  Government  had  inter- 
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fered  in  the  matter,  and  the  Chief  Secre* 
tary  had  replied  that  they  were  chosea 
by  the  Land  Commission,  and  that  the 
Government  did  not  interfere.  Now, 
that  answer  had  led  the  House  and  the 
country  to  believe  that  the  Land  Com- 
mission in  Dublin  was  responsible  for 
the  policy  and  personnel  of  these  valnen. 
Now,  he  wished  to  give  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary an  opportunity  of  removing  the 
misapprehension  caused  by  his  answer. 
Was  it  the  fact  that  the  Land  Commis- 
sion Court  was  responsible  for  the  ap- 
pointments ?  He  was  informed  on  ^e 
best  authority  that  the  policy  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Court  valuers  was 
adopted  at  the  instigation  and  sugges- 
tion of  the  Irish  Executive.  That  was 
a  statement  which  could  be  met  with  a 
decided  "  Yes  "  or  '*  No."  Was  it  not 
a  fact,  although  the  Land  Act  did  not 
require  the  approval  and  sanction  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  that  before  these 
appointments  were  submitted  to  the 
Treasury  the  names  and  all  particulars 
regarding  them  were  submitted  by  the 
Land  Court  Judges  to  the  Irish  Ebceeu- 
tive? 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

PREVENTION    OF    CRIME    (IRELAND) 
ACT— CLAIMS  FOR  COMPENSATION. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  has  observed  that  in  one 
of  the  courts  for  investigation  of  claims 
for  compensation  for  injuries  (under  the 
Crimes  Prevention  Act)  the  Commis- 
sioner refused  to  hear  solicitors  on  be- 
half of  the  parties,  on  the  ground  that 
section  19  of  the  Crimes  Prevention  Act 
prescribed  that  the  parties  should  be 
heard  **  either  personally,  or  by  counsel," 
and  that  this  provision  shut  out  solicitors 
from  a  hearing ;  and,  whether,  conside^ 
ing  the  poverty  of  the  ratepayers  in 
many  parts  of  Ireland,  and  the  cost  of 
engaging  counsel  from  Dublin,  the  Qo- 
vornment  will  take  such  steps  as  maybe 
necessary,  either  by  introducing  a  ^ort 
amending  Bill,  or  otherwise,  to  facilitate 
the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  rate- 
payers in  cases  of  claims  for  compensa- 
tion by  entitling  solicitors  to  appear? 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  :  Sir,  I  have  ob- 
served  the  ruling  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member,  reported  to 
have  been  made  by  one  of  the  barristers 
appointed  by  His  Ezoellenoy  to  investi- 
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gate  and  report  on  applications  for  com- 
pensation under  the  Invention  of  Crime 
Act.  The  Qaeetion,  being  a  legal  one, 
ought  rather  to  have  been  addressed  to 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  ;  but  I 
am  advised  that,  while  the  1 9th  section 
of  that  Act,  in  the  Ist  sub-section,  gives 
an  absolute  right  of  audience  to  the 
parties  personally  or  by  counsel,  the 
2nd  sub-section  gives  the  investigating 
barrister  for  the  purpose  of  the  investi- 
gation the  same  power  as  Justices  sitting 
in  Petty  Sessions,  and,  therefore,  there 
is  nothing  to  prevent  his  hearing  a  soli- 
citor if  he  thiuKS  fit ;  and  I  have  observed 
that  solicitors  have,  in  fact,  been  heard 
by  other  investigating  barristers  ap- 
pointed by  His  Excellency  under  this 
section.  In  this  view,  therefore,  no  fur- 
ther Statute  appears  to  me  necessary. 

CENTRAL    ASIA— ADVANCE    OF 
RUSSIA. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD  -  B ARTLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  telegram  from  Teheran,  dated 
October  20th,  which  states  that  advices 
from  Meshed,  the  capital  of  Khorassan, 
report  that  the  Bussians,  having  no  fur- 
ther difficulty  with  the  Merv  Turcomans, 
are  preparing  to  subjugate  the  Sarik 
Turcomans,  and  that  a  detachment  of 
Bussian  Cavalry,  with  two  guns,  has 
passed  Old  Sarakhs,  on  the  Murghab 
Biver  (one  hundred  miles  south  of  Merv), 
dose  to  the  Afghan  frontier,  and  near 
Herat ;  and  that  four  battalions  of  In- 
fantry, with  four  guns,  and  two  thousand 
CSavalry,  are  about  to  follow;  and,  if 
these  statements  be  true,  what  steps 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  are  taking 
to  check  an  advance  which  is  contrary 
to  Bussian  pledges  to  this  Country  and 
menacing  to  A%hanistan  ? 

Sut  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  we 
hear  from  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at 
Teheran,  under  date  the  30th  of  Octo- 
ber, that  two  Bussian  engineers  had  at- 
tempted to  enter  Herat  territory,  but 
had  been  refused  permission  by  the 
A%han  authorities. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  :  Are 
we  to  understand  that  the  only  informa- 
tion which  has  reached  the  Government 
has  been  with  regard  to  the  approach  of 
these  two  Engineers,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernment have  no  information  as  to  the 
•dvanoe  of  troops  100  miles  south  of 
Kerv? 


SiE  CHABLES  W.  DILKE :    Yes, 
Sir ;  that  is  so. 


EGYPT  —  MURDER  OF  PROFESSOR 
PALMER,  CAPTAIN  GILL,  LIEUTE- 
NANT  CHARRINQTON,  and  OTHERS. 

Sir  HENBY  TYLEB  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  to  the  Admiralty,  in  reference  to 
the  expedition  of  the  late  Professor 
Palmer,  Captain  Gill,  B.E.,  and  Lieu- 
tenant CharringtoD,  B.N.,  Whether  he 
will  produce  to  the  House  the  orders 
conveyed  to  Captain  Gill  to  cut  the  tele- 
graph wires  between  Kantara  and  El 
Arish,  and  any  communications  from 
Captain  Gill,  in  which  his  intentions,  so 
referred  to,  were  expressed ;  if  he  will 
inform  the  House  of  the  route  by  which 
Captain  Gill  was  expected  to  go  and  to 
return  ;  how  many  miles  he  would  have 
to  travel  through  the  Sinaitic  Penin- 
sula ;  and,  whether  any,  and,  if  so,  what 
means  of  protection  or  assistance  were 
afforded  to  or  were  at  the  disposal  of 
that  distinguished  and  lamented  officer 
in  the  performance  of  this  hazardous 
duty? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN  : 
Sir,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  asks 
me  to  produce  the  orders  conveyed  to 
Captain  Gill.  The  only  orders  were  in 
the  form  of  a  verbal  request  from  Ad- 
miral Hoskins  to  Captain  Gill  at  Port 
Said  to  proceed  to  Ismailia  and  confer 
with  Mr.  Pickard,  the  Egyptian  Tele- 
graph Engineer,  then  on  board  the  Orion, 
as  to  the  best  means  of  carrying  out 
the  orders  of  the  Government  to  cut 
the  telegraphic  communication  between 
Egypt  and  Constantinople.  In  a  letter 
dated  Suez,  August  6,  Captain  Gill  re- 
ported to  Admiral  Hoskins  the  decision 
at  which  he  had  arrived.  I  think  it 
will  be  most  satisfactory  to  the  House 
if  I  read  the  lamented  officer's  own 
words.     He  wrote  as  follows : — 

*'  I  have  decided  to  do  the  business  myself,  as 
it  seems  the  best  and  surest  way,  and  I  have 
arrived  at  this  conclusion  after  a  long  consulta- 
tion with  Professor  Palmer.  I  am  very  glad 
that  I  have  come  down  here,  for  I  have  more 
confidence  than  I  had  before  seeing  him  that 
Palmer  has  not  overrrated  his  power ;  indeed, 
from  our  conversation  this  morning,  I  am  oon- 
vinced  that  he  thoroughly  understands  the  busi* 
ness  on  which  ho  is  engaged.  With  reference 
to  my  special  business,  at  the  first  blush  there 
are,  or  seem  to  be,  three  ways  of  doing  it — first, 
to  land  in  the  neighbourhood  of  El  Arish ; 
secondly,  to  land  rftor  Kantara  ;  thirdly,  to  ride 
up  from  here  into  the  Desert.     With  regard  to 
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the  first,  there  is  a  Turkish  force  garrisoned  at 
El  Arish,  and  no  one  can  say  that  for  many 
miles  outside  it  thero  would  not  be  people 
prowling  about ;  a  steam  launch  running  in  at 
night  might  just  land  her  crew  under  the  nose 
of  someone :  then  there  would  be  a  march 
over  sandhills  for  five  to  ten  miles,  .and  back 
again.  The  risk  would  be  very  great,  and 
when  the  work  was  done  it  might  be  repaired. 
To  do  it  from  Kantara  would,  in  thejfirst  place, 
I  presume,  be  a  breach  of  the  neutrality  of  the 
Canal ;  in  the  second  place,  no  one  can  suggest 
anyone  who  could  help  one  to  do  the  work,  as,  of 
course,  it  is  utt<^rly  out  of  the  question  to  land 
a  party  of  our  own  people  on  the  bank  of  the 
Canal ;  and,  finally,  when  done,  it  would  be  re- 
paired in  a  few  hours.  Thero  remains  the  road 
from  Suez,  and,  from  what  Mr.  Palmer  says, 
I  can  start  to-morrow  (Monday)  and  do  it  with 
my  own  hands  on  Thursday  or  Friday,  after 
which  I  would  rejoin  you  with  the  utmost  de- 
spatch. The  additional  advantage  of  this  road 
is  that  we  believe  that  we  can  get  people  who 
will  prevent  our  work  being  undone.  With 
regard  to  El  Arish  and  Kantara,  both  Mr. 
Fickard  and  Mr.  Palmer  express  the  opinion  I 
have  given  above.  Mr.  Pickard  expressed  some 
doubts  as  to  the  success  of  the  scheme  I  have 
adopted,  which  has  this  additional  advantage — 
that  it  will  enable  me  entirely  to  judge  of  the 
feelings  of  the  people  for  myself." 

In  answer  to  tho  socond  and  third  Ques- 
tions of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man, I  have  to  say  that  we  have  no  par- 
ticulars of  the  precise  route  Captain 
Gill  was  to  follow,  or  of  the  number  of 
miles  to  be  travelled ;  and,  as  regards 
the  last  Question,  I  have  already  given 
to  the  House  all  the  information  we  have 
upon  the  subject. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Ritchie, 

Mb.    CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 

said,  that  Papers  on  the  subject  would 
be  presented  as  soon  as  possible.  They 
were  in  tho  hands  of  the  printers,  and 
were  rather  voluminous. 

AFRICA  (SOUTH)— ZULULAND— RE- 
TURN  OF  CETEWAYO. 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  it  is  true  that  two  of  the 
most  powerful  chiefs  in  Zululand  have 
protested  to  Sir  H.  Bulwer  against  the 
return  of  Cetewayo;  and,  whether  he 
can  state  what  steps,  if  any,  are  to  be 
taken  to  convert  them  to  the  views  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  letter  from  John  Dunn 
("Times,"  Oct.  21st),  in  which  he  says 
that 

Mr.  CamplellBannerman 


'*Cetewayo*B  restoration  will  again  be  the 
cause  of  a  great  deal  of  bloodshed  I  un  afndd, 
as  some  of  us  will  have  to  hold  our  own,  but  I 
can  hardly  believe  that  any  GoyemmeDt  will 
persist  in  such  a  course ;  " 

and,  whether  he  has  taken  any  notice 
of  such  disquieting  language  ? 

Mr.    EVELYN    ASHLEY :    Sir,  I 
would  call  to  recollection  what  I  said  oa 
the   16th  of  August    in   the  House— 
namely,  that  some  portion  of  the  country, 
to  be  hereafter  defined,  will  be  reserved 
in  order    to  meet  obligations  towards 
those  of  the  appointed  Chiefs  and  people 
who  may  not  be  willing  to  return  under 
Cetewayo's  rule.   Sir  Henry  Bulwer  has 
informed  us  that  two  or  three  of  the 
appointed  Chiefs  are  unwilling  to  remain 
under  Ceteway's  rule ;  and  the  proposals 
which  are  on  the  way  home  from  Sir 
Henry  Bulwer  will,  I  hope,  enable  pro- 
vision to  be  made  for  the  residence  of 
these  Chiefs  outside  Cetewayo'sjurisdio- 
tion.     In  reply  to  the  second  Uuestion, 
I  may  recall  the  fact  that  the  letter 
which  appeared  in  The  Times  of  the  31  st 
of  October  was  dated  as  far  back  as  the 
26th  of  August,  when,  it  is  clear,  John 
Dunn  did  not  know  what  I  have  stated, 
and  he  wrote  in  reference  to  an  assumed 
unconditional  restoration  of  Cetewayo. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)  —  THE 
CUMBERLAND  ARTILLERY  VOLUN- 
TEERS. 

Colonel  MAKINS  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Why  Major  James 
Samuel  Derriman,  of  the  Hoyal  Marines, 
serving  as  Adjutant  to  the  First  Cumber- 
land Artillery  Volunteers,  is  not  seconded 
in  his  rank  in  the  same  way  that  other 
officers  of  Hoyal  Marines  similarly  serr- 
ing  as  Adjutants  to  Volunteer  Corps  are 
seconded  ;  and,  if  the  pay  of  Major 
Derriman  is  included  both  in  the  Navy 
and  Army  Estimates  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL .  BANNERMAN : 
Sir,  as  my  Predecessor  stated  a  few  months 
ago,  in  reply  to  a  similar  Question  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member,  Major  Derri- 
man, Hoyal  Marine  Artillery,  has  not 
been  seconded  while  serving  as  adjutant 
of  Volunteers,  because  the  number  of 
majors  in  the  Marine  Artillery  is  now 
in  excess  of  the  actual  duty  requirements 
for  that  rank,  and  an  officer  can  be  spared 
for  such  an  employment  without  being 
replaced.  Major  Derriman  is  paid  en- 
tirely from  Army  funds. 
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Fished   to   be   delirered   orer  to  the 

Ihedive  might   fas  so  delivered,   but 

kajring  nothing  whatever  about  prisoners 

CoLOKXi.  MAXIN8  asked  the  Seoro'     >f  war?    Did  not  the  letter  relate  to 

tar;  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  is     hree  ofGcers  who  wished  to  go  to  Aiex- 

aware  that  the  seven  senior  Captains  of     indria ;  and,  if  bo,  would  it  be  a  justi- 

tha  Boyal  Marine  Ariiillery  have  twenty-     ication  for  handing  over  prisoners  of 


three  years'  service ;  whether  it  ie  the 
rule  that  officers  of  the  Boyal  Artillery 
and  Hoyal  Engineers  obtain  brevet  pro- 
motion after  twenty  years'  service ;  whe- 
ther such  a  condition  of  promotion  does 
not  involve  supersession  of  Boyal  Marine 
Officers  in  the  Army  by  their  juniors  ; 
and,  why  such  a  difference  in  regard  to 
promotion  should  be  maintained  between 
the  different  branchi  "  "^ 
Ordnance  Service  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  ; 
Sir,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  also 
potato  me  in  a  detailed  form  a  Questi 


vhich  is  practically  the 
which  I  answered  on  Tuesday  last  re- 
garding the  state  of  promotion  in  the 
Corps  of  Boyal  Marines.  I  regret  that, 
owing  to  the  recent  pressure  of  business 
in  the  two  Departmouts,  the  settlement 
of  the  question  has  been  somewhat  de- 
layed ;  but  we  are  now  on  the  point  of 
arriving  at  a  decision,   which  will,    I 


<rar? 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  Perhaps  the  risht 
ion.  Gentleman  had  better  give  Notics 
)f  the  precise  Question  ? 

Mb.BOTJBKE  -.  I  have,  Sir. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  No,  Sir;  theQues- 
:ion  as  it  stands  on  the  Paper  has  been 
inewered. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS :  WiU  there 
Majesty's     be  any  difficulty  in  giving  that  portion 
if  the  confidential  despatch  which  re- 
fers to  the  rendition  of   prisoners    of 
war  ? 

CHILDEBS:    There  is  s 


<  as  that  wufusion  in  the  Questions  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  which  had  better  be 
cleared  up  before  any  others  are  put. 


Mb.  GOBST  asked  the  Secretary  of 
_  _  State  for  War,  Whether  any  locomotives 
tniBt,  remove  the  disadvantage  to  which  were  included  in  the  EaUway  rolling- 
certain  officers  of  the  Boyal  Marine  stock  originally  sent  out  from  this  Coun- 
Artillery  are  at  present  subject.  ^  ^  Ismailia  for  the  transport  service 

of   the  Egyptian  Expedition;  and,  on 
EGYPT  (lirLITAET  EXPEDITION)—       what  dates  the  first  locomotives  were 
PEISONERS  OF  WAR.  despatched  to  Ismailia  from  this  Coun- 

«..  BOraKE  „!,ed  the  8oc,e«„    %rn'!?,'?.^i?S°'^lTrJSL 


e  will  lay 


Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  Yes,  Sir;  no  delay 


took  place  in  purchasiog  four  enginee 


Lpri. 
e  late 


of  State  for  War.  Whether  1 

'T^°,^'a°  °f  *»  H°u.e  m.  ye-  u,;,  „-„„„t„  ;„j  n,,,,  were  d..p.l«hed 
to  huid  over  to  the  Khed,«  aU  pri.  n.  Tot.  of  Credit  pae«d.  It  ,1s  neoee- 
sary  to  ship  them  whole  in  order  that 
they  might  he  at  once  pat  nnder  steam 
in  the  Desert,  and  this  caused  some  diffi- 
culty in  the  choice  of  a  ship.  The  first 
engine  secured  at  Alexandria  was  de- 
spatched on  the  evening  of  the  17th  of 
August,  and  accompanied  the  force. 


■oners  of  war  taken  in  course  of  the  '. 
operationa  in  Egypt  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  Sir,  in  reply  tc 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  e&y 
that  Sir  Garnet  Wolselej's  despatch  wat 
a  confidential  one,  relating  to  manj 
other  matters.  In  it  he  asked — I  quott 
bia  words  —  whether  he  should  banc 
over  to  the  Khedive  the  chief  rebeli 
whom  he  might  capture,  and,  in  reply 
he  was  informed  that  this  wasapprovec 
in  the  language  of  Lord  Oranville'i 
letter  of  the  28th  of  August  to  Sii 
Edward  Malet  —  No.  73  of  "  Egypt 
Vo.  18." 

Mb.  BODBKE:  Sir,  was  not  that  i 
letter  written  by  Lord  Granville  ii 
answer  to  one  which  Sir  Garnet  Wolse 
ley  wrote,  asking  whether  persons  whi 


EGYPT-PUBLIC  HEALTH  IN  UAIEO. 
Mb.  a.  PEASE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Afl'airs, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  following  paragraph  in  the  ' '  Daily 
News"  of  October  31st: — 

"  The  first  attempt  of  the  Council  of  Public 
Health,  composed  of  Europeacs  and  ttsders,  to 
iotroduce    the    ContOKiouB  DiBcaaes  Act    into 
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and   whother  this  Act  has  been  intro-  OFFICE-THB  "  IRISH  NATION.'^ 

duced  with  the  sanction  of  Her  Majesty's 

Government  ?  Mr.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Postmaster 

Sir  CHARLES   W.   DILKE :    The  General,  Whether  it  is  true  that  the 

Foreign  Office  have  no  information  on  issues  of  the  New  York  "Irish  Nation" 

the  subject ;  and  I  may  state  that  we  are  of  the  dates  August   26th,   Sept.  9fli, 

unaware  of  the  existence  of  any  body  16th,    30th,   Oct.  7th,   14th,  and  2l8t, 

called  the  Council  of  Public  Health.  have  been  stopped  in  the  Post  Office  and 

confiscated ;    whether  the    seizure  and 

SPAIN— EMANCIPATION  ACT,  CUBA.  confiscation  of  the  "  Irish  Nation"  has 

Mr.  a.  pease  asked  the  Under  So-  l>©en  oi-dered  by  the  Government ;  wd, 

cretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  i^  so,  on  what  grounds ;  and,  whether 

ho  will  instruct  Her  Majesty's  Consul  he  wiU  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  Honae, 

General  in  Cuba  to   report  upon  the  Copies  of  the  suppressed  numbera,  in 

working  of  the  Spanish  Emancipation  order    that  Members  may  be^  able  to 

Act,  on  the  results  it  has  thus  far  pro-  judge  of  the  expediency  and  justice  of 

duced,  and  on  the  extent  to  which  the  ^^^  action  of  the  Post  Office  Depart- 

number  of  slaves  has  diminished  under    nie^t  ? ,, .  ^,     «. 

its  operation  ?  Mb-  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  laaoes 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  my  of  the  New  York  Irtth  Nation  of  the 

hon.  Friend  will  find  all  the  information  dates  August  26,  September  9,  16,^, 

for  which  he  asks  in  the  Eoport  by  the  October  7  and  14,  have  been  stopped  bj 

acting  Consul  General  in  Havannah,  order  of  the  Government.     TheOoreni- 

which  has  boon  laid  before  Parliament  ment  was  advised  from  week  to  wedc 

and  already  distributed  to  Members.  that  these  papers  contained  matter  whidi 

Her  Majesty's  Postal  authorities  ougnt 

TUNIS— CLAIMS  FOR  COMPENSATION,  not  to  be  instrumental  in  circulating.  To 

Mr.  SALT  asked  the  Under  Secretary  ^^y  on   the   Table   copies    of  the  Bup- 

of    State   for  Foreign  Affairs,   If  any  pressed  newspapers  would  be  the  bert 

claims  for  compensation  have  been  made  ^ay  of  circulating  them,  and  Imurtde- 

or  are  about  to  be  made  for  losses  in-  clme  to  do  it.     I  may  say  that  I  hate 

curred  by  British  subjects   during  the  seen  among  them  direct  incitement  to 

disturbances  in  Tunis;   if  so,  whether  the  murder  of  certain  public  officials  and 

such  claims  have  been  brought  before  certain  private  individuals, 
the  British  Government,  and  how  they 

are  to  be  enforced  ;  and,  what  guarantee  poST  OFFICER— THE  AMERICAN  MAILS. 

exists  for  the   security  of  tho  life  and  tuf^     t\\t^       i,^a    ai.«   -d  «4.^.i>fA« 

i.      en  w  v.      \ '    *.    '    rr     •   r^«  Mb.    DALY    asked    the  Postmaster 

property  of  British  subjects  in  Tunis  for  q^        |    Whether  it  is  true  the  Post 

WtoToYfo"^^  ^^'loTj^Tt-onl^''''^^'  ^^^^  ^^^«  authorities  have  under  consideii. 

Sir  CHAELES  w!  dWe  :  There  tion  the  poject  of  forwarding  the  mO^ 

were  many  claims  by  British  subjects  on  */  ^^5,^'^^^  f  °°^  Holyhead,  instead  d 

account  of  the  lossei  they  incurred  con-  from  Queenstown,  as  at  pre^nt ;  anM 

sequent  upon  the  disturbances  in  Tunis.  «^^^/  7^^0  00^^  ^^^        *      it^I 

These  claims  were  examined  and  assessed  "^^^^^  ^^  f  ?^'T^T^^7  ^u  ^  JSl? 

•■            T  .        ..       iri                    -i.*  accommodation  at  Holyhead  to  be  madeT 

by  an  International  Commission,  lusti-  -n--      -ri  *  "iTrr«i?rnrn     mi.         •       ^  «.*k 

A  *  J  ^    i-v.    •  •4.-  *•       r^v    17       \  n.^  Mr.  FAWCETT:  There  is  no  anca 

tuted  on  the  initiative  of  the  French  Go-  •  f     * •       a* 

vernment,  and  presided  over  by  a  French  ^^  ®^  ^^^'    ^^' 
officer.     Her  Majesty's  Government  are 

now  in  communication  with  the  French  STATE  OF  IRELAND— IRISn  NATIONAL 

Government  respecting  the  payment  of  IjEAGUE  PLACARDS, 

the  sums  awarded  by  the  Commission.  Mr.  CALLAN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 

Her  Majesty's    Government    have    no  tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

reason  to  suppose  that  efficient  measures  Whether  it  is   true,   as    stated  in  the 

wiU  not  be  adopted  by  the  Tunisian  Go-  a  Freeman's  Journal "  of  Monday  Octo- 

vernment  for  tlie  security  of  hfo  and  pro-  bor  30th,  on  the  authority  of  its  •*  own 

perty  in  the  Eegency.     The  old  system  correspondent"  at  Dundalk,  that— 

of  the  administration  of  justice  remains  .  ^^  ^^^^    ^^  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^,  ^^  j^ 

undisturbed  as  yet.     As  to  the  future,  I  National  League  was  posted  through  the  town 

gave  a  full  reply  last  week.  of  Dundalk,  and  on  Sunday  morning  Constahto 

Jir.  A.  Piose 
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Mnnay,  of  the  Anne  Street  Barracks,  went 
through  the  streets  and  tore  the  posters  down 
'whereTer  they  were  to  be  found ; " 

and,  if  true,  on  whose  authoriiy,  and  under 
the  provisions  of  what  statute,  the  police- 
man so  acted;  and,  whether  such  a 
course  of  procedure  has  been  with  the 
sanction  or  meets  with  the  approval  of 
the  Irish  Executive  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  I  understand 
that  Constable  Murray,  of  Dundalk,  did 
take  down  one  of  the  placards  referred 
to  in  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
and  defaced  another,  and  in  doing  so  he 
acted  on  his  own  judgment.  I  have 
drawn  the  attention  of  the  Inspector 
General  to  the  Question. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION- 
COURT  VALUERS. 

Mr.  lewis  asked  the  Chief.  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  having  regard  to  his  state- 
ments to  the  Liberal  and  Tenant  Bight 
deputation  that  waited  on  him  on  the 
3ra  October,  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  in  any  way  to  interfere  with 
the  exercise  of  the  discretion  of  the  Irish 
Land  Commissioners  as  to  the  continu- 
ance of  the  Court  valuers  after  the  ex- 
piring of  their  three  months'  appoint- 
ment? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  Sir,  I  must  as- 
sure the  hon.  Member  that  mj  answer 
to  his  speech  on  this  matter  is  only  de- 
ferred. It  was  made  without  Notice  at 
a  time  when  I  was  unable  to  reply.  It 
was  a  very  serious  matter  for  an  Irish 
Secretary  to  be  accused  of  partiality  at 
a  time  when  he  has  been  for  six  months 
putting  before  himself  as  his  first  and 
most  incumbent  duty  to  be  impartial. 
The  staff  of  the  Land  Commission,  whe- 
ther Sub-Commissioners  or  Court  valuers, 
cannot  be  appointed  or  have  their  term 
of  office  prolonged  without  the  consent 
of  the  Government,  and  the  Govern- 
ment will  necessarily  have  to  make  up 
their  mind  on  these  points  after  takiug 
the  advice  of  the  Land  Commissioners. 
I  cannot  undertake  to  say  what  the 
action  of  the  Government  will  be  in 
December. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
How  many  of  the  court  valuers  under 
the  Land  Act  have  been  under  police 
protection  in  their  own  localities  and 
elsewhere ;  how  many  tenants  were  dis- 
possessed by  Mr.  Gray,  J.  P.  Mr.  Bussell, 


J.P.  and  Captain  M'Gill,  court  valuers  ; 
and,  when  police  protection  ceased  to  be 
given  to  the  two  former  gentlexixen  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  Sir,  I  have  as- 
certained  that  16  of  the  Court  valuers 
never  had  police  protection.  Mr.  W.  H. 
Gray  had  police  protection  from  Novem- 
ber, 1868,  to  May,  1869.  He  had  to 
take  proceedings  against  one  tenant  last 
year,  who  owed  two  and  a-half  years' 
rent.  This  tenant  g^ve  up  possession 
quietly  last  spring  on  receiving  from 
Mr.  Gray  a  year's  rent  in  cash,  and  in 
addition  being  excused  paying  what  was 
due.  Mr.  Boberts,  one  of  the  valuers, 
was  under  police  protection  in  1847, 
when  he  was  sub-affent  to  Major  Mahon, 
who  was  murdered  m  that  year.  I  have 
not  yet  obtained  the  information  with 
respect  to  Mr.  Bussell  and  Captain 
M'GiU. 

ARMY— THE  ARMY  RESERVE. 

CoLONSL  ALEXANDER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
is  aware  that  an  Order  has  been  promul- 
gated allowing  ten  per  cent,  of  the  men 
of  certain  Hegiments  stationed  in  the 
United  Kingdom  to  proceed  on  fur- 
lough, but  rigidly  excluding  the  men 
belonging  to  the  Army  Beserve,  and 
that  great  discontent  has  thereby  been 
caused  amongst  the  latter  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  No,  Sir ;  nothing 
is  known  of  this  order ;  but  if  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  will  be  good 
enough  to  tell  me  privately  on  what  he 
founds  his  Question,  I  will  look  into  the 
matter. 

EGYPT— THE  SOUDAN. 

Caftaiit  AYLMEB  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreigpi  Affairs, 
If  he  can  inform  the  House  as  to  the 
present  position  of  affairs  in  the  **  Sou- 
dan;" and,  whether  the  Govemn^ent 
have  considered  the  advisability  of  de- 
laying the  return  of  the  Troops  from 
Egypt  in  view  of  the  possible  require- 
ment of  their  services  to  protect  Cairo  ? 

Sib  CHABLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
news  from  the  Soudan  comes  very  slowly, 
and  there  is  great  difficulty  in  sifting 
the  true  from  the  false^  News  &om 
Khartoum  of  the  30th  of  October  states 
that  the  Mahdi  was  beaten  with  great 
slaughter  during  the  past  month,  and 
that  small-pox  is  raging  among  his  fol- 
lowers.   The  second  portion  of  the  hon. 
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and  pliant  Member's  Question  relates  Bad  whether  he  will  caiue  inqnii^  to  be 

to  a  matter  of  policy  on  which  I  am  not  ma<Ie  into  the  circumstances  attending 

in  a  position  to  ^ire  a  reply.  their  imprisonment  and  their  trestment 

while  in  prison. 

EarPT     (MILITARY     OPEllATIONS)  -  8iR    CHABLEa    W.    MLKE :  Bii, 

BOStBARDMEN'T  OF  ALEXANDRIA.  the  charges  contained  in  M,  Ninet's  fint 

8m  EARDLEY  WILMOT  asked  the  jf"",  ''!f\*''''8!*P¥^  ^   '^«^  " 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  has  already  been  stated  by  me.  and  wn. 

Affairs,  Whether  Earl  Dufforin  did  at  (""^  ^°«T«"^,  ^^  '^''"'fl  ^'"j^'^tZ 

K.ia  ~  L   „„  .1,^   ml.   T..1-  !»■»  t^  -.„„  Wilson,  m  a  telesram  which  1  reodto 

6  39  a.m.  on  the   iltu  July  last,  in  con-  ,i       tt             ■»<■     vr-     ii              j   i  n 

,e,u,nce  of  .n  urgent  r.quo.t  m.d.  lo  !'"  .'^OUM.     «■    Nmef.  .^ond  l.lte 

Hi  by  S.id  P.oha,  .^pinied  by  u  >""  '''»  «""  "'  '^SJPt  f«  "POrL 

assurance  that  satisfactory  propositions    _„  „  

for  the  settlement  of  Eftypt  would  be  SPAIN- INTERNATIONAL  LAW-8UR. 

laid  before  the  British  Govemment  in  KENDER  OF  CUBAN  REFUGEES. 

the  course  of  the  day,  telegraph  to  Sir  Mr.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Under  8s- 

Beauchamp  Seymour,  asking  him,  pro-  cretary   of  State   for    Foreign   Affur^ 

Tided  he  had  any  discretion  in  the  mat-  Whether  any  communication  has  been 

ter,  to  suspend  the  opening  of  fire  on  received  from  the  Spanish  Government 

the  Forts  of  Alexandria  for  a  few  hours ;  in  reference  to  the  surrender  of  OenenI 

and,   if    so,    whether    Sir    Beauchamp  Maceo  and  his  companions? 

Seymour  received  Buch  telegram  before  Sir    CBARLES    W.    DILKE:    No 

he  opened  fire?  communication  has  been  received. 

Sir   CHAELES   W.   DILKE:   The 

only  information  on  the  subject  in  the  ARMY— THE  ARMY  MEDICAL  DEPAfiT- 

poBsession  of  the  Foreign  OfBce  is  con-  MENT. 

tained  in  the  Blue  Book  laid  before  ,,     t.^-.t.-ii      .    »   ..       i,       .        > 

Parliament  (Egypt,  No.  17).  s.^%^??^  wwi           S^creta^.?' 

'•    °-"-  '  State  for  War,  Whether,  seeing  that  Sir 

SCIENCE  AND   ART- THE   HAMILTON  '^1'  *f«°^«  holds  the  office  of  Directw 

COLLECTION  OF  MSS.  "f    Transports,    Mr.  Thomas   Crawford 

»r        o/\r.nr..xT  inTUT/^T.'        i    j  '"at   of  Uirector  General  of  the  Ajmj 

Me.     COCHEAN-PATEICK     asked  Jiedical  Department,  and   Mr.  George 

tte  Financial  Secretary  to  tho  Treasury,  Lawson  that  of   Assistant  Director  of 

Whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the  report  Supplies     and     Transports,     and     in 

that    the    Prussian    Government    have  thus    all    ofGciolly  connected  with  the 

bought  the  Hamilton  Collection  of  MSS.;  Departmente    which    are    aUeged    lo 

and,  if  not,  whether  tliere  la  any  ground  have  failed    in   properly  carrying  out 

to  hope  that  tho  whole,  or  any  part,  of  their  duties  during  the  late  war,  it  would 

such  an  invaluable  collection  could  be  not    be  more   satisfactory  if  they  »• 


for  the  Natio 


peared  as  witneeses  before,  rather  tli 


Mb.    COUETNEY  :    Sir,  nothing   is  aa  members  of,  a  Committee  appointed 

known  at  the  Treasury  about  this  ru-  to   inquire   into   matters   so  intmntalj 

moured  sale,  nor,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  connected  with  their  own  departmenti; 

at  the  British  Museum.    No  communi-  ^nd,  whether  he  is  aware  that  there i»s 

cation  from  tho  Trustees  of  that  institu-  feding  abroad  that  before  a  Committs* 

tion  has  been  received  on  the  subject  of  thus  constituted,  subordinate  officer*  of 

the  Hamilton  manuscripts  ;  and  I  can-  ^\^^  Transport  and  Medical  Departmanti 

not  learn  that  any  offer  of  them  was  ^^yM.  be  unlikely  to  give  the  requiidl* 

made  to  the  Trustees.  evidence  ? 

Mr.    CHILDEES  :  Sir,    in  reply  to 

EQTFT-M.KINETSLETTERSTO"THE  „y  ^^^     friend,   1    have' to  stat^  thit 

TIMES.  Admiral  Mends  is  Director  of  NanI 

Lord  ELCHU  asked  the  Under  8e-  Transports,  and  that  the  two  other  ofi- 

crotary  of    State  for   Foreign   Affairs,  cers  whom  he  names  are  correctly  di- 

Whether  the  attention  of  the  Govern-  scribed ;  but  that,  as  the  main  object  of 

.    ment  has  been  drawn  to  M.  Ninet's  re-  the   Committee  is  to  improve  the  >r- 

cent  letters  to  the  "  Times  "  newspaper  rangements,  in  certain  respects,  of  thsN 

regarding  the  imprisonment  of  certain  Departments,  no  one  would  be  so  fittsd 

persons  of  note  and   others  in  Egypt,  to  take  part  in  tho  inquiry  as  Dr.  Crtv- 
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ford  and  Mr.  Lawson.  My  bon.  Friend 
will  remember  tbat,  besides  tbese,  the 
Committee  and  its  Secretary  comprise 
six  gentlemen,  four  of  whom  are  mili- 
tary officers.  As  to  the  last  Question, 
I  cannot  conceive  that  any  such  feeling 
oould  exist,  inasmuch  as  the  subordi- 
nates of  these  Departments,  so  far  from 
being  complainants,  will  naturally  look 
to  their  chief  to  see  that  they  have  fair 
play  against  attacks  which  have  been 
made  on  them.  I  can  only  repeat  that, 
having  very  well  weighed  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, I  am  of  opinion  that  the 
Committee  is  a  fair  one,  and  that  I  can- 
not alter  its  constitution. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  there  has  been  any  suggestion 
of  any  failure  of  these  Departments 
from  any  quarter  ? 

Mb.  OKILDEES  :  Sir,  I  should  not 
like  to  say  there  has  not  been  such  a 
suggestion  from  any  quarter.  Some  of 
the  statements  in  the  newspapers  do 
touch  remotely  the  Transport  Service, 
as  regards  the  arrangements  on  board 
transport  ships.  Admiral  Mends  is  a  most 
able  administrator,  and  the  service  in 
connection  with  the  present  Expedition 
has  been  beyond  all  praise. 

EGYPT— THE  TRIAL  OF  ABABI 
PASHA. 

Mb.  BOUBEJQ  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
What  are  the  charges  upon  which  Arabi 
Pacha  is  to  be  tried  ? 

SiB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
the  following  is  a  summary  of  the  counts 
on  which  Arabi  Pasha  is  to  be  tried : — 
No.  1,  Arabi  Pasha  and  four  others  are 
accused  of  having  abused  the  flag  of 
truce  by  withdrawing  troops,  and  by 
pillaging  and  burning  Alexandria  while 
it  was  flying ;  No.  2,  All  six  prisoners 
are  charged,  imder  Article  55  of  the 
Ottoman  Penal  Code,  with  having  in- 
cited the  Egyptians  to  arm  against  the 
Khedive's  Government;  No.  3,  Arabi 
Pasha  and  three  others  are  charged  with 
having  continued  the  war  after  peace  was 
concluded  (see  Article  No.  3  of  the  Otto- 
man Military  Penal  Code) ;  No.  4,  All  six 
prisoners  are  charged  with  having  in- 
cited the  people  to  civil  war,  and  with 
having  committed  acta  of  destruction, 
massacre,  and  pillage  on  Egyptian  terri- 
tory (see  Articles  56  and  57  of  the  Otto- 
man Penal  Code). 


EGYPT  —  MURDER  OF  PROFESSOR 
PALMER,  CAPTAIN  GILL,  LIEUTE- 
NANT  CHARRINGTON,  AND  OTHERS 
—PUNISHMENT  OF  THE  MURDERERS. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  take  steps  to  inflict 
condign  punishment  on  the  murderers 
of  Professor  Palmer,  Captain  G-ill,  and 
Lieutenant  Charrington,  who  met  their 
death  in  the  discharge  of  duties  under-  • 
taken  hy  direction  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  Undoubtedly 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  use  their 
efforts  in  the  direction  of  bringing  the 
offenders  to  justice.  I  have  a  telegram, 
which  arrived  to-day,  conveying  news 
from  Colonel  Warren  to  this  effect — 
that  he  expects  to  be  from  14  to  20  days 
in  the  execution  of  his  task,  the  inquiry 
having  been  committed  to  him,  and  that 
he  hopes — these  are  his  words — "to 
bring  in  some  of  the  guilty  parties  con- 
cerned," returning  home  by  such  and 
such  a  route. 

SUPPLY  —  MONEY  GRANTS  TO  SIR 
GARNET  WOLSELEY  AND  SIR  BEAU- 
CHAMP  SEYMOUR. 

SiK  STAFFOED  NORTHOOTE  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther it  is  intended  to  propose  the  grant 
of  a  pension,  annuity,  or  sum  of  money 
to  Lieutenant  General  Sir  Garnet  Wolse- 
ley  and  Admiral  Sir  Beauchamp  Seymour 
in  the  present  Session  of  Parliament; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  Committee  of 
Supply  will  be  set  up  for  the  purpose ; 
out  of  what  funds,  and  under  what  au- 
thority, the  expenses  attending  the  occu- 
pation of  Egypt  by  Her  Majesty's  forces 
are  being  defrayed ;  and,  whether  it  is 
intended  to  propose  any  Vote  for  such 
expenses  in  the  present  Session  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  will  divide 
this  Question  into  its  several  parts.  I  am 
first  asked  whether  it  is  intended  to  pro- 
pose the  grant  of  a  pension  or  annuity — 
annuity  is  the  best  term  to  use— to  Gene- 
ral Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  and  Admiral  Sir 
Beauchamp  Seymour ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther it  is  intended  to  make  the  proposal 
in  the  present  Session  of  Parliament. 
That  I  cannot  quite  say  tiU  I  see  what 
course  Business  is  likely  to  take ;  but  the 
matter  will  be  so  arranged  as  to  make 
no  perceptible  difference  to  the  gallant 
persons  concerned  if  the  grants  should  be 
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delayed,  for  in  that  case  the  grant  would 
run  from  the  date  of  their  Peerages,  in- 
stead of,  as  is  sometimes  done,  from  the 
date  of  the  Message  in  which  it  is  recom- 
mended to  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment. In  case  of  proposing  this  grant 
during  the  present  Session,  there  is  no 
necessity  for  a  Committee  of  Supply.  It 
would  ho  a  charge  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  conveyed  directly  to  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  under  a  preliminary  Commit- 
tee held  for  that  purpose  in  conformity 
with  precedent,  and  it  will  have  no  con- 
nection either  with  any  Appropriation 
Act.  Then,  as  to  the  next  Question,  I 
should  say  that,  so  far  as  Her  Majesty's 
Forces  will  still  be  a  charge  on  the  British 
Exchequer,  we  are  still  proceeding  on 
the  authority  which,  as  we  conceived,  Par- 
liament has  given  us,  though,  of  course, 
wo  are  responsible  for  the  exercise  of 
that  authority.  Our  view  has  been  this 
— that  from  the  time  when  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  military  revolt  was  completed 
the  business  of  the  British  Force  assumed 
a  new  character.  They  remained  in  the 
country  for  its  security,  and  were  dis- 
charging duties  which  would,  in  a  normal 
state  of  things,  fall  to  an  Egyptian  Force 
to  discharge.  We,  therefore,  thought 
that  from  the  commencement  of  that 
period  some  demand  should  bo  made  to 
Egypt  for  a  contribution  to  the  expenses 
of  the  British  Force.  It  is  not  possible 
for  me  at  present  to  speak  very  definitely 
upon  the  subject,  for  the  whole  of  what 
may  be  called  the  conquering  force,  as 
distinguished  from  the  force  which  re- 
mains for  a  time,  has  not  yet  been  re- 
moved. That  is  the  general  principle  on 
which  we  shall  proceed,  and  we  shall 
make  an  arrangement  with  the  Egyptian 
Government.  I  cannot  give  a  more  defi- 
nite answer  at  the  present  time  to  this 
portion  of  the  Question.  As  regards  the 
closing  part  of  the  Question,  it  will  cer- 
tainly be  necessary  for  us  to  ask  the 
House  of  Commons  for  some  further 
Vote  before  this  subject  is  wound  up; 
but  we  have  no  reason  to  believe  that 
the  excess  above  the  Vote  of  Credit 
which  has  already  been  passed  in  respect 
of  the  expenditure  of  the  British  troops 
will  bo  thought  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  be  a  great  one  when  judged 
with  reference  to  the  objects  attained. 
What  we  thought  is  this.  Had  there 
been  a  very  great  excess,  or  anything 
like  a  possibility  of  a  difficulty,  of  course 
it  would  have  been   our    duty,    even 

ifr.  Gladstone 


during  Sittings  of  this  kind,  to  come  to 
tho  House  of  Commons  and  ask  for  an 
immediate  supply  of  money ;  but  as  we 
have  no  anticipation  of  anything  of  that 
enormous  character,  and  as  there  is  no 
difficulty  with  respect  to  money,  I  think 
it  will  be  more  convenient  to  the  Houw 
that  we  should  postpone  the  subject  till 
we  are  in  a  nondition  to  give  the  Hoau 
something  like  a  complete  view  of  the 
transaction,  so  that  it  may  know  with 
what  it  has  to  deal.     That  is  the  answer 
to  the  last  part  of  the  Question. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE  :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Oentlemin 
whether  he  considers  that  the  Gbvem- 
ment  of  this  country  has  authority,  while 
Parliament  is  still  sitting,  to  maintain  a 
portion  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces  as  an 
army  for  the  civil  administration  of  a 
foreign  country  without  any  direct  autho- 
rization from  Parliament? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:,  Sir,  in  reiJyl 
have  to  say  that  the  Question  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  presumes  a  definitenea 
in  arrangements  of  this  kind  which  can- 
not be  expected  and  cannot  be  found. 
We  have  been  engaged  in  a  war.  [Zm^ 
cheers  and  laughter  from  the  Oppon- 
Won,'}  I  thought  tho  House  of  Com- 
mons was  aware  of  that  circumstance^ 
and  had  been  aware  of  it  for  some  time. 
If  it  appears,  from  the  expression  of  8ur> 
piise,  that  some  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  not  aware  of  it,  I  am  very  glad 
that  at  last  they  have  received  informa- 
tion of  the  fact.  We  have  been  engaged 
in  the  operations  of  war.  We  are  about 
to  hand  over,  we  hope,  the  maintenance 
of  peace  and  security  in  Egypt  to  a 
domestic  force.  I  do  not  quite  1lnde^ 
stand  what  it  is  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thinks  we  ought  to  aak  Par- 
liament for  at  the  present  moment,  when 
we  have  not  yet  been  able  to  draw  back 
from  Egypt  that  portion  of  the  Force 
which  is  now  there,  and  which  we  con- 
sider ought  to  be  withdrawn.  There  are 
things  going  on  from  day  to  day.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  chooses  to  signifji 
in  a  definite  shape,  his  disapproval  of 
any  portion  of  what  we  hAve  done,  I 
shall  be  very  ready  indeed  to  meet  hM 
in  debate. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON:  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  kindly  inform  the 
House  when  we  went  to  war,  and  with 
whom  we  went  to  war  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  apprehend, 
Sir,   that  my  hon.  Friend  is  pOTfectly 
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aware  when  our  warlike  operations  com- 
monceo 
Sib  WELFRID  LAWSON  :  When  ? 
Mb.  GliADSTONE:  Ifmyhon. 
Friend  is  not  aware  of  it  let  him  look 
back  to  the  date.  I-  believe  I  stated  it 
the  other  night.  I  need  not  repeat  that 
series  of  statements  as  to  when  the  em- 
barkation of  the  Force  was  made  from 
this  country  to  Egypt.  I  may  suppose 
that  my  hon.  Friend  is  aware  of  the  day 
when  Alexandria  was  bombarded.  My 
hon.  Friend  seems  to  play  upon  the 
words  '*with  whom  we  went  to  war." 
We  did  not  go  to  war  with  any  Power, 
and  that  is  the  regular  and  normal 
meaning  of  going  to  war.  We  went  to 
Egypt  for  the  purpose  of  suppressing  a 
military  revolt,  and  it  was  suppressed 
by  the  operation  of  our  Forces. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice,  in  consequence  of  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  that  when  this 
Motion  for  a  g^ant  or  annuity  to  the 
General  and  Admiral  is  proposed,  I  shall 
oppose  it. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON:  I  wish, 
Sir,  to  make  a  personal  explanation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that 
if  we  look  back  to  dates  we  shall  find 
when  Alexandria  was  bombarded.  The 
reason  why  I  asked  when  we  went  to 
war  was  that  the  day  after  the  bombard- 
ment of  Alexandria  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman told  me  in  this  House  that  we 
were  not  at  war. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  did  say  so, 
and  that  is  and  was  perfectly  true.  We 
had  not  been,  in  the  ordinary  and  the 
established  sense  of  the  word,  at  war. 
In  order  to  be  at  war  you  must  be  at 
war  with  some  Power — with  Bome  settled 
and  established  Power.  I  do  not  under- 
stand why  my  hon.  Friend  plays  upon 
the  word  "  war."  We  were  engaged  in 
military  operations — in  the  operation  of 
war ;  but  when  I  spoke  I  was  bound  to 
have  due  regard  to  the  laws  of  peace 
and  war  which  prevail  all  over  the 
civilized  world. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  :  As 
this  House  has  voted  a  sum  of  something 
like  £2,300,000  for  a  three  months' 
campaign,  can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
give  us  any  information  as  to  how  much 
that  sum  hias  been  exceeded  ?  We  have 
ft  right  to  know  how  much  more  the 
taxpayers  will  have  to  pay  before  wo 
separate  on  the  Prorogation. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  abeady 
rttted— but   probably   the  hon.  and 


gallant  Baronet  has  forgotten  it — that 
whenever  we  receive  any  definite  infor- 
mation which  will  be  of  any  value  or 
use  to  the  House  on  this  subject  it  shall 
be  at  once  communicated. 

THE  LATE  PROFESSOR  PALMERr— 
GRANT  TO  FAMILY. 


Mr.  W.  FOWLEE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  having 
regard  to  the  eminent  services  of  the 
late  Professor  E.  H.  Palmer  as  a  man  of 
letters,  and  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  he  lost  his  life,  the  Government 
are  prepared  to  recommend  that  some 
provision  be  made  for  his  family  at  the 
public  expense  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  in  answer 
to  this  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  am 
afraid  we  must  conclude,  though  we 
have  no  definite  information,  that  Pro- 
fessor Palmer  has  fallen  a  victim  to  his 
patriotism  and  courage  in  this  matter. 
Assuming  that  to  be  the  fact,  which  I 
have  no  reason  to  doubt,  I  think  the 
subject  which  my  hon.  Friend  mentions 
is  one  which  well  deserves  our  conside- 
ration. 

EGYPT— (MILITARY  EXPEDITION)— 
PRISONERS  OF  WAR. 

LoED  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  there  is  any  precedent  for  the 
employment  of  British  Troops,  as  has 
been  the  case  in  Egypt,  for  the  repres- 
sion of  a  Military  rebellion  against  the 
Sovereign  or  Government  of  a  Foreign 
State ;  and,  whether  such  precedents 
establish  that  British  Troops,  having 
captured  the  leaders  of  the  insurgents 
and  other  similar  political  offenders, 
have  been  instructed  by  the  British  Go- 
vernment to  hand  them  over  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Sovereign  or  Government 
maintained  or  reinstated  by  British 
Arms ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  state 
the  precedents  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  in  answer 
to  the  noble  Lord,  I  would  begin  by  ob« 
serving  that  I  do  not  think  the  assist- 
ance afforded  by  precedent  would  carry 
us  beyond  a  certain  point.  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  precedent  in  history  for 
an  arrangement  similar  to  that  which 
existed  in  Egypt  which  led  to  the  course 
of  proceedings  which  has  terminated 
in  the  recent  operations.  The  position 
which  we  held  in  Egypt  was  one  which 
I  do  not  think  ezactiy  corresponds  witl^ 
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any  positions  we  have  held  in  any  other 
country  within  my  knowledge.  There 
are  two  cases  which  throw  a  certain 
amount  of  light  on  the  subject,  and 
those  cases  I  will  mention  to  the  noble 
Lord.  One  of  these  is  the  case  of 
the  termination  of  the  great  French 
War  at  Waterloo.  At  the  time  King 
Louis  XVITI.,  having  been  before  the 
Hundred  Days  established  in  France, 
was  regarded  in  the  view  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  as  the  legi- 
timate Sovereign  of  France,  and  the 
military  movement  under  Napoleon, 
and  the  whole  operation  of  Napoleon, 
as  being  in  legal  strictness  resistance  to 
lawful  authority.  I  am  not  entering 
into  the  question  of  its  correctness ;  but 
there  is  a  despatch  written  by  Lord 
Bathurst,  as  then  being  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  on  the  2nd  of  July, 
1815,  to  the  Duke,  of  Wellington.  I 
will  not  read  the  whole  passage,  which 
is  not  relevant.  I  will  read  a  part  of  it, 
which,  I  think,  is  material  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord.  This  despatch 
refers  to  a  letter  received  from  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  on  the  subject  of  the 
arrangement  that  the  Military  Com- 
mander had  made,  and  it  contains  this 
passage — 

"  It  cannot  be  imagined  that  in  a  Convention 
negotiated  with  these  authorities*' — namely, 
the  French — "  by  your  Grace  you  would  enter 
into  any  engagements  whereby  it  would  be 
presumed  that  His  Most  Christian  Majesty  was 
absolut<?ly  precluded  from  the  just  exercise  of 
his  authority  in  bringing  to  condign  punish- 
ment such  of  his  subjects  as  had,  bv  their 
treasonable  machinations  and  unprovoked  re- 
bcllion,  forfeited  all  claim  to  His  Majesty's 
clemency  and  forbearance." 

That  passage  undoubtedly  boars  upon 
the  Question.  The  noble  Lord  is  well 
aware  of  the  circumstances  relating  to 
Marshal  Ney.  They  touch  upon  the  pro- 
vince of  the  Question  with  which  wo 
are  at  this  moment  concerned.  Well, 
then.  Sir — [Mr.  Bourke:  Were  these 
prisoners  of  war  ?]  I  have  not  said 
anything  about  that,  and  I  do  not  know 
whom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  means. 
There  is  another  case — that  of  the  Elliot 
Convention  with  Spain.  One  stipulation 
of  that  Convention  was  that  no  person, 
whoever  he  might  be,  should  ever  bo 
deprived  of  life  on  account  of  his  poli- 
tical opinions  without  having  been  pre- 
viously tried  and  condemned  in  accord- 
ance with  the  laws,  decrees,  and  ordi- 
nances enforced  in  Spain.  It  was  fur- 
ther explained  in  that  Convention  tliat 
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this  stipulation  was  only  to  be  under- 
stood with  reference  to  those  who  were 
not  in  reality  prisoners  of  war;  for,  u 
regards  them,  express  stipalations  had 
already  been  made.  I  have  supplied  the 
noble  Lord  with  these  two  cases.  I  do 
not  think  this  is  the  proper  opportunity 
for  entering  into  explanations ;  but  thii 
I  may  say — that  by  the  term  *'  priEoners 
of  war,"  under  the  Elliot  Conventioo,  I 
understand  the  term  to  apply  not  merely 
to  persons  who  might  be  taken  with 
arms  in  their  hands,  but  those  who  had 
to  be  tried  for  being  eng^aged  in  the 
operations  of  war,  and  nothing  else 
whatever. 

Mr.  bourke  :  Has  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  been  directed 
to  the  case  of  the  first  Afghan  War, 
where  British  troops  were  employed  to 
restore  Shah  Sujah  to  the  Throne  when 
Dost  Mahomed  rose  in  rebellion  against 
Shah  Sujah,  who  occupied  a  positiim 
similar  to  that  of  the  Khedive  in  Egypt? 
Dost  Mahomed  was  in  open  rebellian 
against  Shah  Sujah,  and  surrendered 
himself  to  British  forces,  and  was  ce^ 
tainly  not  treated  in  any  way  but  as  a 
prisoner  of  war. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  conceive  that 
Question  to  be  purely  argumentative  and 
contentious.  My  answer  is,  that  it  ap- 
pears to  proceed  upon  parallelismB  be- 
tween the  position  of  Shah  Sujah  and  the 
Khedive,  which  I  think  to  be  utterly  an- 
sound,  and  between  the  position  of  Doet 
Mahomed  and  Arabi,  which  I  conceire 
to  be  still  more  unsound. 

EGYPT—THE  SOUDAN. 
Mr.  O'DONNELL  (for  Mr.  O'Kkllt) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasuxy, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
continue  to  regard  the  Soudan  as  form- 
ing part  of  the  Government  of  Egypt; 
and,  if  so,  whether  they  will  take  imme- 
diate steps  to  restore  order  in  that  Pro- 
vince, which  has  been  left  without  de- 
fence, owing  to  the  disbandment  of  the 
Egyptian  Army  by  the  action  of  Her 
Majesty  and  the  Khedive? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  this  Question, 
I  must  observe,  is  one  which  does  not  at 
all  correspond  with  any  state  of  facts 

i  exactly  known  to  me.  It  asks  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  continue  to 

I  regard  the  Soudan  as  forming  part  of 
the  Government  of  Egjrpt.  We  haye 
had  no  occasion  to  give  judgment  at  all 

'  upon  that  question,  and  we  have  de- 
livered no  judgment  upop  it.    It  is  no 
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part  of  the  duty  incumbent  upon  us  to 
restore  order  in  that'  Province.  It  is 
poIitioaUy  connected  with  Egjrpt  in  con- 
lequence  of  its  yerj  recent  conquest ;  but 
it  has  not  been  included  within  the 
qfthoore  of  our  operations,  and  we  are  by 
BO  means  disposed  to  admit  without 
qualification  that  it  is  within  the  sphere 
it  our  responsibility. 

EGYPT— THE  EGYPTIAN  ARMY— 
RE-ORGANIZATION. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  asked  the 
Knt  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  Her 
Majesty's  Government  assume  any  re- 
sponsibility for  the  future  Egyptian 
Azmj  on  account  of  their  recent  demand 
to  be  consulted  by  the  Khedive's  Go- 
vernment in  its  composition  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  the  noble 
Lord  will  see  that  as  we  have  at  present 
the  whole  responsibility  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  order  in  Egypt,  and  as  we  do 
not  contemplate  the  continuance  of  that 
lesponsibility  when  the  necessity  for  it 
ahall  have  been  removed,  we  must  neces- 
sarily become  judges  to  a  certain  extent, 
in  the  first  instance,  of  the  other  provi- 
nons  which  will  have  to  b^  made  in 
order  to  carry  out  the  duties  which  are 
now  performed  by  our  own  troops.  We 
ahall  be  responsible  for  forming  the  best 
judgment  we  can  as  to  the  sufhciency  of 
the  provisions  so  to  be  made  in  substitu- 
tion of  our  own  force.  Beyond  that  I 
am  not  aware  that  we  should  be  respon- 
sible for  the  Egyptian  Army  at  all. 

LoBD  ELCHO  :  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  my  right  hon.  Friend  can  state 
whether,  in  the  composition  of  the  new 
Egyptian  Army,  Egyptians  are  to  be 
admitted  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  as  soon  as 
we  can  we  will  acquaint  the  House  with 
the  arrangements  that  are  to  be  made ; 
but  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  conve- 
nient to  enter  into  detail  at  the  present 
moment. 

EOYFT— SURRENDER  OF  ARABI  PASHA 
BY  THE  BRITISH  TO  THE  AGENTS 
OF  THE  KHEDIVE. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  (for  Mr.  O^Kblltt) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  there  is  any  precedent  for  the 
inrrender  of  a  British  prisoner  of  war  to 
a  Foreign  Power ;  whether  the  surren- 
der of  Arabi  Pacha  to  the  Government 
of  the  Khedive  was  not  a  violation  of 


the  understanding  on  which  he  surren- 
dered ;  and,  whether  it  is  true  that 
Arabi  Pacha,  in  constituting  himself  a 
prisoner,  stated  that  he  surrendered  to 
the  English  Nation  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  do  not 
think  that  I  can  give  any  further  an- 
swer to  this  Question  than  I  have 
already  given  to  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill).  But  for 
practical  purposes  I  may  say  it  would  be 
a  mistake  to  consider  as  simple  prisoners 
of  war  those  who  are  about  to  be  tried 
upon  charges  quite  independent  of  the 
fact  of  their  having  taken  part  in  the 
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EGYPT— THE  CONTROL. 


Mh.  MOLLOY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  he  is  in  a  position  to 
give  an  assurance  to  the  House  that  no 
appointment  of  any  British  subject  to 
any  office  or  -duty  connected  with  the 
control  or  administration  of  the  finances 
of  Egypt,  or  its  debt,  will  be  made  or 
sanctioned  by  the  Government  without 
the  previous  communication  of  the  name 
of  such  person  to  this  House,  and 
without  an  opportunity  being  given  to 
the  House  of  expressing  its  opinion 
upon  the  necessity  and  fitness  of  such 
appointment  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  I  cannot  give  this  assurance. 
We  are  very  desirous  that  in  the  new 
arrangements  the  amount  of  foreign 
control  in  carrying  on  the  Government 
of  Egypt  shall  not  be  more  than  the  real 
necessity  requires  ;  but  we  cannot  pos- 
sibly undertake  to  submit  to  the  House 
every  part  of  our  arrangements. 

Mr.  0»D0NNELL  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  whether  any  bond- 
holders or  others  connected  with  the 
money-lending  transactions  in  Egypt 
would  be  appointed  as  representatives 
of  this  country  under  the  present  ar- 
rangement ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  as  regarded  the  bondholders  their 
rights  rested  upon  the  shadow  of  inter- 
national engagements.  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  good  enough 
to  give  Notice  of  his  Question. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— EDEN- 
DERRY  SUB-COMMISSION— COURT 
VALUERS. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  he  is  aware  that  at 
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the  late  sittin^j  of  the  Edenderry  (King's 
county)  Sub-Commission  on  Monday  all 
the  tenants  who  had  served  originating 
notices  withdrew  their  cases,  as,  after 
the  nature  of  the  evidence  given  by  the 
court  valuer  at  Balbriggan,  they  no 
longer  had  any  confidence  in  the  work- 
ing of  the  Act;  if  in  one  of  the  Bal- 
briggan cases  the  judicial  rent  was  fixed 
at  a  sum  more  than  six  per  cent,  in 
advance  of  what  the  landlord's  own 
valuer  thought  fair;  if  he  is  aware  of 
the  proposal  of  the  Armagh  Tenant 
Farmers'  Association  to  hold  a  confer- 
ence of  all  the  Associations  in  Ulster,  in 
order  to  consider  the  propriety  of  with- 
drawing from  the  Courts  until  some 
change  is  effected  in  the  present  system 
of  procedure ;  and,  what  course  he  pro- 
poses to  take  in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  will  allow  me  to  answer 
the  Question.  It  is  the  case  that  a 
number  of  tenants  at  a  late  sitting  of  the 
Edenderry  Sub-Commission  who  had 
served  originating  notices  withdrew 
their  cases.  In  one  of  the  Balbriggan 
cases  the  judicial  rent  was  fixed  in 
advance  of  the  valuation  of  the  land- 
lord's valuer.  With  regard  to  the 
decision  alluded  to,  of  the  same  Sub- 
Commission  when  sitting  at  Balbriggan, 
the  Land  Commissioners  only  receive 
the  orders  of  the  Sub-Commissions  fix- 
ing judicial  rents,  and  they  can  give  no 
opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  any 
particular  order  made.  Any  party  to  a 
suit  before  a  Sub-Commission  can,  if  he 
thinks  he  is  aggrieved,  have  his  case  re- 
hoard  by  the  Land  Commission  sitting 
as  a  Court  of  Appeal.  I  have  no  infor- 
mation about  the  intentions  of  the 
Armagh  Tenant  Farmers'  Association. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS    OF  THE 
HOUSE— LORD  MAYOR'S  DAY. 

Mr.  WARTON  (for  Mr.  Gregory) 
avsked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  having  regard  to  the  cele- 
bration of  the  day  in  the  City  of  London, 
and  the  other  cities  in  England,  he  will 
consider  the  expediency  of  an  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  over  the  9th  instant  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  have  given 
the  best  consideration  in  my  power  to 
this  Question,  which  is  whether  we  should 
propose  to  adjourn  the  House  over  the 
9th  instant.  Well,  Sir,  if  it  were  the 
general  desire  of  the  House — [crtes  of 
'*  No,  no!"]— of  course,  it  would  be 
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our  duty  to  have  regard  to  it ;  bat,  look- 
ing at  it  by  the  unassisted  light  of  my 
own  mind,  with  such  advice  as  I  luiTe 
taken,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  at  all 
in  the  interests  of  the  House  to  adjoan 
over  that  day,  because  it  would  practi- 
cally be  adding  a  day  to  the  Aataom 
Sitting,  which  I  suppose  no  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  desirous  gratuitously  to  do. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND) -ROMAN 
CATHOLIC  JURORS  (DUBLIN). 

Mr.  HEALT  asked  the  First  Lord  o! 
the  Treasury,  Whether  he  has  any  ob- 
jection to  furnish  a  Betum  giving  the 
number  of  Catholics  on  the  Dublin  City 
and  County  Panels  for  1 882  ;  the  num- 
ber of  persons  sworn  at  the  late  Specitl 
Commissions ;  how  many  of  these  were 
Catholics,  distinguishing  the  cases  upon 
which  they  were  empannelled  ;  the  num- 
ber of  Catholics  ordered  by  the  Crown 
to  stand  by ;  the  names  of  the  cases  it 
wliich  they  were  so  ordered;  and  the 
number  of  Protestants  ordered  to  stand 
by,  and  the  cases  in  which  the  order 
was  given  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  no.  official  information  on  the 
subject;  but  he  supposed  it  could  be 
supplied.  He  would  undertake  to  supplj 
it,  subject  to  tho  indulgence  which  W* 
longed  to  information  of  that  kind,  which 
was  not  within  the  right  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  claim. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS    OF    THE 

HOUSE— THE   PROCEDURE 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Me.  NEWDEGATE  asked  the  Kr«t 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  his  • 
intention  to  proceed  with  the  Besda- 
tions  on  the  Business  of  the  House,  sab- 
sequent  to  the  First  Kesolution  now  under 
Debate,  particularly  the  Ninth  Beeolu- 
tion,  of  which  he  has  given  Notice? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Yes,  Sir;  it  is 
our  intention  to  proceed  steadily  with 
the  Eesolutions  from  the  first  to  the 
last. 

STATE    OF   IRELAND— DISTURBANCE 
AT  NEWBRIDGE.  CO.  GALWAY. 

Mr.  PAENELL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  the  Qaee- 
tion  of  which  he  had  given  him  Notice^ 
Whetaor  he  has  received  any  informa- 
tion of  the  dispersal  at  Newbridge,  in 
the  county  of  Galway,  of  a  large  public 
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mteting  by  Oaptain  Mansfield,  E.M., 
and  a  force  of  thirty  police,  while  it  was 
bttog  addressed  by  Mr.  Matthew  Harris, 
and  whether  Mr.  Harris  has  been  ar- 
lortod  for  his  speech  on  the  occasion  in 
^ueaiion,  and,  if  so,  whether  this  meet- 
ing was  dispersed  according  to  the  pro- 
Tisions  of  the  proclamation  required  by 
the  Prevention  of  Crimes  Act  authorising 
the  dispersal  of  public  meetings  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELTAN  said,  ttiat,  until 
hearing  the  remark  of  the  hon.  Member 
earlier  in  the  evening,  he  was  under  the 
impreesion  that  the  Question  was  going 
to  be  asked  to-morrow.  He  was  sorry 
dint  the  Papers  were  mislaid ;  but  he 
might  say  that  when  he  saw  the  state- 
ments in  the  newspapers  he  at  once 
applied  for  information.  He  had  been 
inlormed  by  the  Under  Secretary  that 
at  9  o'cock  this  morning  he  had  tele- 
graphed to  have  the  fullest  account  of 
the  transaction  sent  on.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber might  rest  assured  that  the  matter 
would  be  carefully  looked  into. 


HARBOUBS  OF  REFUGE  (EAST  COAST) 
—HARBOUR  AT  FILEY. 

8nt  ALEXANDER  GORDON  (for 
Sir  Eabducy  Wilmot)  asked  whether  it 
was  true,  as  reported  in  The  Standard, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  intended 
to  propose  the  formation  of  a  harbour 
of  refuge  at  Filey,  on  the  north-east 
coast;  and,  also,  whether  any  decision 
had  been  arrived  at,  as  stated  in  The 
Scotsman  yesterday,  with  regard  to  the 
eonstruction  of  a  harbour  of  refuge  on 
the  east  coast  of  Scotland  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  No  de- 
etdon  has  been  arrived  at  upon  the 
subject. 

THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS)— REGENT'S 
PARK  INCLOSURE. 

Mb.  D.  GRANT  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  has  yet 
received  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  as  to  the  rights  of  the 
leaseholders  over  the  inclosure  in  Re- 
gent's Park ;  and,  if  so,  whether  ho  will 
eommunicate  the  same  to  the  House  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  owing  to  the 
Vacation,  and  to  the  necessity  of  ar- 
ranging a  conference  between  the  soli- 
flttors  of  two  Departments,  the  case  is 
only  now  ready  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Law  Officers. 

VOL.  CCLXXIV.    [TjriRD  series.] 


EGYPT— THE  SOUDAN— ENGLISH 

VOLUNTEERS   FOR  SERVICE   IN   THE 

MILITARY  EXPEDITION. 

Mb.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  asked 
whether  there  was  any  truth  in  the 
report  which  had  appeared  in  the  papers 
lately  that  British  officers  and  men  were 
being  allowed  to  volunteer  for  service 
in  the  Soudan  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber should  give  some  dajs'  Notice  of  that 
Question,  in  order  that  he  might  inquire 
of  Sir  Archibald  Alison. 

ORDER     OF    THE    DAT. 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE-THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE—FIRST RULE  (PUTTING 
THE  QUESTION). 

[aDJOUKNED  debate.]      [xiiniTEENTH 

inanT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  to  Question 
[20th  February],  as  amended, 

'*  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House,  during  any 
Dehate,  that  the  suhjcct  has  been  adequately 
discussed,  and  that  it  is  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House,  or  of  the  Committee,  that  the  Question 
be  now  put,  he  may  so  inform  the  House  or  the 
Committoe ;  and,  if  a  Motion  be  made  '  That 
the  Question  be  now  put,'  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the 
Chairman^  shall  forthwith  put  such  Question ; 
and,  if  the  same  be  decided  in  the  affirmative, 
the  Question  under  discussion  shall  be  put  forth* 
with :  Provided  that  the  Question,  *  That  the 
Question  be  now  put,'  shall  not  be  decided  in 
the  affirmative,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  unless  it 
shall  appear  to  have  been  supported  by  more 
than  two  hundred  Members,  or  unless  it  shall 
appear  to  have  been  opposed  by  less  than  forty 
Members  and  supported  by  more  than  one 
himdred  Members." — {Mr.  Oiadstone.) 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

In  line  8,  after  the  word  "taken,"  to  insert 
the  words  '*  unless  it  shall  appear  to  have  been 
supported  by  two- thirds  of  those  present,  and." 
— (Mr.  Gibson.) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Debate  resumed, 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  ho  thought 
the  speech  of  his  noble  Friend  who  sat 
near  him  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill), 
which  was  delivered  yesterday  afternoon, 
deserved  notice  from  them,  not  only  on 
account  of  its  intrinsic  ability,  but  also 
because  it  was  not  in  accord  with  the 
opinions  of  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on 
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that  side.     The    speech   of   his   noble 
Friend  was  well  received  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bipon 
(Mr.   Goschen),  who  followed  him,  for 
not  only  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
follow  the  arguments  of  his  noble  Friend, 
but  he  used  his  very  phrases  ;  and  when 
they  found  this  portentous  coalition  be- 
tween a  discontented  Whig  and  an  inde- 
pendent Tory  for  the  purpose  of  sup- 
porting   the   Government,    he  thought 
their  objections  ought  to  be   carefully 
considered.     The  first  argument  of  his 
noble  Friend  was  that  the  Amendment 
would  introduce  an  artificial  majority, 
and  that  they,  as  Conservatives,  ought 
not  to  support  it,  as  that  was  in  accord- 
ance with  the  traditions  of  the  House. 
In  that  matter  the  Prime  Minister  and 
his  noble  Friend  were  in  accord ;  but  he 
would  beg  to  point  out  that  on  the  same 
ground  they  ought  to  modify  the  Rule 
as  it  then  stood,  because  it  introduced  a 
majority  of  five-sixths,  and  that  was  just 
as  much  an  artificial  majority  as  two- 
thirds.     His  noble  Friend  had  pointed 
out  how  by  a  majority  of  1  the  greatest 
changes,  such  as  the  change  of  the  Eng- 
lish Monarchy  into  an  English  Hepublic, 
might  be  introduced  into  the  Constitu- 
tion.  His  noble  Friend,  however,  forgot 
that  when  our  forefathers  permitted  a 
majority  of  1  to  decide  such  important 
matters  such  a  thing  as  cldture  was  un- 
known, and  there  was  no  limit  to  free 
discussion,  everything  being  thoroughly 
thrashed  out  in  argument.     Therefore, 
the  reason  that  it  had  never  been  found 
necessary  to  introduce  government  by  a 
two-thirds'  majority  before  was  because 
they  never  before  lived  under  a  Liberal 
Government  who  were  anxious  to  put  a 
stop  to  free  speech.   The  next  argument 
which  his  noble  Friend  had  used  was 
one  calculated  to  appeal  with  much  force 
to  that  side  of  the  House ;  because  he 
pointed  out  that  the  Eule  of  a  two-thirds' 
majority  would  be  much  more  useful  to 
a  Liberal  than  to  a  Conservative  Go- 
vernment, inasmuch  as  when  a  Conser- 
vative Government  were  in  OflBce   the 
Radicals  below  the  Gangway  were  likely 
to  support  the  Irish  Party.     Now,  he 
(Mr.  Balfour)  did  not  support  liberty  of 
speech  in  that  House  from  a  Party  point 
of  view.     He  granted  that  a  two-thirds' 
majority  might  be  more  useful  to  the 
Liberals  than  to  the  Conservatives ;  but 
those  who  believed  in  liberty,  or  de- 
fended liberty,  would  not  defend  it  less 
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because  it  was  going  to  be  aboBed.    No 
doubt  liberty  of  speech  was  abased,  and 
it  would  be  abused  in  the  future ;  but 
they  were  not  the  less  anxious  that  it 
should  be  preserved.     His  noble  Friend 
had  proceeded  to  observe  that  the  Bole 
of  the  two-thirds'  majority  would  merely 
be  used  by  agpreement   between  boUi 
the    Front    Benches    to    oppress    the 
Irish    minority.     It    was  not  his  busi- 
ness  to   defend  the   Front  Benches— 
at   least    those   above    the    Gangway. 
His  noble  Friend  had  drawn  a  dreadful 
picture  of  what  would  be  the  result  of 
stopping  Irish  Obstruction  in  the  House, 
and  had  said  that  if  they  did  not  have 
Irish  Obstruction  there  they  would  have 
rebellion  in  Ireland.  In  his  opinion,  how- 
ever, there  would  be  less  danger  of  the 
oppression  of  Irish  Members  under  a 
two-thirds'  Eule  than  under  that  of  a 
bare  majority,  for  it  would  be  but  seldom 
that  the  two  Front  Benches  could  be 
brought  to  an  ag^ement  to  close  a  dis* 
cussion,    except  where    there    was   an 
almost  unanimous  feeling  in  the  House 
that  it  had  proceeded  far  enough.    The 
last  argument  of  his  noble  Friend  was 
that  the  safeguard  of  the  two-thirds' 
Rule  would  be  washed  away  under  the 
pressure  of  a  powerful  Radical  Minister. 
He,  however,  preferred  the  most  slender 
protection  to  none  at  all.     In  his  opinion, 
however,  it  would  not  be  an  easy  matter 
for  a  Radical  Minister  to  get  rid  of  such 
a    safeguard,   because   he   would  then 
have  boldly  to  announce  to  the  coun- 
try  that   his   object  was  '  not    to  put 
down  merely  illegitimate   Obstruction, 
but  legitimate  opposition.     The  Govern- 
ment had  obtained  the  support  of  the 
country  in  this  matter  because  it  was 
generally  believed  that  their  real  object 
was  to  put  down  Obstruction,  and  they 
would  lose  largely  if  it  were  once  clearly 
understood  that  their  main  object  was 
to  put  down  legitimate  opposition.    The 
Government  had  also  obtained  a  g^eat 
advantage  from  the  interpretation  which 
had  been   placed  on   the   words  "the 
evident  sense  of  the  House,"  which  was 
supposed  out-of-doors  to  mean  the  ex- 
pression of  an  opinion  by  the  great  ma- 
jority sitting  in  every  part  of  the  House. 
As  had  been  pointed  out,  it  might  happen 
that  closure  might  be  pronounced  by  a 
very  small  majority,  so  that  the  Speaker's 
opinion  as  to  the  ''  general  sense  of  the 
House  "  might  be  shown  to  be  wrontf 
precisely  at  the  moment  it  was  carried 
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into  effect.  A  more  extraordinary  state 
of  things  could  not  be  imagined.  The 
OoTomment  had  evidently  felt  the  diffi- 
culty of  the  position.  It  now  appeared 
that  what  they  meant  by  the  **  general 
sense  of  the  House "  was  the  general 
sense  of  the  Ministerial  majority.  They 
held  that  Radical  Ministers  ought  to  be 
able  to  pass  Eadical  Bills  with  the  pre- 
cise degree  of  rapidity  agreeable  to 
them.  Now,  such  a  policy  was  based 
upon  an  entirely  erroneous  assumption. 
!ElLat  House  was  not  to  be  judged,  like 
a  mine,  by  the  quantity  of  its  output. 
It  was  not  a  machine  of  which  a  Minister 
tamed  the  handle,  and  of  which  an  im- 
portant section  could,  at  the  Ministerial 
willy  be  thrown  out  of  gear.  On  the 
Ooremment  theory  of  the  matter,  why 
should  they  not  go  a  step  further  and 
do  away  with  all  Standing  Orders,  and 
bring  matters  to  the  simplicity  of  Minis- 
ters explaining  the  provisions  of  a  Bill, 
and  then  requiring  the  House  to  carry 
it  without  a  division  ?  He  saw  no  rea- 
son, if  the  Government  proposals  were 
agreed  to,  why  the  Standmg  Orders 
should  prevent  a  majority  carrying  any 
measure  without  the  arguments  on  botn 
sides  being  heard,  though  it  was  the 
very  object  of  Standing  Orders  to  se- 
cure perfect  freedom  of  debate.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Calne  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  had  said  that  the 
Conservative  Party,  in  conjuring  up  the 
chimeras  of  an  imperious  Minister,  a 
subservient  majority,  and  a  partizan 
Speaker  were  indulging  in  dreams  which 
oould  never  be  realized,  and  were  be- 
lieving in  a  state  of  things  which  could 
<mly  come  about  by  a  miracle.  If  an 
imperious  Minister  and  a  subservient 
majority  could  only  be  produced  by  a 
miracle,  two-thirds  of  that  miracle  had 
already  been  produced ;  and  he  failed 
altog^her  to  see  how  the  remaining 
third  was  to  remain  imfulfilled  if  the 
theory  of  the  Prime  Minister  was  to  be 
accepted.  The  Prime  Minister  laid  it 
down  as  an  axiom  that  the  tendency  of 
a  majority  was  to  promote,  and  the  ten- 
dency of  a  minority  to  retard  Govern- 
ment. Clearly,  therefore,  the  object  of 
the  New  Bule  was  to  give  Ministers 
their  own  way.  Now  how,  in  such  cir- 
eomstances,  oould  the  Speaker  fail  to 
become  a  partizan?  It  would  be  his 
business  to  put  the  Bule  in  force  for  the 
purpose  of  aiding  the  Government ;  he 
would  seek  to  promote  the  views  of  the 


majority  against,  it  might  be,  a  Consti- 
tutional minority.  The  Prime  Minister 
declared  that  closure  by  a  two-thirds' 
majority  would  be  a  deterioration  of 
Procedure — that  he  would  rather  be 
without  it.  If  so,  why  did  he  a  few 
months  ago  profess  his  willingness  to 
accept  it  ?  That  House  was  the  growth 
of  centuries ;  it  was  a  machine  which 
had  been  tested  under  all  kinds  of  cir- 
cumstances. The  request  which  the 
Opposition  now  made  was  extremely 
moderate,  for  all  they  asked  was  that 
the  Ministry  should  approach  this  ques- 
tion with  caution,  and  without  rashness-^ 
that  they  should  begin,  not  with  revolu- 
tion, but  with  reform.  He  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  to  go  back  to  his  letter  of  May, 
and  if  they  were  to  have  the  cidture  let 
them  have  it  by  slow  degrees.  Let  tbem 
err  rather  in  the  spirit  of  caution  than  in 
the  spirit  of  rashness,  for  the  Prime 
Minister,  if  he  found  a  moderate  cidture 
was  not  sufficient,  he,  or  his  Successors, 
could  come  down  to  the  House  and  ask 
for  the  cidture  by  a  bare  majority.  Un- 
til that  necessity  was  apparent  this  Be- 
solution  was  tampering  in  a  most  reck- 
less manner  with  the  Constitution,  and 
was  revolutionizing  it  in  a  Session. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEBE  denied  that 
there  was  any  conspiracy  of  silence  on 
the  Government  side  of  the  House, 
where  hon.  Members  had  refrained  from 
speaking  because  they  were  anxious 
that  the  Session  should  not  last  too  long. 
As  most  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
risen  on  his  side  had  been  official,  ex- 
official,  or  Whig,  he  desired  to  express 
the  view  of  the  Democracy  on  the  sub- 
ject. Though  they  intended  to  vote 
with  the  Prime  Minister,  they  were  not 
entirely  agreed  as  to  what  the  conse- 
quence of  the  Besolution  would  be.  If 
the  result  was  what  the  Prime  Minister 
anticipated — that  it  would  never  be  put 
in  force  against  a  Constitutional  Opposi- 
tion, he  would  not  take  the  trouble  to 
come  down  to  the  House  to  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  would 
never  be  put  in  force  against  an  Oppo- 
sition when  they  were  fulfilling  their 
Constitutional  duty. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEBE  accepted  the 
explanation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
First,  however,  he  wished  to  make  a 
remark  upon  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  which  the  House  had 
just  heard.  That  speech  seemed  to  him 
to  be  a  fair  sample  of  what  their  de* 
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bates  might  come  to  if  closure  were  not 
adopted.      They   had    a    Conservative 
Party  and  also  a  *'  Fourth  Party  ;"  and 
now  there  was  a  split  in  the  Fourth 
Party,  consisting  of  four,  because   an 
eminent  Member  of  that  Party  had  made 
a  speech  to  prove  that  his  Chief  was 
wrong.  But  the  speech  of  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber was  really  an  argument  for  eldture. 
He  said  that  hon.  Gentlemen  did  not 
attack  the  liberty  of  the  Press,  and, 
therefore,  it  was  monstrous  to  attack 
liberty  of  speech.    But  in  the  case  of 
the  Press  cldture  was  not  needed,  be- 
cause a  newspaper  was  limited  by  its 
size,  and  if  it  exceeded  in  any  particular 
direction  it  would  not  be  bought.     The 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  when  the  Pe- 
solution  was  first  brought  forward,  what 
he  understood  to  be  meant  by  the  **  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  *'  was  the  sense 
of  both  sides.     He  did  not  know  how 
the  hon.  Gentleman  arrived  at  that  con- 
clusion, as  it  was  not  consistent  with 
the  terms  of  the  Hesolution.      If  the 
Speaker  were  of  opinion  that  the  ques- 
tion had  been  adequately  discussed,  and 
if  a  majority,  not    by  organized    but 
spontaneous   clamour   and  out  of  the 
fulness  of  their  hearts  cried  **  Divide !  " 
while  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  were 
silent,   it  would  be  the   duty   of    the 
Speaker  to  put    the  Question   to    the 
House.   That  was  the  necessary  outcome 
of  the  Hesolution.     No  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  other  side  could  get  up  without 
referring  to  the  letter  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister.    He  was  surprised  at  that,  be- 
cause, if  hon.  Gentlemen  took  the  trouble 
to  think  calmly  over  the  matter,  they 
would  see  that  there  was  no  stronger 
argument  in  favour  of  cldture  than  that 
letter.     The    Prime    Minister  brought 
forward  his  Hesolution s,  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  were  exhaustive  upon 
the  1st.     The  Prime  Minister  proposed 
cldture  by  a  simple  majority — he  had  the 
Business  of  the  Session  before  him,  and 
he  was  obliged  to  submit  to  this  exhaus- 
tive opposition.     It   was  rather   na'ivey 
therefore,    of    hon.    Gentlemen    when, 
owing  to  them,  there  was  an  Autumn 
Session,  to  expect  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  revert  to  his  first 
proposal.     He  would  recommend  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  the  next  time  they 
were  offered  anything  by  a  Liberal  Go- 
yemment,  to  take  it  at  once.     He  was 
far  from  blaming  the  Conservatives  for 
beingin  favour  of  a  three-fourths'  rather 
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than  a  simple  majority,  because  if  thaj 
were  not  they  would  cease  to  be  Con- 
servatives.    The    Conservative  was  a 
natural  Obstructionist.      For  centuries 
the  Conservatives  had  obstructed.   They 
said — ^*  We  are  satisfied ;  we  want  no 
reforms ;  we  want  to  be  left  as  we  are." 
And  when  a  Liberal  Minister  brouffht 
in  a  number  of  measures,  they  said— 
''Let    us  talk   a  great    deal    on  the 
first,   and  we  may  prevent  the  fourth 
or  fifth  from  passing."     He  was  read- 
ing a  few  days  ago  about  the  Locrians, 
who   had    a   cldture  which   would   re- 
commend itself  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site.   When  anyone  among  the  Locriani 
came  forward  with  a  proposal,  a  rope 
was  tied  around   his  neck,   and  if  ne 
did  not  get  a  seconder  he  was  hanged. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  said  that  this 
Hule  would  not  be  used  for  Party  par- 
poses.     He  did  not  understand  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  meant.  He  hoped 
it  would  be  used  by  the  Party  to  carry 
out  the  principles  which  the  Party  pro- 
fessed.    The  principles  which  the  Libe- 
rals professed  were  that  they  ought  to 
have  speedy  legislation  upon  a  very  con- 
siderable number  of  subjects.     If,  then, 
they  found  the  Opposition  too  exhaus- 
tive, their  principles  would  oblige  them 
to  cry  "  Divide  !  "  and  to  do  their  best 
to  show  the  Speaker  that  it  was  the 
"  evident  sense  of  the  House"  that  the 
country  wanted  a  particular  Bill  to  be 
passed  and  some  other  Bill  to  be  pro- 
ceeded with.     Using  the  cldture,  there- 
fore, for  Party  purposes  on  all  occasions 
would  be  their  primary  duty.     The  De- 
mocratic creed  was  that  there  ought  to 
be  very  frequent  elections — say,  onoe 
every  three  years ;  that  certain  measores 
ought  to  be  submitted  to  the  people  ti 
those  elections ;  that  there  should  be  a 
pUhieeite  with  regard  to  them  ;  and  that 
if  the  people  made  up  their  minds  that 
they  should  pass,  the  Ministry  repre- 
senting the  majority,  having  received 
an  imperative  manaate  to  carry  them 
through,  discussion  was,  therefore,  use- 
less. {^Laughter,']  Discussion  would  have 
taken  place  before.     [^Renewed  laughter  A 
Hon.   Gentlemen  laughed ;    but  could 
they  point  to  one  case  in  which  the 
people,  having  made  up  their  minds  to 
a  reform,  and  having  carried  that  re* 
form  by  a  majority  in  the  constituenoiee, 
had  changed  their  minds  in  consequence 
of  any  discussion  in  the  House  ?    There- 
fore, he  was  right  in  saying  that  discos- 
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rion  upon  those  measures  on  which  the 
people  had  made  'Up  their  minds  was 
pore  waste  of  time.  H.e  looked  forward 
—perhaps  not  just  yet — to  the  Badical 
Democratic  Millennium,  when  they  would 
pass  numerous  measures  in  this  simple 
ind  efficient  manner.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  cited  39  burning  questions  need- 
ing immediate  legislation.  He  could 
MMily  add  100  to  them ;  but  if  they  did 
Aot  act  upon  this  democratic  view,  how 
lOon  would  not  39  but  nine  measures  pass 
into  law  ?  The  distinction  which  he  drew 
iras  this — that  when  a  Minister  came 
forward  with  some  measure  upon  which 
khe  country  had  made  up  its  mind,  dis- 
Bossion  was  waste  of  time,  and  the 
Minister  had  only  to  carry  it  out.  But 
there  were  other  measures  brought  for- 
ward by  a  small  minority  below  the 
Qangway  upon  which  the  country  had 
aot  made  up  its  mind — he  had  himself 
tried  to  bring  forward  measures  upon 
which  the  country  required  enlighten- 
ment, and  upon  such  some  discussion 
was  useful.  The  country  wanted  to  know 
what  was  to  be  said  for  and  against 
them.  But  upon  questions  which  had 
been  thrashed  out  in  magazines  and 
newspapers  and  on  public  platforms  the 
country  had  already  made  up  its  mind, 
and  upon  these  he  would  give  Gentle- 
men opposite  a  fair  half-hour  to  state 
their  views.  By  this  means  he  was  in- 
dined  to  think  the  Liberal  Party  would 
in  a  short  time  put  the  country  in  har- 
mony with  what  he  termed  **  the  spirit 
of  the  age."  It  had  been  asserted  by 
some  hon.  Members  that  lengthy  dis- 
cossions  were  useful.  He  could  not  sub- 
scribe to  that  belief.  At  one  time  the 
reported  discussions  of  the  House  were 
read  by  the  public.  Now,  however,  they 
were  not  read.  Five  or  six  years  ago, 
when  an  important  debate  took  place, 
the  newspapers  printed  a  larger  number 
of  copies  than  on  ordinary  occasions  in 
order  to  meet  the  demand  for  the  Parlia- 
mentary information.  But  since  dis- 
cussions had  been  marked  by  so  much 
prolixity,  it  had  been  found  by  news- 
paper managers  that  it  was  not  necessary 
to  print  extra  copies,  there  being  no  de- 
mand to  justify  such  a  step.  The  fact 
was,  that  readers  of  newspapers  did  not 
want  to  read  their  speeches.  They  were 
quite  satisfied  with  reading  the  speeches 
Si  the  Prime  Minister,  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  and  of  a  few  other  eminent 
I.  There  were  not,  he  believed,  5,000 


persons  in  the  country  who  had  taken 
the  trouble  to  read  through  the  speeches 
that  had  been  delivered  in  the  debates 
of  the  last  two  or  three  days.  When 
Members  laid  the  flattering  unction  to 
their  souls  that  they  were  instructing 
and  enlightening  the  people  they  were 
making  a  grievous  error;  because,  in 
reality,  the  people  declined  altogether  to 
be  enlightened  by  them.  It  was  to  be 
regretted  that  eldture  had  been  found 
necessary ;  but  then  they  had  only  a 
choice  of  two  evils.  The  question  for 
the  House  to  decide  was  whether  they 
would  place  a  certain  limit  on  superflu- 
ous, and  therefore  unnecessary  discus- 
sion, or  put  an  end  to  practical  legisla- 
tion, which  was  the  primary  object  the 
constituencies  had  at  heart  and  desired 
to  be  carried  out.  There  was  another 
reason  why  he  was  in  favour  of  the  bare 
majority.  The  House  could  be  divided 
into  Brahmins  and  Pariahs,  the  former 
being  the  Leaders  of  the  two  gpreat 
Parties  in  the  State,  and  the  latter  those 
who  sat  below  the  Gangway.  In  many 
things  the  interests  of  the  Brahmins  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  were  nearly 
identical ;  and  it  was  his  belief  that  the  * 
Brahmins  on  the  two  Front  Benches 
would  always  find  some  good  reason  or 
other  to  unite  in  putting  down  anything 
approaching  to  opposition  on  the  part 
of  Members  below  the  Gangway.  The 
Conservatives  would  always  agree  to  the 
imposition  of  the  cldture  by  a  two-thirds' 
majority,  on  the  understanding  that  they 
might  never  be  subjected  to  it  them- 
selves. Their  idea  was — **Letthec&5- 
ture  be  applied  to  the  Irish,  to  the 
Kadicals,  and  to  Fourth  Pai'ties ;  but 
let  it  never  be  applied  to  ourselves.  We 
must  oppose  it,  of  course,  and  talk  a 
good  deal  about  freedom  of  speech ;  but 
we  shall,  nevertheless,  take  a  very 
favourable  view  of  this  cldture  if  it  is 
carried  in  the  form  which  will  negative 
the  possibility  of  its  ever  being  applied 
to  our  Party."  That  those  were  the 
views  of  the  Conservatives  was  shown 
by  the  regret  which  they  manifested  at 
not  having  accepted  the  offer  made  by 
the  Prime  Minister  in  May.  It  was  all 
very  well  to  talk  of  freedom  of  speech ; 
but  the  real  question  was  whether  they 
were  to  limit  speech  or  to  put  an  end  to 
legislation.  He  believed  that  the  people 
considered  that  the  primary  object  of 
that  House  was  legislation.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
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Lad  said  that  if  the  people  were  con- 
sulted on  the  question  under  discussion, 
they  would  be  found  in  favour  of  the 
two-thirds'  majority,  because  they  under- 
stood that  it  was  only  to  be  used  against 
minorities;  but  he  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
maintained  that  the  country  understood 
that  this  Eule  was  intended,  not  only  to 
put  an  end  to  Obstruction  on  the  part  of 
small  minorities,  but  to  Obstruction  on 
the  part  of  all  minorities ;  and  they 
hoped  that  it  would  be  passed,  because 
they  believed  that  instead  of  the  waste- 
ful and  aimless  discussions  that  went  on 
in  that  House  they  should  have  sound 
and  good  legislation  upon  many  ques- 
tions upon  which  it  was  urgently  de- 
manded. 

Colonel  STANLEY,  referring  to  the 
speech  which  had  just  been  delivered, 
said,  *'  Magna  est  Veritas  et  prevalehit.^^ 
They  knew  now  what  were  the  true 
motives  that  caused  the  Democratic 
Party  to  support  the  Ministerial  Resolu- 
tions. He  proposed  to  explain  the  rea- 
sons why  he  should  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin.  The  speech  which  the  House 
had  heard  from  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  was  an  amusing  and  able 
speech ;  but  it  was,  he  thought,  only  the 
expression  of  an  isolated  opinion.  Any- 
one who  had  examined  very  closely  the 
arguments  of  the  noble  Lord  must  have 
been  driven  to  the  conclusion  that  he 
had  rather  wilfully  argued  the  (question 
on  its  lowest  grounds.  The  question  was 
not  whether  this  or  that  Party  should 
fail  or  succeed  in  carrying  Party  mea- 
sures. If  the  constituencies  of  the  coun- 
try returned  a  Liberal  Parliament,  the 
Conservative  Party  had  no  right  what- 
ever to  find  fault  with  the  Government 
for  passing  Liberal  measures,  prqvided 
they  were  fully  and  fairly  discussed. 
Nor  did  he  think  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  ever  himself  complained  of  such 
discussion  during  the  course  of  these  de- 
bates. But  a  very  different  character 
had  been  given  to  the  subject  by  the 
frank  utterances  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  ;  and 
they  now  knew  that  Radical  Members 
would  be  quite  willing  to  limit  the  time 
for  reply  by  the  minority  to  half-an- 
hour,  and  to  carry  the  programme  of  the 
oonstituenoies  through  Parliament  with 
as  great  rapidity  as  possible.  He  (Colonel 
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Stanley)  objected  to  the  Miwe  altoge- 
ther, and  therefore  Jxe  supported  any- 
thing which  would  lessen  ita  restricted 
provisions.    It  had  become  dearer  and 
clearer  that  the  eldture  must  mean  a 
power  exercised  by  the  mere  will  of  the 
majority    acting    under    cover    of  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman.     He  wished  to 
show  that  the  safeguards  were  inefficient 
and  unreliable ;  that  the  position  of  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  would  be  almoet 
untenable ;  and  that  the  Rules  would  be 
operative  far  beyond  the  scope  of  Ob- 
struction, properly  so  called.    Enoagb 
had  been  said  to  show  that  there  was  a 
real  feeling  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
that  the  impartiality  of  Speaker  and 
Chairman  might  be  impexuled.     The 
Prime  Minister,  after  defending  the  im- 
partiality of  the  Speaker,  touched  veiy 
delicately  upon  the  position  of  the  Cluu> 
man,  and  entered  into  no  details  to  show 
that  the  Chairman's  impartiality  would, 
in    future,    be    above    suspicion.      He 
thought  it  would  be  a  real  peril  if  for 
one  moment  the  impartiality  of  the  ocon- 
pant  of  the  Chair  should  ever  become 
the  subject  of  suspicion.    It  was  plain, 
from  the  utterances  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, that,  as  far  as  he  knew,  there  was 
no  reason  why  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees should  not  continue  to  be  a  Par^ 
man,  liable  to  be  reminded  by  his  Party 
of  the  fact.  Fairly  enough  the  Chairman 
might  be  told — **  The  power  to  enforce 
the  eldture  has  been  conferred  upon  yoa, 
and  you  must  use  it."     The  steps  lead- 
ing to  such  a  result  might  be  dow,  bat 
the  process  would  be  sure ;  and,  there- 
fore, few  things  could  tend  more  to  lower 
the  position  of  future  Chairmen  than  the 
proposal  which    the  Government   hid 
made.     He  could  give  further  reasone 
why  the  position  of  the  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  seemed    to  him  untenable; 
but  he  would  endeavour  to  show  why 
the  other  safeguards  failed,  and  why  the 
solo  protection  upon  which  they  most 
ultimately  rely  was  the  Speaker's  or  the 
Chairman's  view  of  what  was  adequate 
discussion.      The  expression   **  evident 
sense  of  the  House  "  was  very  like  that 
of  **  fair  rent."     Everyone  agreed  with 
the  principle  ;    but  it  was  impossible 
to  define  the  expression.     The  evident 
sense  of  the  Speaker  must  depend  upon 
what  came  under  his  eye.     But  it  might 
be  that  the  evident  sense  of  the  Speaker 
was  in  one  direction,  and  that  of  the 
House,  as  evidenced  by  a  divisioni  in  an- 
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other.  How  was  the  Speaker's  view  of 
the  "  evident  sense "  of  the  House  to 
be  formed  ?  It  was  not  to  be  expected 
that  either  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman 
would  know  by  intuition  how  Parties 
were  distributed.  Either  the  evident 
sense  of  the  Speaker  was  to  be  framed 
on  what  passed  before  him,  and  he  was 
not  to  have  any  assistance,  or,  on  the 
other  hand,  if  it  were  to  be  fatal  to  his 
authority  to  be  mistaken,  then  he  must 
obtain  information  as  to  the  respective 
state  of  Parties,  either  directly  or  in- 
directly, from  the  Government  Whips. 
In  times  past,  perfectly  legitimate  com- 
munications as  to  the  Business  of  the 
House  had  passed  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Chair.  Such  understand- 
ings had  very  much  profited  the  House ; 
but  they  were  now  told  that  the  Speaker 
was  to  be  cut  off  from  all  communica- 
tion with  the  Front  Benches,  and  to  be 
left  to  his  own  unassisted  judgment. 
But  that  was  not  the  sole  difficulty  in 
which  the  Chair  would  be  placed.  The 
Home  Secretary  had  said  that  no 
Speaker  of  any  common  sense  would  put 
the  Question  at  the  dinner  hour.  The 
''evident  sense  of  the  House"  might, 
however,  be  clearly  evidenced  at  the 
dinner  hour ;  and  yet,  according  to  the 
Home  Secretary,  the  Speaker  was  not 
only  not  to  be  guided  by  it,  but  was 
positively  to  disregard  it.  If  he  was 
not  to  belioTe  his  own  eyes,  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  understand  the  position  in  which 
he  would  be  placed.  How  could  he  re- 
fuse to  put  the  Question  ?  What  com- 
ments would  be  made,  both  in  Parlia- 
mentary circles  and  the  Press,  at  his 
conduct  under  these  difficult  circum- 
stances !  No  doubt,  a  vast  improvement 
had  been  made  in  the  Eesolution  by  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey). 
Now  they  fell  back  upon  adequacy. 
The  Speaker  was  not  to  move  until  con- 
vinced that  the  subject  had  been  ade- 
quately discussed.  But  that  was  only 
matter  of  opinion,  for  no  one  could  de- 
fine adequacy.  It  was  only  the  Speaker's 
or  the  Chairman's  opinion.  Let  them 
imagine  the  comments  that  would  be 
made  if  the  eldiure  were  carried  in  a 
thin  House  because  the  Speaker  re- 
garded the  "evident  sense"  of  the 
House.  New  arguments  must  be  brought 
forwaid  in  all  directions  which  it  could 
be  truly  said  might  have  been  rightly 
and  legitimately  used  if  the  Speaker  or 


the  Chairman  had  not  applied  the  cld^ 
ture.  He  maintained  that  the  Speaker 
and  the  Chairman  were  placed  in  a 
most  invidious  position ;  that  the  safe- 
guards had  proved  to  be  none  at  all,  or 
very  slight ;  and  that,  with  the  sole  pro- 
tection of  **  adequacy,"  which  was  an 
unassignable  property,  the  entire  re- 
sponsibility was  cast  upon  the  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman.  As  to  the  statement 
that  the  Eule  was  not  aimed  against 
mere  opposition,  but  against  Obstruc- 
tion, that  might  have  been  the  original 
intention ;  but  it  had  been  made  dis- 
tinctly clear  during  the  course  of  the 
debate  that,  though  the  Prime  Minister 
might  not  mean  that  the  cUture  should 
be  used  for  the  suppression  of  debate, 
that  was  not  the  view  entertained  by 
some  of  his  Colleagues  on  the  Front 
Bench;  and  that  it  was  meant  by  ad- 
vanced Liberals  to  go  much  further  was 
made  very  clear  by  the  frank  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere).  Nothing  was  more  clear 
than  the  utterances  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  India. 
In  his  ominous  speech  in  the  earlier 
part  of  the  debate,  the  noble  Marquess 
said  that  if  they  discussed  a  lar^e 
number  of  subjects  at  great  length, 
they  could  not  discuss  other  subjects 
at  all,  and,  therefore,  the  Kule  really 
tended  to  freedom  of  debate.  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
expressed  himself  to  the  same  effect ; 
and  it  was  clear  that  on  the  minds  of 
some  Members  of  the  Government  there 
was  a  line  between  legitimate  discussion 
and  Obstruction  which  would  be  in- 
cluded within  the  Bule  as  to  c'dture. 
The  noble  Marquess  clearly  indicated 
certain  Motions  which  the  House  did 
not  care  to  listen  to,  and  intimated  that 
he  would  apply  the  cldture  to  them  if  it 
were  adopted.  There  was  another  form 
in  which  the  cldture  might  be  exceed- 
ingly valuable.  A  Minister  with  an  un- 
popular Vote  might  cultivate  the  ac- 
quaintance of  some  unpopular  Member, 
and  ask  him  to  rise  at  a  convenient  time 
and  prolong  the  discussion  with  weari- 
some reiteration,  until  at  last  the  House 
would  support  the  cldturcj  and  the  un- 
popular Vote  would  be  passed  quietly 
without  further  trouble.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess had  said — and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  had  repeated — that 
there  was  a  large  amount  of  Business 
which  Parliament  desired  to  press  for- 
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Tvard  without  delay.     They  quite  ad- 
mitted the  necessity  of  many  of  those 
measures,  but  thought  that  the  pressure 
of  Public  Business  might  be  relieved,  to 
a  certain  extent,  by  better  arrangements ; 
and  he  was  of  opinion  that  very  much 
could  be  done  by  arrangement  without 
recourse  to  the  cldture.    Many  pressing 
measures,  no  doubt,  cropped  up  from 
time  to  time ;  but  it  was  impossible  to 
carry  everything ;  some  legislation  must 
bo  postponed.     He  believed  that    one 
bad  season  was  more  injurious  to  the 
country  than  any  amount  of  arrears  of 
legislation.     The  present  subject  was  so 
mixed  up  with  that  of  the  general  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  that  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  keep  them  entirely  apart. 
He  supported   the  Amendment   of  his 
right  lion,  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin,  be- 
cause it  assigned  a  fairer  proportion  for 
the  minority,  and  one  which  ought  to 
commend  itself  for  many  reasons  to  the 
sense  of  the  House.     He  supported  it 
on   another  rough-and-ready  g^und — 
namely,  that  it  would  reduce  the  difE- 
culties  of   the   Speaker.      There    were 
many  Amendments   on  the  Paper — no 
less  than  four — proceeding  from  various 
quarters  of  the  House,  with  the  object 
of  fixing  the  same  proportion.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Kipon  (Mr.  Goschen) 
had  asked  why  two-thirds—  why  not  any 
other  proportion  ?     He  admitted  there 
was  no  exact  figure  or  line  of  finality ; 
but  he  thought  that  two-thirds  was  a 
proportion  to  be  well  recommended.   As 
to  the    charge    that    this  Amendment 
would  draw  the  two  Front  Benches  too 
close  together,  and  bring  the  Opposition 
to   a  position   of    responsibility  which 
Bome  thouglit  they  ought  not  to  assume, 
he  thought  it  would  possess  a  great  ad- 
vantage if  it  introduced  the  weight  of 
a  responsible  Opposition.     There  might 
have  been  those  who,  out  of  Office,  had 
thrown  such  responsibility  away ;   but 
those  were  comparatively  few,  and  the 
bulk  of  the  Opposition  in  this  House 
had  loyally  rallied  to  the  side  of  the 
Government  when,  in  their  opinion,  the 
general    interests  of   the    country  de- 
manded that  they  should  do  so ;   and 
that  was  a  position  which  he  hoped  to 
see  continued.  Then,  the  Prime  Minister 
had  said  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
theMember  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Sta£Ebrd 
Northcote)  was  inconsistent,  because  in 
1877  he  had  made  a  speech  condemna- 
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tory  of   a  two-thirda'  majority.     But 
that  was  in  an  entirely  different  mat- 
ter.    The  object  was   to  mitigate  tha 
restrictive    proviaiona    to    be    enfbreed 
against  Members  of  this  House  in  a 
matter    different    to    that    which   wu 
now  the  subject  of  debate.     The  Prima 
Minister  asked  what  would  be  the  re- 
sult if  the  House  adopted  the  principle 
of  an  artificial  majority  ?    But  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  whose  able 
speech  they  had  all  listened  to  with  muck 
pleasure,  had  shown  that  this  Resola- 
tion  adopted  an  artificial  majority  aa 
great  as  that  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   denounced.      The    right   hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  safeguards  would 
disappear,  and  that  the  only  remaining 
safeguard  would  be  the  limit  of  two- 
thirds.     But  why  should  not  the  Prime 
Minister  say,  in  future,  that  this  limi« 
tation  should    be    swept    away   down 
to  the  bare  majority  ?    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber   for    Northampton     (Mr.    Labon- 
chere)   said   the  Opposition   oould   not 
forget  the  Prime  Minister's  letter  of 
May  last,  and  that  they  were  alwaya 
whimpering  over  their   bargain.    Cer- 
tainly it  was  hard  to  forget  such  letters 
as  that  referred  to.     But  the  hon.  Qenr 
tleman  did  not  seem  to  understand  the 
position,  which  was  that  both  Parties 
were  now  free.     As  to  the  letter,  what 
they  said  was  that  the  Prime  Mimater 
had  either  said  too  little  or  too  mncL 
If  the  present  proposal  was  good  in  May, 
why  should  it  be  denounced  in  October 
or  November  ?  Again,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter used  the    extraordinary  argument 
that  the  two-thirds'  majority  would  not 
in  many  cases  show  the  ''  evident  aenaa 
of  the  House,"  because  Members  would 
not  liko  to  vote  against  one  of  their 
number  with  whom  it  might  be  th^ 
usually  acted.    That  was  a  reason  why 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  foUov 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Leicestershire  (Lord  John 
Manners)  that  vote  should  be  taken  by 
ballot.    Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  the  two-thirds'  majority  was  an 
innovation  ;  but  the  real  innovation  was 
the  cldture.     The  Prime  Minister  said 
further  that  the  Amendment  would  be 
less  favourable  to  small  minorities  than 
the   Government  proposals.      The  fact 
was,  however,  that  they  did  not  propose 
to  touch  the  Government  proposals,  and 
there  was  no  reason  whatever  why  they 
might  not  still  be  carried  into  effect 
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The  noble  Lord  tlie  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  had 
said  this  wasadyke  which  they  were  tr3dng 
to  erect  to  stem  the  flood  by  which  they 
were  to  be  swept  away,  and  that  this 
was  a  very  frail  defence.  He  admitted 
that  this,  if  relied  on  alone,  would  prove 
a  very  slender  defence  indeed ;  but,  at 
any  rate,  it  was  better  to  have  a  frail 
defence  than  no  defence  at  all.  He  con- 
fessed he  did  not  share  the  fears  that 
were  entertained  by  some  hon.  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  He  did  not 
believe  that  the  constituencies  wished 
that  there  should  be  only  one  Party.  If 
any  attempt  were  made  to  crush  all 
political  opponents  out  of  existence,  de- 
pend upon  it  the  country  would  not 
tolerate  it  for  a  moment.  The  Opposi- 
tion were  bound,  to  the  best  of  their 
power,  to  resist  any  measures  which  might 
tend  in  that  direction ;  and  if  they  were 
to  go  to  the  country  on  this  question  he 
was  sure  the  Opposition  would  have  the 
support  of  the  constituencies.  What  he 
mostly  feared  was  the  danger  of  a  re- 
action. When  a  change  of  Parties  took 
place — as  would  undoubtedly  happen 
sooner  or  later— -a  feeling  would  be  found 
to  exist  amongst  those  who  were  at  pre- 
sent in  the  minority  that  they  had  not 
received  fair  play,  and  legislation  would 
be  introduced  of  a  reactionary  character 
to  undo  that  which  was  now  being 
forced  upon  them  by  a  majority.  At 
present  legislation  was  fairly  fought  out, 
and  when  fairly  fought  out  was  fairly 
accepted.  It  was  to  be  feared  that  those 
conditions  might  be  reversed.  The  case 
was  argued  as  if  legislation  was  every- 
thing and  discussion  nothing,  and  views 
were  presented  to  the  House  of  a  very 
varied  character.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  had  very  frankly  said,  in 
supporting  that  measure,  that  he  thought 
the  primary  duty  of  his  Party  would  be 
to  use  it  for  Party  purposes,  and  that 
discussion  should  be  stopped.  He  con- 
fessed that  he  was  one  of  those  who  did 
not  believe  that  either  the  duty  of  the 
House  or  of  the  constituencies  would 
admit  of  such  a  view  of  the  situation. 
It  would  be  a  very  wide  departure  from 
Parliamentary  traditions  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  to  come  to  the  House  with  an 
imperious  mandate  from  their  constitu- 
ents, and  if  the  real  business  of  legis- 
lation  was  to  be  done  out-of-doors  by 
fiUhiseite,  and  that  hon.  Members  were 
only  to  oome  to  the  House  to  register 


the  decisions  arrived  at  elsewhere.  That 
would  be  a  great  and  an  essential  alter- 
ation in  the  character  of  the  House  of 
Commons;  and,  fearing  these  Govern- 
ment measures  might  tend  in  the  direc- 
tion of  such  a  change,  he  was  determined, 
as  far  as  possible,  to  oppose,  or,  at  all 
events,  to  restrict  them.  It  was  in  the 
House  of  Commons  that  grievances  were 
stated  and  brought  to  ught,  and  that 
great  principles  were  affirmed.  Both  of 
Uiose  functions  had  not  always  been 
performed  by  the  majority.  In  many 
instances  they  had  been  exercised  by  the 
Party  which  had  only  a  few  Representa- 
tives in  Parliament.  He  could  not  help 
having  great  fears  that  if  not  now,  yet 
in  the  not  very  remote  future,  a  change 
would  come  over  the  spirit  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  those  Bules  would  be 
used,  not  in  the  way  they  understood  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  but  in  the  spirit  in 
which  they  were  supported  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton.  Freedom  of 
speech  was  everything,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter said,  and  no  one  for  a  moment  doubted 
that  he  believed  it;  they  only  wished 
that,  in  that  matter,  he  would  act  as  he 
felt.  It  was  sometimes  said  to  be  a 
strange  thing  that  the  Conservative 
Party  should  be  those  who  were  now 
standing  up  for  liberty  of  speech.  If  it 
fell  to  the  Conservative  Party  alone  to 
vindicate  the  freedom  of  speech  the 
fault  was  not  theirs.  It  was  the  fault 
of  those  who  brought  in  the  oldtwre. 
They  believed  that  they  were  the  legiti- 
mate successors  of  those  who  had  stood 
up  in  that  House  for  freedom  of  speech. 
They  were  not  satisfied  even  with  the 
half-hour  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  and  the  Democracy  of  the 
future  might  be  graciously  pleased  to 
afford  them.  They  believed  they  were 
doing  their  duty  in  endeavouring  to 
maintain  the  right  of  representation, 
which  they  advocated  for  the  whole 
world,  the  spirit  of  fair  play,  which  had 
always  been  a  characteristic  of  English- 
men, and  that  freedom  of  speech  which 
hitherto  it  had  been  the  honour  of  the 
House  to  uphold.  For  those  reasons, 
and  believing  that  the  Amendment  of 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was 
sound,  he  should  give  it  his  best  and 
most  unqualified  support. 

Mn.  JESSE  OOLLINQS  said, 
that  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man who  had  addressed  the  House 
seemed  surprised  that  the  eldiure  was 
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wanted  by  the  Government  in  order 
to  pass  certain  measures.  That  was  the 
chief  gpround  on  which  he  (Mr.  Jesse 
Ceilings)  intended  to  vote  for  it,  and  he 
trusted  that  object  would  be  plainly 
avowed  from  the  Government  Bench,  so 
that  when  the  power  was  used  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  would  not  be  able 
to  say  that  there  had  been  any  breach  of 
agreement.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  had  said  it  was  only  intended 
to  put  down  Obstruction  ;  he  trusted  that 
would  not  be  its  only  use.  The  country 
was  tired  of  the  endless  speeches  and 
continual  repetition  by  which  the  pro- 
gress of  all  the  National  Business  was 
delayed  from  year  to  year.  But  if  hon. 
Members  opposite  so  disliked  the  idea 
of  the  cldiurVf  why  did  not  they  object  to 
the  cloture  that  was  at  that  time  being 
practised  by  means  of  an  agreement  be- 
tween the  two  Front  Benches,  without 
reference  to  private  Members,  that  the 
debate  should  finish  on  Friday?  It 
was  time  that  the  Radical  Party — or, 
rather,  the  Radical  Members,  for  they 
were  not  yet  a  Party — should  organize 
themselves  into  a  Party  to  resent  such 
a  proceeding,  which  seemed  very  much 
like  dictation.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had  com- 
pared the  House  of  Commons  to  a  ma- 
chine, and  so  it  would  be  dangerous 
to  meddle  with  it.  But  if  the  machine 
did  not  answer  the  purpose  for  which  it 
was  required  that  machine  ought  to  bo 
altered  so  that  it  did.  He  had  also 
denied  that  the  House  of  Commons  was 
to  bo  judged  like  a  mine  by  its  out- 
put ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  the  output  was 
a  very  important  matter.  If  the  Govern- 
ment would  only  decide  to  bring  for- 
ward a  moderate  programme  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Session,  and  sit 
until  they  had  finished  it,  they  would 
find  the  rapidity  of  their  progress  in  the 
month  of  August  wonderful.  After  all, 
it  was  a  very  disinterested  thing  for  pri- 
vate Members  to  advocate  the  cldturcy 
because  it  might  possibly  be  put  in  force 
against  them.  If  debates  were  com- 
pressed, as  ho  hoped  they  would  be 
under  the  cloture y  private  Members  would 

Erobably  have  less  opportunities  of 
einng  heard,  as  precedence  would  still 
be  given  to  the  occupants  of  the  Front 
Benches,  and  to  other  prominent  Mem- 
bers of  the  House.  He,  however,  de- 
clined to  be  represented  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers above  the  Gangway,  and  it  would 

Mr.  Jetie  Co  hhffa 


be  a  great  misfortune  if  Badical  private 
Members  were  to  be  crowded  out  of  the 
debates.  To  avert  this  evil  hereoom- 
mended  less  speaking  from  the  Front 
Benches  on  both  sides  of  the  Home. 
The  exceptional  privileges  of  those  not 
on  the  Front  Benches  ought  to  be  done 
away  with,  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen, 
and  others  with  "  prefixes,"  ought  to 
stand  on  the  same  footing  as  the  younger 
Members  of  the  House.  The  former, 
possibly,  had  views  which  were  worn 
out,  while  the  latter  had  a  more  recent 
mandate  from  the  constituencies.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  had  said  that  if  it  once  be- 
came clear  to  the  country  that  the 
House  was  incapable  of  transacting  iti 
Business  the  consequences  would  be  of 
the  most  serious  character,  and  the 
House  would  perish  by  the  worst  of 
deaths — the  contempt  of  the  nation. 
He  thought  that  the  House  was  ap- 
proaching that  state.  All  Governments 
came  in  with  definite  objects,  and  the 
present  Government  had  exceeded  all 
others  in  the  number  and  importance  of 
the  measures  it  had  foreshadowed  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session,  though  effect 
had  been  given  to  hardly  any  of  its  pro- 
mises. Unless  the  Rule  were  passed— 
and  it  was  the  only  one  for  which  he 
much  cared — Parliament  would  be  com- 
pletely discredited.  The  arguments  thit 
had  been  used  against  the  eldlure  were 
weak  and  inconclusive.  The  Opposition 
professed  to  desire  full  discussion ;  bnt 
that  was  precisely  what  no  measurei 
ever  received,  and  the  Estimates  in  pi^ 
ticular  were  never  adequately  deb^ed. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  E.  Clarke) 
had  frankly  opposed  the  Resolution  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  enable  the 
Government  to  pass  their  measures.  Bat 
that  meant  only  that  the  minority, 
defeated  in  the  country,  should  take 
its  revenge  by  defeating  the  work  of 
the  majority  by  the  aid  of  the  Forms 
of  the  House ;  and  ho  could  place  on 
that  utterance  of  the  hon.  and  leamed 
Gentleman  no  other  construction  than 
this — that  the  will  of  the  countiy,  ai 
expressed  at  the  Elections,  shoula  not 
be  carried  into  effect.  Having  some 
insight  into  the  mind  of  the  oonstita- 
encies  on  this  subject,  he  desired  that 
the  Government  should  be  thanked  for 
the  firmness  they  had  shown.  The 
Prime  Minister's  speech  the  other  even- 
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ing  had  been  a  relief  to  the  country. 
If  he  had  given  way  by  consenting  to 
accept  a  two-thirds'  majority,  a  feeling 
of  discouragement  would  have  taken  hold 
of  the  country ;  the  Government  would 
have  been  weakened  by  adopting  a  vacil- 
lating and  a  compromising  policv ;  and 
the  country  womd  have  settlea  down 
into  the  belief  that  Parliament  was, 
after  all,  going  to  waste  its  time,  and 
there  was  to  be  little  or  no  useful  legis- 
lation. As  it  was,  the  speech  of  the 
Prime  Minister  was  read  in  the  light 
of  a  guarantee  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  the  promises  they  had 
given  would  be  redeemed  as  soon  as 
possible  by  practical  legislation. 

Mk.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  had  lis- 
tened to  the  latter  part  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Jesse  Oollings),  and  it  had  explained  to 
him,  in  some  degree,  the  difficulties  with 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  had  to  contend. 
No  doubt,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
his  Mid  Lothian  speeches,  had  enun- 
ciated a  very  extensive  programme,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich,  who  was  at 
the  head  of  a  powerful  organization, 
seemed  inclined  to  prove  himself  a  severe 
creditor.  The  hon.  Member's  speech  was 
a  Party  speech,  if  ever  he  heard  one, 
and  on  a  subject  on  which  it  was  to  be 
hoped  Party  feeling  would  not  govern 
in  the  House.  The  House  had  heard  a 
most  able  speech  from  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson). 
Did  that  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's proposal  violate  public  liberty  ? 
He  proposed  that  the  debates  of  the 
House  should  not  be  controlled  by  a 
majority  of  1,  but  only  by  a  majority 
of  two-thirds.  He(Mr.Newdegate)a8ked 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich,  if  he  was 
so  blind  a  vindicator  of  small  majorities, 
that  he  would  not  consent  to  the  assur- 
ance, which  the  Amendment  would  give 
him,  if  it  was  positively  the  ''  evident 
sense  of  the  House  "  which  demanded 
the  cldture  f  Was  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's version  of  public  opinion?  The 
history  of  the  world  taught  them  that 
ultra-democracy  ended  in  despotism; 
and  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  revolted  against 
this  legislative  machine,  the  House  of 
Commons,  being  dominated  by  a  small 
majority.  He  could  appreciate  the  diffi- 
culty in  which  the  present  Speaker  and 
his  Successors  woiud  be  placed  when 


they  had  to  declare  the  "  evident  sense 
of  &e  House  "  in  favour  of  the  el6turej 
when  that  depended  upon  a  majority  of 
1,  or  perhaps  2  or  3.  He  had  served 
with  the  present  Speaker  as  a  Party 
organizer  on  opposite  sides  of  the  House, 
and  he  was  always  proud  to  remember 
the  connection  into  which  it  brought  him 
with  the  Speaker.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
had  watched  with  him  which  way  the 
majority  would  go,  and  he  knew  the 
difnculty  of  that  speculation.  But  now 
the  Speaker  was  to  have  no  aid  in 
coming  to  a  decision  as  to  the  ''  sense 
of  the  House."  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Government 
promised  the  House  that  the  Speaker 
should  have  no  aid  in  his  judgment. 
He  promised  the  House  that  the  Speaker 
should  not  be  approached.  The  demand 
for  a  judgment  from  the  Speaker,  sit- 
ting unaided  in  the  Chair,  was  an  at- 
tempt to  declare  him  infallible  as  to  the 
general  ''  sense  of  the  House,"  when  it 
was  to  be  so  doubtful  that  it  must 
be  expressed  by  something  far  less 
than  two-thirds  on  a  vote,  and  would 
render  the  position  of  the  Speaker 
and  his  Successors  most  difficult.  He 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  shrank  from  the  un- 
fairness of  imposing  upon  the  Speaker 
a  task  which  might  expose  him  to  the 
imputation  of  attempting  to  set  aside 
the  <'  evident  sense  of  the  House,"  when 
that  sense  might  be  only  intimated  by 
a  majority  of  1.  He  would  acknowledge 
that  there  had  been  great  discontent  in 
the  country  on  account  of  the  sluggish 
action  of  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
was  one  of  the  first  who  moved  in  the 
matter,  for,  in  1876,  he  began  agitating, 
and  he  had  been  agitating  ever  since, 
to  persuade  the  House  in  some  degree 
to  correct  its  Procedure,  in  order  to 
accelerate  its  action.  He  was  not,  there- 
fore, one  of  the  sloths  who  was  liable  to 
the  reproach  of  doing  nothing  whilst  the 
House  of  Commons  was  in  danger  of  being 
paralyzed.  He  held  that  some  measure 
was  necessary  after  the  rebellion  of  the 
Irish  faction  on  the  2nd  and  3rd  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1881,  when  the  authority  of  the 
Speaker  was  defied,  and  when  the 
Speaker  had  to  step  forth  as  the  guar- 
dian of  the  honour  of  the  House  aner  a 
Sitting  of  41  hours.  That  was  an  in- 
stance of  the  grossest  Obstruction.  He 
thought  the  Government  greatly  to  blame 
that  they  did  not  sooner  pass  effectual 
measures  for  relieving  the  House  of  the 
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great  stigma  which  had  rested  upon  it, 
ever  since  the  difEculty  of  preserving  its 
own  order  and  dignity  had  been  con- 
summated upon  the  occasion  to  which  he 
referred.  After  that  began  the  difficulty 
of  dealing  with  the  cacoethes  loquendi ; 
but  that  was  a  minor  evil.  A  He- 
solution  was  brought  forward  by  the 
Prime  Minister  on  the  3rd  of  February, 
1881— 

"Resolved,  Thiit,  if  upon  Notice  given  a 
Motion  be  made  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
that  the  state  of  Public  Business  is  urgent, 
upon  which  Motion  such  Minister  shall  declare 
in  his  place  that  any  Bill,  ^lotion,  or  other 
Question  then  before  the  iiousc  is  urgent,  and 
that  it  is  of  importance  to  the  public  interest 
that  the  same  should  be  proceoaod  with  with- 
out delay,  the  Speaker  shall  forthwith  put  the 
Question,  no  Debate,  Amendment,  or  Adjourn- 
ment being  allowed ;  and  if,  on  the  voices  being 
given  he  shall  without  doubt  perceive  that  the 
Noes  have  it,  his  decision  shall  not  bo  challenged, 
but,  if  otherwise,  a  Division  may  bo  forthwith 
taken,  and  if  the  Question  bo  resolved  in  the 
affirmative  by  a  majority  of  not  less  than  three 
to  one,  in  a  House  of  not  less  than  300  Mem- 
bers, the  powers  of  the  Ilouso  for  the  Regula- 
tion of  its  Business  upon  the  several  stages  of 
Bills,  and  upon  Motions  and  all  other  matters, 
shall  be  and  remain  with  tho  Speaker,  for  the 
purpose  of  proceeding  with  such  Bill,  Motion, 
or  other  Question,  until  the  Speaker  shall  de- 
clare that  the  state  of  Public  Business  is  no 
longer  urgent,  or  until  the  House  shall  so  de- 
termine, upon  a  Motion  whi«^h,  after  Notic* 
given,  may  be  made  by  any  Member,  put  with- 
out Amendment.  Adjournment,  or  Debate,  and 
decided  by  a  majority." 

When  the  author  of  that  Resolution  was 
asked  by  tho  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  tlie  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  that  there  should  be  a 
two-thirds*  majority  for  the  termination 
of  a  debate,  ho  proclaimed  that  he  could 
not  be  a  party  to  any  fictitious  majority, 
and  would  consent  to  nothing  else  than 
closure  of  debate  by  a  majority  of  1 .  He 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  could  not  help  think- 
ing, if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  carried 
the  Resolution  in  the  form  he  had  pro- 
posed, it  would  be  acting,  not  in  the  in- 
terest or  for  tho  future  efficiency  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  There  was  an 
old  saying,  **  That  second  thoughts  are 
best."  The  second  thoughts  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  embodied  in 
the  Resolution  he  had  laid  before  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
originally  proposed  a  bare  majority ;  he 
then  proposed  a  majority  of  two- thirds, 
and  he  (Mr.  Nowdogate)  feared,  that 
under  the  pressure  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich  and  others,  he  had  departed 
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from  his  second  and  better  thoagbts. 
On  the  Srd  of  February,  1881,  Obrtni(»- 
tion  assumed  the  form  of  rebellion  in 
the  House,  and  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man had  postponed  dealing  with  it  until 
the  9th  Resolution,  which  he  (Mr.  New- 
degate)  would  not  then  touch  upon,  but 
in  the  principle  of  which  he  fully  agreed. 
Let  the  House  remember  that  it  wai  a 
minor  evil  with  which  they  were  now 
dealing.     It  was  the  evil  of  the  eacoetket 
loquendi,  which  was  very   disagreeable 
to  the  House.     In  the  earlier  Parlia- 
ments  in  which  he  had    the  honour 
of  serving,  the  public  feeling  was  the 
best  and  the  real  corrective,    and  be 
regarded  these  measures  as  a  very  in- 
efficient substitute  for  what  ought  to  be 
the  action  of  the  public  opinion  of  the 
House  within  its  own  walls.     Tho  adop- 
tion of  tho  cldture  would  check  the  re- 
vival of  that  public  opinion,  and  dis- 
grace that  great  Assembly  by  showing 
that  its  public  opinion  had  become  too 
feeble  for  its  self- control.     He  hoped 
the  House  would  forgive  him  as  an  old 
Member  for  those  few   words ;  but  be 
was  pained  by  another  expression  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
used,  in  excusing  himself  for  not  having 
proceeded  earlier  with  the  evil  of  Ob- 
struction in  the  form  of  rebellion  on  the 
part  of  36  of  its  Members  in  1881,  on 
the  ground  that   there  was  important 
Business  to  be  got  through  first.     \Vbat 
could  be  more  important  than  the  regu- 
lation of  the  action  of  this  great  legis- 
lative machine  ?    And  yet  the  Prime 
Minister    avowed    he    wanted    to  get 
amendment  of  Procedure  out   of  the 
way !     The  Prime  Minister  reminded 
him  of  some  engine-driver,  who  saw  his 
steam  escaping,  or  the  boiler  leaking, 
and  would  not  stop  the  engine,  bat 
seemed  to  think  keeping  his  time  and 
reaching  the  end  of  his  journey  was  of 
moro  importance  than  any  care  of  i 
rattle-trap  piece  of  iron.     That  was  the 
impression  the  conduct  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  upon  his  mind.    But 
was  the  order  of  Procedure  a  matter  to 
be  lightly  dealt  with  ?  Wore  the  Forms 
of  the  House  of  Commons  matters  to  be 
lightly  dealt  with  ?    Were  they  not  the 
fruits  of  centuries  of  experience  ?   They 
had  not  lately  proved  defective  from 
need  for  re-adaptation;  but  he  asked 
whether  they  had  not  hitherto  been  the 
means  of  combining  in   a  pubHo  As- 
sembly securities  for  the  most  mature 
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deliberation  combined  with  tbe  prom  ptest 
action  ?  He  had  seen,  when  there  was 
occasion  for  promptitude,  the  House  sus- 
pend its  Standing  Orders  and  pass  an 
Act  through  all  its  stages  in  three  hours, 
and  he  had  seen  the  House  of  Lords 
suspend  its  Standing  Orders  and  pass 
the  same  Act  in  two  and  a-half  hours, 
making  five  and  a-half  hours  expended 
before  a  Bill  became  law.  Did  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  need  greater 
promptitude  than  that  ?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, in  the  course  of  his  speech,  had  dis- 
agpreed  with  the  unwritten  rule,  that 
those  who  had  long  experience  in  the 
House  and  in  legislation  should  have 
precedence  in  debates.  What  sort  of 
order  would  there  be  if  the  prescription 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  were 
applied?  How  would  the  proceedings 
be  conducted,  when  the  Minister  of  the 
Crown  would  not  be  called  before  the 
last  new  Member  sworn  at  the  Table  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  seemed 
never  to  have  seriously  contemplated 
the  state  of  confusion  in  which  the  House 
would  be  placed  if  the  customs  of  the 
House  were  recklessly  changed.  The 
system  of  the  eldture  was  alien  to,  and 
in  direct  contravention  of,  the  securities 
for  the  freedom  of  debate,  or  for  delibe- 
rate action  in  legislation.  He  might  be 
told  thjEit  it  prevailed  under  the  name  of 
the  **  Previous  Question  "  in  the  Houses 
of  Assembly  of  the  United  States.  But, 
he  asked,  had  the  United  States  escaped 
from  internal  wars  ?  Had  the  practice 
of  abruptly  closing  their  debates  insured 
the  peace  of  that  countiy?  It  was 
notorious  that  this  practice  in  the  United 
States  produced  a  dreadful  war,  from 
which  they  seemed  lately  to  have  re- 
covered. The  result  of  the  use  of  this 
power  of  closing  the  debate  in  the 
United  States  had  been  to  produce 
discontent.  He  hoped  that  the  House 
would  act  upon  the  second  thoughts  of 
its  Leader,  and  not  be  betrayed  or  mis- 
led in  this  matter. 

Mb.  WILLIAMSON  observed  that, 
after  the  brilliant  political  battle  which 
they  witnessed  on  Tuesday  evening,  and 
in  which  the  Prime  Minister  achieved, 
as  usual,  he  thought,  a  signal  victory, 
very  few  fragments  of  solid  argument 
had  been  left  to  future  speakers,  and  he 
did  not  understand  why  a  division  was 
not  taken  that  night.  He  would  have 
been  content  to  maintain  entire  silence ; 
but  representing  a  Scottish  constituency, 
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and  as  only  one  Scottish  Member,  he 
thought,  on  that  side  of  the  House  had 
ventured  to  speak  or  had  been  able  to 
catch  the  Speaker's  eye,  he  desired  to 
say  that,  as  far  as  he  understood  the 
feeling  of  Scotland,  these  Bules,  and  the 
Ist  Bule  in  particular,  were  urgently 
demanded  from  one  comer  of  the  coun- 
try to  the  other.  He  desired  only  to  say 
a  few  words  in  opposition  to  the  argu- 
ments that  had  been  used  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  in  support  of  the 
Amendment.  These  arguments,  he 
thought,  had  been  presented  to  them 
chie^  on  three  somewhat  portentous 
considerations.  In  the  first  place,  the 
dread  and  horror  of  partizan 'Speakers 
had  been  held  up  to  them,  and  they  had 
been  warned  that  danger  and  evils 
would  come  upon  the  House  that  they 
were  now  altogether  ignorant  of,  and 
would  derange  all  their  Business,  and 
upset  their  legislative  action.  That  was 
the  language  of  sheer  apprehension; 
but  history  told  them  that  vague  and 
uncertain  apprehension  was  the  very 
life  and  breath  of  Toryism.  If  they 
spoke  of  extending  the  suffrage,  appre- 
hensions were  crowded  upon  them  from 
all  quarters  of  Toryism.  If  they  spoke 
of  removing  the  tax  on  bread,  the  coun- 
try, they  were  told,  was  filled  with 
alarm  ;  and  if  they  spoke  of  doing  away 
with  entail,  or  still  further  extending 
the  suffrage,  again  they  had  dread  and 
apprehension.  He  was  inclined  to  make 
very  little  of  this  dread  of  partizan 
Speakers.  The  second  portentous  con- 
sideration very  much  forced  upon  their 
attention  was  the  character  and  position 
of  the  Chairman  of  Committees ;  but 
then  when  it  was  sought  to  derogate 
from  his  position  and  Office,  singular  to 
say  the  Office  and  position  of  Speaker 
were  lauded  in  almost  fulsome  eulogy. 
Then  they  had  been  told  of  tyrannical 
majorities  and  Ministers  who  were  to  use 
for  Party  purposes  the  powers  granted 
under  this  and  other  Rules.  But  what 
the  supporters  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  had 
not  put  before  them  was  the  case  of  a 
Conservative  minority  bitterly  opposed 
to  useful  legislation — bitterly  opposed  to 
that  legislation  which  the  country  de- 
manded which,  by  much  waste  of  time 
and  words,  set  itself  against  the  deter- 
mination of  the  majority  of  the  House 
and  the  people  of  the  country.    Now, 
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yield  this  two-thirds'  majority,  and  the 
Ministry,  backed  as  it  was  by  a  large 
majority,  might  just  abdicate  their  func- 
tions. He  was  convinced  that,  in  order 
to  carry  out  useful  legislation,  it  was 
essential  that  this  Bule,  as  it  stood, 
should  be  carried  in  its  entirety. 

Me.  STUART-WORTLEY  said,  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bipon  (Mr. 
Goschen)  showed  much  natural  glee 
over  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill).  And  so  he  well  might,  for 
that  most  amusing  speech  was  about  the 
only  pleasure  by  which  the  House  had 
been  enlivened  amid  the  laborious 
efforts  of  Gentlemen  opposite  to  demon- 
strate the  undemonstrable.  But  it 
seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Stuart-Wortley) 
that  the  intrinsic  weight  and  propriety 
of  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
Amendment  might  encourage  them  upon 
this  side  to  make  light  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  glee,  and  of  the  speech  by 
which  the  noble  Lord  gave  him  cause 
for  it.  They  could  aObrd  to  dismiss  the 
inquiry  to  what  extent  the  Conservative 
Party  could  count  upon  the  habitual 
support  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock.  Such  an  inquiry  was 
not  of  much  more  concern  to  them  than 
the  question  whether  or  no  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Calne  (Lord  Ed- 
mond  Fitzmaurice)  was  entitled  to  speak 
on  behalf  of  the  whole  of  the  moderate 
Members  of  his  Party.  That  noble  Lord's 
speculation  on  the  conduct  of  The  Fort- 
nightly Review  had  no  more  relevance  to 
the  subject  of  their  present  debate  than 
had  the  strangely  fortuitous  resemblance 
between  the  language  in  which  The  Fort- 
nightly Review  urged  that  the  lead  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
should  not  be  followed,  and  that  in 
which  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  urged  that  this  Amendment 
should  not  be  accepted.  The  noble  Lord's 
attack  on  the  Amendment  was  founded 
on  two  i)rincij)al  considerations.  These 
were — the  novelty  of  the  idea  of  propor- 
tional majorities,  and  the  danger  of 
tyrannizing  over  small  minorities.  As 
to  the  first,  those  who  were  importing 
the  cloture  from  abroad  must  not  com- 
plain if  they  imported  also  from  abroad 
some  of  the  artificial  safeguards  by 
which  its  operation  was  mitigated.  But 
the  noble  Lord  objected  to  any  importa- 
tions of  the  cldture ;  and  he  was,  there- 

Mr*  WiUiamf^on 


fore,  free  to  confine  his  arguments  to 
demonstrating  the  want  of  English  pre- 
cedent for  the  adoption  of  proportionil 
majorities.  Entirely  forgetting,  or  affect* 
ing  entirely  to  forget,  the  adoption  cl 
that  principle,  with  scarcely  a  murmur, 
in  the  case  of  the  Urgency  Rules,  the 
noble  Lord   was  not  afraid  to  venture 
into  illustrations  from  English  political 
life  outside  the  doors  of  this  Honae. 
Anxious  to  show  that  the  principle  ot 
decision  by  bare  majorities  was  univereal 
in  English  politics,  the  noble  Lord  actu- 
ally had  the  face  to  tell  the  House  that 
in  all  their  largest  constituencies  Repre- 
sentatives were  sent  to  this  House  by 
the    bare  majority  of  voters;  and  he 
cited  in  support  of  that  audacious  pro- 
position the  City  of  London,  the  borougha 
of  Liverpool,  Manchester,  Glasgow,  Bi^ 
mingham,  and  Leeds  ;  all  of  them,  as 
it    happened,    constituencies   in  which 
the  Minority  Clauses  of  the  last  Reform 
Act  had  made  it  impossible  for  a  bare 
majority  of  the  electors  to  deprive  the 
minority  of  all  share  in  the  representa- 
tion. So  much,  then,  for  the  noble  Lord'i 
illustration  of  the  dearth    of  Engh'sh 
examples  of  proportional  majorities.  Bat 
it  was  in  support  of  his  other  argument 
that  the  noble  Lord   waxed  most  elo- 
quently prophetic.     He  said,  in  effect— 
*'  Require  a  two-thirds'   majority,  and 
you  will  perpetuate  the  dangerous  and 
unwholesome  spectacle  of  the  oppress- 
ing   of    small    Irish    minorities   bj  a 
combination  of  English  Parties."   Nov, 
he  (Mr.  Stuart-Wortley)  wanted  to  be 
told  what  it   was   that,   under  a  sys- 
tem of  proportional   majorities,  could 
be  done  to  a  small  Irish  minority  by  a 
combination  of  English  Parties,  which 
could  not  be  done   more  swiftly,  mors 
easily,  and  more  frequently  by  the  bare 
majority  vote  of  either  one  of  the  great 
English  Parties  ?     IIow  could  it  be  said 
that  a  Liberal  majority  was  more  free 
to  apply  the  closure  under  circumstances 
where  it  required  the  consent  of  the  Con- 
servative minority  before  it  could  do  flo? 
Wore  they  to  be  told  that  a  Liberal  ma- 
jority was  less  likely  to  trample  upon 
Irish  national  feelings,  when  it  ooulddo 
so  at  its  own  sweet  will,  and  without 
the  consent  of  a  Conservative  minority? 
Surely  that  which  could  not  be  done  with- 
out the  consent  of  others  was  more  diffi* 
cult  than  that  which  could.     And  it  was, 
surely,  no  unreasonable  thing  to  presume 
that  what  was  more  difficult  to  do  would 
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be  done  less  often.     How,  then,  could  it 
be  said  that,  under  a  system  requiring 
majorities  of  2  to  1,  the  closing  power 
would  be  applied  as  against  the  Home 
Bule  Party  more  often,  and  not  less  often, 
than  where  a  bare  majority  could  do  it  ? 
This  was  a  question  which  not  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill),  nor  the 
noble  Lord  th^  Member  for  Calne  (Lord 
Edmond  Eitzmaurice),  nor  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bipon,  nor  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter himself,  had  condescended  to  giveany- 
thing  distantly  resembling  an  answer. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock feared  from  this  Amendment  the 
repeal  of  the  Union.  He  foresaw  ''bloody 
explosions,'*  and  other  horrors,  which 
terrified  his  democratic  imagination  and 
gave  exercise  to  his  transcendent  powers 
of  metaphor.    If  he  really  feared  these, 
let  him  join  them  in  voting  for  the 
Amendment,  as  a  security  inferior  only 
to  voting  against  the  Besolution  as  a 
whole.  £1  one  respect,  certainly,  he  (Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley)  was  disposed  to  a^ee 
with  the  noble  Lord.    He  warned  them 
that  they  had  little  hope  of  being  sup- 
ported hereafter  by  the  Liberal  Party  if 
their  votes  should  ever  become  neces- 
sary for  the  purpose  of  giving  a  two- 
thirds'  majority  to  a  Conservative  Go- 
vernment.   They  had  many  warnings 
as  to  this,  besides  the  noble  Lord's  own. 
And  he  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  submitted 
that  their  support  of  this  Amendment 
should  on  that  account  be  regarded  as 
the  more  disinterested.      What  other 
warnings  had  they  ?    The  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  been  careful  not  to  admit  that 
"persistent    reiteration^  of  argument" 
was  Obstruction.     He  would  not  say 
more  than  that  it  was  *'  not  necessarily 
Obstruction."    The  Prime  Minister  had 
carried  to  a   fine  art  the  practice  of 
wrapping  up  in  the  most  apparently 
unqualified    declarations    the  ^eatest 
amount  of  qualifying  matter.    He  (Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley)  believed  that  in  every 
sentiment  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  uttered  about  Obstruction  they  would 
find  some  adverb  or  some  dependent 
clause  which  reserved  the  way  to  excep- 
tions which  were  hereafter  to  eat  up  the 
Bule.     Need  they  ask  whose  woula  be 
the  exceptional  Obstruction  for  which  a 
justification  was  thus  provided  before- 
hand?    But  that  was  not  all.      The 
Prime  Minister  had  further  laid  it  down 
as  a  probability,  and  had  thereby  hinted 
that  it  might  be  a  legitimate  Parlia- 


mentary practice,  that  Leaders  of  Parties 
should  abstain  from  giving  any  vote 
that  might  tend  to  condemn  or  restrain 
the  obstructive  tactics  of  their  indepen- 
dent followers.      Of   course,  that  nint 
would  be  taken  by  the  Liberal  Leaders 
of   the    future.     Again,   let   not  hon. 
Members  forget  the  Prime  Minister's 
magazine    article    about    Obstruction. 
Nor  let  them. forget  the  mysterious  and  ' 
somewhat  obscure  language  in  which, 
on  February  20  last,  he  described  the 
kind  of  Obstruction  which  was  legitimate. 
Bearing  all  these  in  mind,  he  (Mr.  Stuart- 
Wortley)  was  much  inclined  to  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord  as  to  what  would 
probably  happen.    If  ever  a  Conserva- 
tive Government  should  come  to  require 
the  help  of  the  Liberal  Party  to  give 
them  a  two- thirds'  majority,  he  believed 
with  him  that  that  help  would  be  refused 
excepting  only  in  the  few  cases  In  which 
its  refusal  would  be  so  discreditable  as 
to  be  politically  unprofitable  and  unsafe. 
The    Government    claimed    for    their 
Besolution  as  it  stood — firstly,  that  it 
insured  that  debates  should  be  closed 
only  by  the  act  of  the  House  itself,  and 
not  by  the  act  of  a  Government ;  and, 
secondly,  that  it  cut  away  all  semblance 
of  a  connection  between  the  Speaker 
and  any  political  Party.    In  his  humble 
opinion,  it  was  by  the  Amendment,  and 
by  the  Amendment  only,  that  these  good 
results  could  be  secured.    The  vote  of 
a  bare  majority  expressed  only  the  will 
of  a  Party.    To  require  a  two-thirds' 
majority  was  by  no  means  requiring 
too  much  if  they  wished  the  vote  to  re- 
fiect  something  more  than  the  will  of 
a  Party.    Let  them  not  forget  that  they 
once  saw  this  year  a  majority  of  two  to 
one  in  a  purely  Party  division.    Clearly, 
then,  two- thirds  was  not  too  much.    By 
associating  the  Speaker  with  the  action 
of  a  bare  majority  they  would  be  in- 
evitably, and,  as  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment truly  said,   most    unfortunately, 
associating  the  Speaker  in  the  public 
mind  with  the  Party  that  composed  that 
majority  and  the  Government  that  led 
that  Party.     He  had  ventured  before  to 
express  his  belief  that  the  conspicuous 
stability  of  their  legislative  residts  was 
due  and  was  mainly  due  to  the  fact  that 
under  their  present  Bules  the  minority 
had  not  only  been  heard  but  had  been 
able  to  give  effect  to  some  of  its  wishes. 
It  was  on  those  terms  that  the  minority 
was  willing  to  accept  reforms  and  to 
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abstain  from  intriguing  to  revoke  tbem. 
Such  was  his  view  of  the  advantages  of 
giving  the  fullest  recognition  to  the 
rights  of  minorities.  Ho  valued  those 
advantages  not  less  than  he  deprecated 
the  error  of  giving  to  the  acts  of  the 
Legislature  and  of  the  Speaker  the  ap- 
pearance of  the  acts  of  a  political  Party. 
And  he  found  in  both  those  considera- 
tions what  appeared  to  his  humble 
judgment  to  be  convincing  reasons  for 
supporting  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  bethought 
the  little  quarrel  between  the  noble  Jjord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  and  the  Members  of 
the  Conservative  Party  was  one  that 
might  be  left  to  be  settled  among  them- 
selves. The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had 
brought  home  to  his  mind  this  fact — 
that  the  inevitable  had  already  attacked 
the  Fourth  Party,  and  it  was  now  in  the 
position  of  having  Leaders  that  did  not 
lead  and  Followers  that  did  not  follow. 
He  would  like  to  look  at  the  question  as 
to  how  it  would  affect  the  House  irre- 
spective of  the  fortunes  of  any  political 
Party,  for  he  took  it  they  were  bound  in 
a  question  of  this  kind,  which  affected 
the  character  and  honour  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  to  consider  it  irrespective 
of  Party  gains  and  losses.  The  Resolu- 
tion of  the  Government  conceded  the 
principle  of  proportional  majority  in  a 
House  of  certain  limits;  in  fact,  in  a 
House  composed  of  one-half  of  its  nor- 
mal numbor — that  was,  in  a  House  of 
300  Members — the  Resolution  conceded 
the  principle  that  the  majority  should  be 
one  of  two-thirds,  for  in  a  House  of  300 
it  would  require  a  vote  of  200  to  out- vote 
a  vote  of  100.  The  Amendment  raised 
this  question,  Why  should  you  not  ox- 
tend  this  principle  to  a  House  of  400, 
600,  or  600  ?  And  that  was  the  case 
which  they  who  were  arguing  on  that 
feido  of  the  House  in  support  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  got  to  meet.  His  answer 
was  this — that  in  a  House  consisting  of 
one-half  of  its  normal  number,  in  a  House 
of  300,  a  majority  of  two-thirds  was  still 
within  the  four  comers  of  a  majority  of 
the  House,  and  the  principle  of  the  ma- 
jority deciding  all  questions  would  not 

e  violated.  Let  them  take  a  House  con- 
sisting of  638  Members.  One-third  of 
that  number  would  be  220.  Now,  the 
proposition  of  the  Amendment  was  this 
— that  a  minority  of  220  Members  should 
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practically  control  the  whole  BaaineBs  of 
the  House  of  Commons.     ["  No,  no!"] 
Well,  if  a  majority  of  two-thirds  vti 
necessary  in  a  full  House,  they  would 
practically  be  giving  a  veto  to  the  one- 
third  ;  and,  as  the  Prime  Minister  said 
the  other  day,  that  would  be  destroy- 
ing  the  cJdture  altogether.     If  the  Bew- 
lution  were  needed  simply  for  the  pur- 
pose of  putting  down  Obstruction,  he 
was  quite  willing  to  concede  that  there 
was  no  harm  in  keeping  the  power  in  the 
hands  of  a  large  minority.     If  it  vu 
simply  to  deal  with  the  rebellous  action 
of  a  small  minority,  he  would  have  no 
argument  to  use  against  the  principle 
of  a  two- thirds'  majority  ;  but  ne  made 
no  secret  of  it  that  it  was  not  for  that 
reason  that  he  voted  for  the  Resolution. 
He  believed,  that  so  far  as  putting  down 
Obstruction  was  concerned,  a  great  many 
of  the  other  Rules  would  do  it,  and  do 
it  far  better.     But  had  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  forgotten  the  argument  used 
many  months  ago  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  ?    He  said 
that  the  House  had  only  a  limited  quan- 
tity of  time  at  disposal  and  an  unlimited 
quantity  of  Business  to  do.     Who  wu 
to  settle  how  the  House  was,  to  appro- 
priate its  own  time  ?    Was  the  House  to 
settle  it,  or  were  individual  Members? 
His  (Mr.   H.  H.  Fowler's)  reason  for 
supporting  this  Rule  was  in  order  to  en- 
able the  House  to  regulate  the  appro- 
priation of  its  own  time  to  its  Business. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  always  spoke 
in  favour  of  free  speech ;  but  had  thef 
defined  it  ?    Did  it  mean  the  unlimited 
right  of  every  Member  to  speak  upon 
every  subject  at  any  length  ?    That  wii 
the  logical  definition  of  free  speech.    If 
once  they  admitted  that  the  House  wti 
to  control  that  absolute  right  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  cldture  was  conceded.    Hii 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler),  the  other 
night,  contemplated  the  possibilifyof  the 
Government  bringing  in  a  Bill  noxt  Sei- 
sion  to  reform  the  Corporation.    He  de- 
scribed the  speeches  that  would  be  made, 
and  said  that  the  debate  would  prohaUj 
be  brought  to  a  conclusion  before  ereij 
one  of  the  Metropolitan  Members  hid 
had  the  opportunity  of  stating  his  opi- 
nion. That  was  exactly  where  he  joined 
issue  with  him.     Every  one  of  them  hid 
not  the  right  to  be  heard  in  such  a  csie- 
The  Corporation  had,  of  course,  the  right 
to  have  its  case  stated,  but  not  stated 
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20  times  over.    They  had  been  told  that 
if  they  accepted  the  two-thirds'  majority 
they  might  rely  on  the  support  of  the 
minority  in  exceptional  cases   and  in 
times  of  emergency.  He  was  not  so  sure 
about  that.  They  had  heard  a  great  deal 
about  a  ^^rannical  Ministxy  and  an  im- 
sorupulous  majority ;  but  he  was  not  sure 
that  they  shotdd  never  have  a  tyrannical 
Oppositionandan unscrupulous  minority. 
He  did  not  suppose  that  so  long  as  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  was  occupied 
by  the  now  Leaders  they  would  depart 
from  the  Forms  and  Practices  of  the 
House,  or  that  they  would  be  in  their 
opposition  other  than  exceedingly  fair 
ana  moderate  to  their  opponents  in  the 
mode  of  canying  on  Public  Business. 
But  suppose  in   these  days  of  revolts 
and  rebellions  that  there  should  be  a 
rebellion  on  the  other  side,  and  that 
some  political  Arabi  should  raise  the 
standard  of  Tory  Democracy  and  rally 
round  him,  say,  a  couple  of  hundred 
votes,  what  use  would  ne  make  of  his 
power  ?    The  noble  Lord  opposite  told 
them  in  plain  language  that  he  would 
give  resistance  to  these  Besolutions  by 
all  the  Forms  of  the  House.    That  was 
the  euphemistic  way  of  threatening  wil- 
ful, persistent  Obstruction.  He  re-echoed 
the  words  yesterday  afternoon.    If  he 
had  control  of  the  Opposition,  would  he 
consider  it  his  duty  to  fight  his  oppo- 
nents in  the  way  the  Leaders  of  the 
Opposition  did  ?    Now,  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  there  had  been  a  challenge 
thrown  out  to  give  an  instance  of  oppo- 
sition   carried   to  Obstruction  by  the 
Party  opposite  against  a  measure  intro- 
duced firom  the  Liberal  side.     He  would 
take  up  that  challenge  and  instance  a 
form  of  Obstruction  perhaps  as  deadly 
and  as  unfair  as  the  Forms  of  the  House 
admitted  of,  and  he  would  take  the  in- 
stance fiom  the  present  Parliament.    In 
1880  there  was  a  question  brought  for- 
-ward  in  which  a  large  number  of  Mem- 
bers took  the  deepest  interest,  and  in 
which  a  large  section  of  the  people  of 
this  country  took  the  deepest  interest, 
and  upon  which  a  majority  of  the  House 
had  pledged  themselves  in  black  and 
white  to  vote  in    a  certain  direction. 
What    happened  when    this    question 
came  on  ?    The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Sussex   (Mr.  Ghregory)    brought  on  a 
very  simple  Motion  to  evoke  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  from  the  House  as  to 
improving  the  mode  of  the  transfer  of 
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land,  and  a  debate  ensued ;  everything 
that  could  be  said  was  said.  One  of 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Grown  stated 
the  course  which  the  Government  pro- 
posed, and  when  he  sat  down  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  said  he  was  per- 
fectly satisfied,  and  he  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  his  Motion.  And  then  what 
happened  ?  On  the  question  that  leave 
be  given  to  withdraw  the  Motion  a  de- 
bate was  kept  up  hour  after  hour  by 
men  whom  he  would  venture  to  say,  with 
all  respect  to  their  great  acquirements 
and  great  experience,  w^re  not  authori- 
ties on  the  question  of  the  settlement 
of  real  property  and  the  transfer  of  land, 
but  they  were  avowed  opponents  to  the 
next  Motion,  which  related  to  marriages 
with  a  deceased  wife's  sister,  and  they 
watched  the  dock — as  the  Covenanters 
in  Old  Mortality  watched  the  clock 
reach  the  time  when  they  could  per- 
petrate the  crime  they  contemplated — 
so  hour  after  hour  did  the  Opposition 
watch  the  clock  with  the  object  of  pre- 
venting the  measure  they  disliked  from 
coming  on.  That  was  wilful,  persistent 
Obstruction.  This  Session  the  same 
comedy  had  been  repeated.  Again  an 
evening  was  arranged  for  the  question 
to  be  brought  forward ;  there  had  been  a 
strong  expression  of  public  opinion,  and 
there  was  a  crowdea  House,  and  then 
the  question  of  ''  Lunatics  "  was  raised. 
That  ran  the  ordinary  course  of  debate  ; 
then  the  Government  stated  their  views, 
and  then  again  the  debate  was  kept  up 
for  no  purpose  but  that  of  consuming 
time  and  preventing  the  next  debate 
coming  on.  Talk  of  free  speech !  Was 
that  not  gagging  the  House  of  Commons 
by  an  unscrupulous  and;  tyrannical  mi- 
nority  ?  Now,  it  was  this  sort  of  thing  he 
wanted  to  put  an  end  to,  and  by  what  he 
called  the  fair  rights  of  the  majority. 
Why  should  not  the  majority,  be  it  Libe- 
ral or  Conservative,  carry  out  the  policy 
it  was  sent  to  the  House  to  support? 
As  he  took  it,  the  great  majority  in  this 
Parliament  were  sent  with  two  purposes 
— to  remove  the  late  Government  from 
Office  and  to  carry  out  a  larc^e  amount 
of  Liberal  legislation.  Well,  the  late 
Government  recognized  the  evident  sense 
of  the  House  and  the  evident  sense  of 
the  country,  and  without  waiting  for 
any  formal  vote  left  Office.  And  it  was 
to  be  remarked  they  would  not  have 
been  opposed  .by  a  two-thirds'  majority. 
If  the  present  Prime  Minister,  then  lead* 
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ing  the  Opposition,  had  at  the  Table 
moyed  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence,  he 
could  not  have  carried  his  Motion  by  a 
two-thirds*  majority,  although  the  country 
had  expressed  its  feeling  more  distinctly 
than  on  any  other  occasion.  Why,  then, 
being  returned  to  power,  should  the 
Liberal  Party  not  carry  the  measures 
which  it  was  elected  to  pass?  Why 
should  not  the  majority  put  the  eldture 
in  force  to  stop  frivolous  discussions  of 
frivolous  measures,  and  on  which  discus- 
sion was  kept  up  to  prevent  real  mea- 
sures which  the  country  desired,  and 
which  a  majority  of  the  House  was  pre- 
pared to  carry  ?  He  might  point  out  that 
the  Constitutional  Opposition  had  an 
ample  safeguard  against  any  unfair  pro- 
ceeding, and  it  had  not  been  mentioned 
hitherto.  It  was  a  well-understood  custom 
of  the  House,  and  he  supposed  the  Prime 
Minister,  with  his  50  years'  experience, 
would  confirm  this ;  it  was  the  custom 
that  in  any  great  debate,  or  a  full-dress 
debate  as  it  might  be  called,  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  was  either  the  last  to 
speak  or  the  last  but  one.  Now,  put 
this  case.  The  Govemmenti  say,  wish 
to  close  a  debate  on  a  Tuesday,  and  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  thought  it 
ought  to  go  over  until  Friday,  and  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  refused  to 
speak.  The  Government  and  their  ma- 
jority might  stop  debate  when  the  re- 
cognized Bepresentative  of  the  Consti- 
tutional Party  had  not  spoken ;  and  if 
they  were  so  inconceivably  foolish  as  to 
do  such  a  thing,  there  was  ''another 
place,"  quite  undisturbed  by  the  Bir- 
mingham Caucus  or  even  Mid  Lothian 
speeches,  where  they  would  give  short 
shrift  to  a  measure  received  under 
such  circumstances.  Would  they  lose 
the  opportunity  of  posing  as  the  de- 
fenders of  free  speech  ?  Would  not  the 
sentiment  "Thank  God  we  have  a  House 
of  Lords  "  be  loudly  expressed  at  ban- 
quets throughout  the  country  because 
the  House  of  Lords  had  thrown  out  a 
measure  which  the  Commons  had  passed 
in  the  teeth  of  a  Constitutional  minority 
prevented  from  speaking  by  means  of 
the  cloture  f  The  idea  of  gagging  legiti- 
mate opposition  was  one  of  the  wildest 
of  chimeras.  [An  hon.  Member  :  How 
is  it  in  Franco  ?]  They  were  in  Eng- 
land; not  in  France.  They  had  what 
France  had  not ;  they  had  a  Constitu- 
tional freedom  growing  with  their  growth 
and  strengthening  with  their  strength, 
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and  between  thia  oountry  and  Pnace 
there  was  a  chasm  which  nothing  oould 
bridge  over.  As  to  the  particular  point 
under  discussion,  let  it  oe  remembered 
that  there  had  not,  since  the  first  Befom 
Bill,  ever  been  a  Government  that  held  a 
majority  of  two- thirds.  And  every  great 
measure  had  been  opposed  at  first  bj 
two-thirds,  and  had  never  been  carried 
by  a  majority  of  two-thirds.  He  de- 
clined to  argue  on  the  hypothesis  tliat 
the  Speakers  of  the  future  would  be 
either  rogues  or  fools.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve in  the  coming  degradation  of  the 
House  of  Commons  ;  out  he  thougbt 
the  House  would  get  better  as  it  got 
older,  or,  at  all  events,  it  was  sot 
a  great  amount  of  optimism  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  that  it  would  continae 
to  be  as  good  as  it  was.  But  if  the 
House  became  the  degraded  Jacobia 
Club  that  was  anticipated,  did  hon. 
Members  opposite  think  that  they  could 
resist  the  wave  of  Democracy  by  meani 
of  this  two-thirds'  majority  Bule  ?  Why, 
in  such  a  case,  such  a  Bule  would 
be  swept  away  in  a  single  night.  For 
his  part,  he  did  not  believe  that  this  tide 
of  Democracy  was  about  to  flow  over  ui^ 
but  that,  on  the  contrary,  the  House  of 
Commons  would  remain  what  it  had  em 
been — the  guardian  of  the  liberties  of 
the  people  of  this  country.  He  beliered 
that  when  this  debate  was  terminated 
it  would  be  admitted  that  the  Liberal 
Party  were  as  loyal  to  the  traditiona  of 
that  House  as  Uie  Conservatives  wera^ 
and  that  their  only  desire  was  to  tea 
the  House  resume  its  old  place  and  exe^ 
cise  its  old  power. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  he  had 
been  a  little  disappointed  with  thi 
speech  to  which  they  had  just  listened, 
as  he  had  hoped  to  have  heard  from  the 
hon.  Member  who  sat  below  the  Qan^ 
way  opposite  an  explicit  statement  of  hu 
views  upon  the  utterances  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Laboa- 
chere).  The  language  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  oould  not  fail  to 
give  rise  to  grave  reflections  to  eveiy 
Member  of  that  House,  and  the  Minii- 
ters  who  heard  it  were  evidently  mndi 
disconcerted  by  the  frank  admissions  of 
their  very  frank  and  candid  Friend. 
According  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North* 
ampton,  the  Kadical  Millennium,  nndc 
the  influence  of  the  eldture,  was  n.'pSij 
approaching,  and  he  disclosed  a  great 
variety  of  opinions,  which,  under  dlff6^ 
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ent  circamstanoesyhe  would  have  thought 
it  rather  more  prudeiit  and  discreet  to 
withhold.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
initiated  the  House  into  the  mysteries  of 
the  Democratic  creed,  and  a  very  pretty 
creed  it  was.  Under  the  eldiure  they 
were  to  have  triennial  elections,  at  which 
all  important  questions  were  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  electors,  who  were  forth- 
with to  give  an  imperative  mandate  to 
the  Ministry  of  the  day,  who  were  to 
carry  them  into  effect  without  the  super- 
fluous necessity  of  any  discussion  what- 
ever in  that  House.  Discussion  was  thus, 
they  were  told,  to  become  useless,  and 
freedom  of  speech  as  extinct  as  the  Dodo. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  he  would 
allow  half-an-hour  to  the  Opposition  for 
the  discussion  of  measures  which  had 
never  before  been  considered,  and  that 
was  part  of  a  programme  which  they  had 
been  seriously  told  required  the  earliest 
attention  of  Parliament.  He  always  ad- 
mired the  candour  of  the  hon.  Member, 
who  never  beat  about  the  bush;  but 
what  he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  wanted  to  know 
was,  how  far  the  views  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  were  shared  by 
those  who  sat  behind  and  around,  him 
below  the  Gangway  ?  The  question  was 
one  of  vast  importance  to  the  House,  for 
experience  taught  them  that  the  doctrines 
of  the  Badicals  of  to  -  day  inevitably 
became  the  policy  of  the  Liberal  Leaders 
to-morrow.  So  far  as  the  present  Ad- 
ministration was  concerned,  they  were 
all  aware  that  it  was  not  the  dog  which 
wagged  the  tail,  but  the  tail  which 
wagged  the  dog.  If  there  were  any  hon. 
Members  in  that  part  of  the  House  who 
disagreed  with  the  startling  doctrines 
which  had  been  that  night  propounded 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton, 
it  was  their  bounden  duty  to  rise  and 
disavow  them.  The  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down  said  that  in  pre- 
arranging the  close  of  a  debate,  as  had 
been  done  that  night,  the  two  great 
Parties  in  the  House  had  conceded  the 
principle  of  the  cldture.  So  they  had. 
That  principle  had  been  conceded  for 
many  years ;  but  it  was  the  principle  of 
individual  eldture  which  haa  been  con- 
ceded, and  not  the  principle  of  arbitrary 
and  general  eldture  such  as  the  Prime 
Minister  was  endeavouring  to  force  upon 
the  House.  In  the  debate  which  had 
taken  place  he  had  been  struck  by  one 
thing  more  than  anything  else,  and  that 
was  the  total  absence  of  any  valid  argu- 


ment against  the  Amendment  of  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  There  had 
been  plenty  in  its  favour,  even  from  its 
opponents,  and,  indeed,  from  the  Prime 
Minister  himself.  On  the  first  occasion, 
he  said  that  he  granted  that  if  it  were 
solely  a  question  of  a  very  small  mino- 
rity, a  majority  of  three-fourths  was 
more  effective  than  a  bare  majority  of  1. 
That  was  exactly  the  case  of  me  Opposi- 
tion. It  was  clear  that  there  was  only 
a  limited  section  of  the  House  in  conflict 
with  the  majority ;  and,  that  being  so,  he 
could  not  conceive  why  the  Government 
should  resist  the  principle  of  the  propor- 
tionate majority,  which,  on  the  showing 
of  the  Prime  Minister  himself,  was  infi- 
nitely more  effective  than  a  majority  of 
1.  But,  said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
what  security  was  there  against  a  debate 
being  unduly  prolonged?  He  would 
say  the  same  security  as  at  present — 
that  unwritten  Bule  to  which  the  Prime 
Minister  had  so  oft^i  alluded,  and  to 
which  the  majority  of  Members  still 
paid  deference.  The  infinitesimal  mino- 
rity could  be  dealt  with  by  other  means. 
Then  came  what,  after  all,  was  the  Prime 
Minister's  main  objection  to  the  Amend- 
ment— namely,  that  it  handed  over  the 
rights  of  the  majority  to  the  minority. 
Eights  of  the  majority !  What  did  this 
mean?  There  was  no  distinction  be- 
tween the  rights  of  the  majority  and  the 
rights  of  the  minority  in  that  House. 
The  rights  and  privileges  of  the  House 
were  common  to  all  Parties — to  minori- 
ties as  well  as  majorities — to  the  hum- 
blest as  well  as  to  the  most  distinguished 
Member ;  and  he  protested  against  any 
attempt  to  bring  into  contumely  and 
disrepute  some  of  the  noblest  and  best 
traditions  of  Parliamentary  life.  But 
how  did  the  Prime  Minister  illustrate 
his  position  ?  By  the  most  extraordinary 
argument  he  (Mr.  Ohaplin)  had  ever 
heard.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
— "Sometimes,  unfortunately,  there  is 
more  than  one  minority  in  this  House, 
and,  under  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  it  would  be 
possible  for  the  larger  minority  in  the 
matter  of  eldture  to  overrule  the  majo- 
rity and  the  small  minority  combined." 
In  other  words,  the  Government,  uniting 
some  day  with  the  Home  Bule  Party,  in 
virtue,  perhaps,  of  another  Kilmainham 
Treaty,  would  be  unable  to  silence  the 
Tory  minority,  and  a  very  monstrous 
and  intolerable    state    of   things   that 
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would  be,  said  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. It  was  precisely  oecause  the  Tory 
Party  saw  the  possibility  of  such  a 
danger  that  they  united  to  support  the 
Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  [CriMo/"  No,  no!  "]  United- 
he  forgot.  He  had  forgotten  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill),  and 
the  speech  which  he  had  delivered,  and 
he  was  glad  he  had  been  reminded  of  it, 
for  he  had  heard  the  speech  with  great 
interest  and  g^eat  amusement ;  and 
though  he  did  not  share  the  estimate 
formed  of  it  by  an  hon.  Friend  near 
him,  he  must  say  that  it  was  full  of 
mischief,  and  ability,  and  fun,  and 
humour.  But  the  whole  gist  of  the 
speech  might  be  described  and  the  argu- 
ment disposed  of  in  a  sentence.  What 
the  noble  Jjord  said  was  that  the  two- 
thirds'  majority  would  afford  no  perma- 
nent protection  to  the  minority,  because 
if  two  or  three  times  the  cidture  were 
rejected  under  it  the  two-thirds'  ma- 
jority would  disappear  altogether ;  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  would  cripple  a 
Tory  Government  anxious  to  pass  legis- 
lation. The  noble  Lord  failed  appa- 
rently to  see  that  if  the  two-thirds  were 
so  swept  away  they  would  only  be  forced 
back  on  the  bare  majority.  He  was 
afraid  that  it  was  useless  to  try  to  argue 
with  his  noble  Friend,  or  to  endeavour 
to  get  him  to  support  the  Amendment ; 
but  it  might  be  some  consolation  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote)  to  know  that  he  might  look  for  the 
support  —  the  erratic  support  —  of  his 
noble  Friend  on  the  ultimate  decision  of 
this  question.  The  Opposition  might 
be  defeated  to-night — he  believed  they 
would.  But  why  ?  Because  dark  rumours 
were  already  in  circulation  in  the  Lobby 
— that  the  Kilmainham  Treaty  was  to 
be  literally  fulfilled,  and  that  they  would 
see  to-night,  in  the  division  about  to  be 
taken,  a  new  and  ill-omened  combina- 
tion between  the  Government,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  the  Irish  National  Party 
on  the  other,  for  the  suppression  of  the 
Constitutional  minority  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  But  he  might  remind  the 
Gt)vemment  that  the  question  was  not 
settled  vet ;  and  they  might  rest  assured 
that,  with  the  assistance,  as  they  hoped, 
of  lovers  of  freedom  and  liberty  in  every 
quarter  of  the  House,  and  of  every  man 
who  was  determined  to  maintain  the 
best  and  noblest  traditions  of  the  British 
House  of  Commons,  the  Tory  Opposition 

Mr.  Chaplin 


would  enter  with  vigour  and  eneigr  on 
the  struggle  against  eJdtwre  with  a  ban 
Party  majority  of  1. 

Mr.  WALTER  said,  that  he  had  Oe 
disagpreeable  duty  to  perform  of  stating 
his  objections  to  a  course  which  had  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  the  g^at  body  of 
those  Gentlemen  who  sat  around  him. 
It  was  no  slight  agg^vation  of  that 
difficulty  to  follow  so  closely  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler),  who  spoke  so  ably  a  short  tima 
ago.  But,  as  one  of  the  older  Members 
of  that  House,  he  might  be  pardoned 
for  entertaining  a  very  strong  wish  at 
this  period,  when  the  old  era  of  Pro- 
cedure was  about  to  close,  and  a  new  era 
to  come  in,  to  state  as  succinctly  and  as 
strongly  as  he  could  the  reasons  which 
actuated  him  in  the  course  he  was  about 
to  take.  He  would  endeavour  to  make 
his  meaning  as  clear  as  possible  by 
stating,  in  a  few  words,  what  he  con- 
ceived to  be  the  nature  of  the  problem 
which  they  were  called  upon  to  solve. 
That  problem,  as  he  understood  it,  iras 
this.  Admitting  for  the  sake  of  argu- 
ment— and  he.  for  one,  admitted  it,  not 
only  for  the  sake  of  argument,  but  in  all 
sincerity  and  earnestness — the  necessity 
of  eldtur0f  the  problem  was  how  to  reconcile 
its  enforcement  with  that  oonsideratiott 
for  the  rights  of  minorities  which,  either 
directly  or  indirectly,  was,  he  was  sure, 
entertained  by  every  Member  of  that 
House.  Two  modes  had  been  proposed 
in  connection  with  that  Hesolution  for 
protecting  those  rights.  The  one  was 
that  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  the  other  was  that  proposed 
by  the  rieht  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  DaUin 
(Mr.  Gibson) ;  and  the  question  for  the 
House  to  determine  was  which  of  theee 
two  methods  was  the  more  reasonaUt 
and  just.  The  method  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  recog^nized  the 
rights  of  minorities,  and  protected  them 
by  requiring  a  proportional  majority 
when  enforcing  the  eldture.  The  pro- 
posed of  the  Government  began  by  dis- 
avowing the  rights  of  minorities.  ["  No, 
no !  "]  He  would  prove  that  in  a  ftv 
moments.  Departing  from  that  harsh 
and  unreasonsLole  conclusion  presented 
in  its  naked  form,  it  adopted  an  artificial 
quorum,  for  which  no  special  or  vafid 
reason  had  been  or  coula  be  given  for 
preventing  that  majority  from  obtaining 
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anyone  maintain  for  a  moment — though, 
indeed,  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Labouohere)  maintained  it  dis- 
tinct! j  that  evening — but  would  anyone 
else  maintain  that  300  Members  of  that 
House  had  a  right  to  say  to  299 — **  We 
are  a  majority ;  you  hold  your  tongues 
and  go  about  your  business ;  we  will 
shut  your  mouths ;  what  rights  have  you 
against  us  ?  "  Such  a  doctrine  would  be 
scouted  and  repudiated  by  the  strongest 
advocate  of  this  measure.  But  now, 
how  did  the  supporters  of  the  Prime 
Minister  propose  to  meet  this  difficulty  ? 
They  repudiated  the  doctrine  of  the  two- 
thirds'  majority,  and  then  the  Prime 
Minister  proceeded  incontinently  to  con- 
struct, by  the  most  arbitrary  process 
possible,  an  artificial  quorum  which  dif- 
fered from  the  normal  quorum  of  40 — a 
quorum  of  200.  But,  as  had  been 
pointed  out  over  and  over  again,  the 
creation  of  that  quorum  had  this  defect 
— that  in  a  House  of  300  Members  a 
division  could  be  carried  against  the 
minority  only  by  a  majority  of  2  to 
1,  while  in  a  House  of  400  Members 
a  majority  of  1  was  sufficient.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  thought  he 
had  a  sufficient  answer  to  that,  when  he 
said  that  it  was  perfectly  true  that  in  a 
House  of  300  Members  a  proportionate 
majority  of  2  to  1  might  be  ob« 
tained;  but  that  was  only  half  the 
House.  But  the  House  of  Commons 
was  as  much  a  House,  and  was  as  com- 
petent to  transact  any  Business  what- 
ever, if  only  300  Members  chose  to  come 
together,  as  600.  And  then  'they  were 
told  a  great  deal  about  the  necessity  of 
protecting  small  minorities,  but  that 
great  minorities  could  always  take  care 
of  themselves.  Now,  he  would  put  this 
point,  which  had  not  been  mentioned 
before.  He  remembered  reading  a  very 
remarkable  sermon  by  one  of  the  pro- 
foundest  minds  that  ever  flourished  in 
the  Church  of  England,  the  late  Eegius 
Professor  of  Divinity — the  Prime  Minis- 
ter would  probably  remember  it — on 
**  Our  Duty  to  Equals,"  in  which  it  was 
clearly  laid  down  that  our  duty  to  equals 
was  a  much  more  difficult  matter  than 
our  duty  to  inferiors.  The  duty  of  a 
majority  to  a  small  minority  was  some- 
what of  a  condescending  character,  and 
appealed  to  their  consideration.  But 
the  fact  was  that  a  large  minority  really 
required  consideration  a  s^eat  deal  more. 
It  should  be  rememberea  that  the  mea- 


its  legitimate  ends.  What  was  the  speech 
of  the  Prime  Minister  in  Februarylast  ? 
— because  upon  that  speech  his  (Mr. 
Walter's)  objections  to  the  plan  em- 
bodied in  the  Oovemment  Hesolution 
were  mainly  founded.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister, in  the  course  of  that  speech,  laid 
down  this  doctrine  as  an  article  of  faith 
to  be  received  by  every  Member  of  that 
House  at  the  peril  of  his  political  salva- 
tion, that  there  was  but  one  sound  prin- 
ciple— that  the  majority  of  the  House 
•obuld  prevail.  And  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proceeded  to  say — 

"Qod  forbid  that  we  should  see  so  vast  an 
innovation  introduced  into  the  practice  of  this 
HooBe,  applicable  to  our  ordinary  procedure, 
u  woold  DO  a  Hule  of  the  House  under  which 
fhe  Toice  of  the  majority  was  not  to  prevail 
over  that  of  the  minority."— [3  Hantard,  cclxvi. 
1146.] 

That  was  the  doctrine  which  found  ac- 
ceptance with  a  great  number  of  the 
Members  of  the  House,  probably  the 
majority.  But  how  did  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister illustrate  that  doctrine?  He 
brought  forward  a  number  of  test  cases 
fto  prove  its  value  and  importance.  He  in- 
formed the  House  truly  that  the  Heform 
BUI  was  carried  by  a  majority  of  1 ;  that 
the  Education  Bill  under  the  Privy  Coun- 
bQ  was  carried  by  a  similar  majority ; 
that  the  Melbourne  Ministry  was  turned 
Jut  by  a  majority  of  1,  and  that  a  Minis- 
try of  which  he  himself  was  the  head 
ucperienced  the  same  fate.  Who  denied 
it  when  applied  to  main  questions  ?  Did 
the  Prime  Minister  suppose  that  it  ever 
sntered  into  the  mind  of  any  human 
being  of  the  defeated  Party  in  the  divi- 
non  on  the  Beform  Bill  that  he  was  in- 
jured, or  that  his  Party  were  injured, 
by  being  the  victims  of  a  division  in 
which  a  bare  majority  prevailed?  Were 
their  rights  as  Members  of  that  House 
iffected  ?  They  knew  perfectly  well  that 
there  never  had  been,  or  could  be,  a 
question  about  the  sufficiency  of  a  bare 
majority  on  any  of  the  main  questions 
that  might  be  brought  before  the  House. 
But  did  that  doctnne  hold  good  when 
applied  to  the  relation  of  Members  to 
iich  other  as  regarded  debate?  He 
held  distinctly  and  firmly  that  it  did  not. 
He  held  that  the  theory  of  the  Prime 
Uuuster  upon  which  his  proposal  rested 
was  an  unsound  theory — namely,  that 
file  relations  to  each  other  of  Members 
of  that  House  as  Members  of  Parlia- 
aieot  were  the  same  as  existed  between 
cppoeite  sides  of  the  House.    Would 
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sure  of  the  stringency  of  the  cJdture  was 
not  to  be  found  in  the  number  of  persons 
composing  the  majority  who  exercised 
it,  but  rather  in  the  number  composing 
the  minority  against  whom  it  was  em- 
ployed.    There  was  one  admission  he 
would  make.     He,  for  one,  most  dis- 
tinctly admitted  that  it  was  the  inherent 
right  of    every    Legislative    Assembly 
whatever  to  devise  means  for  bringing 
its  debates  to  a  close ;  and,  therefore,  he 
did  not  object  to  the  cldture  in  principle. 
It  was  a  question  of  degree,  a  question 
of  adjustment,  a  question  of  considera- 
tion for  the  rights  of  others,  those  others 
being  the  minority — it  was  a  question  of 
Procedure.     What  he    contended   was 
that  in  a  case  of  ordinary  Procedure, 
for  which  this  Eesolution  was  framed, 
the  principle  of  eC  proportionate  majority 
was   the    right    one.     But   he   sliould 
be  met  by   this   answer — **  Assuming 
your  proposition,   you   will  still  leave 
it  in  the  power    of   the    minority  to 
carry    on    the    debate    to     an    inter- 
minable length."     That  was  an  objec- 
tion which  had  to  be  met.     The  Eules 
for  ordinary  Procedure  tried  to  meet  the 
wants  of  the  House  of  Commons  in  time 
of  peace,  when  questions  were  being 
debated    as    they    should    be    debated 
among  gentlemen,  not  with  a  view  to 
Obstruction  or  improper  delay,  but  with 
a  view  to  information  which  would  be  to 
the  general  advantage  of  the  whole  body. 
He  believed  that  a  Bule  requiring  a 
two-thirds'  majority  would  amply  suffice 
for  such  occasions.     But  supposing  that 
a  proposal  for  the  cidture  liad  been  re- 
jected  by  a  two-thirds'  majority,  and 
supposing  that,  after  two  or  three  nights' 
debate,  the  Speaker  were  to  come  to  the 
conclusion   that  the   debate  was    then 
being  prolonged  for  purposes  of  wilful 
Obstruction,  he  should  be  ready,  without 
hesitation,  to  give  the  Speaker  absolutely 
the  power  of  bringing  the  discussion  to 
a  close  without  the  intervention  of  the 
House.     Indeed,  he   would  far  rather 
see  the  power  to  impose  the  cidture  vested 
in  the  Speaker  himself,  to  be  applied 
mero   motu,  the  Speaker  being  such   a 
person  as  the  Prime  Minister  bad  de- 
scribed, combining  all  the  virtues  cha- 
racteristic of  an  English  gentleman  of 
bieh  position  with  twice  the  patience  of 
Job  himself — he  would  rather  see  the 
power  of  the  cidture  intrusted  to  him  al- 
together,  without  any  appeal    to    the 
House,  which  must  too  often  involve  an 

Mr.  Walter 


appeal  to  Party  feeling,  than  see  it  exer- 
cised under  the  conditions  laid  down  by 
the  Government.    It  was    remarkable 
that  the  Prime  Minister  the  other  night, 
after  expatiating  with  great  force  and 
eloquence  on  the  protection  afforded  to 
minorities  by  the  lofty  position  of  the 
Speaker,  and  showing  how  damaging  to 
that  Officer's  character  any  abase  of  the 
contemplated  power  would  be,  should 
have  selected,  as  an  illustration  of  hii 
meaning,  the  very  case  which  appeared 
to  him  (Mr.  Walter),  as  well  as  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin),  to  be  a  most  glaring  instance 
of  the  abuse  of  the  power.     The  Prime 
Minister  said  he  thought  it  would  be 
most  monstrous  that  the  cidture  should 
be  prevented  from  taking  effect  by  the 
action  of  the  Constitutional  Opposition 
against  the  majority  composed  of  all  one 
side  of  the  House  and  of  a  small  frac- 
tion of  the  Members  sitting  upon  the 
other  side.    As  he  (Mr.    Walter)  had 
said,  he  could  not  conceive  a  worse  case 
of  the  abuse  of  the  cidture  than  such  an 
application  of  it  as  was  contemplated 
by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  in  that  in- 
stance.   The  hon.  Member  for  WolTe^ 
hampton  said  that  retaliation  might  be 
resorted  to  by  the  Opposition,  and  that, 
if  they  were  unfairly  treated,  the  Leaden 
sitting  on  the  Front  Opposition  Benoh 
might  easily  give  the  signal  to  the  light 
troops  of  the  Party  to  continue  making 
speeches  ad  infinitum.   Well,  he,  for  one, 
did  not  wish  to  see  the  Opposition  pushed 
to  such  extremities  and  induced  toadc^ 
retaliatory  measures  of  that  kind,  fof 
the  consequence  would  be  that  the  dii- 
racter  and  dignity  of  the  House  would 
be  fatally  injured.   Supposing  some  aoit 
of  cidture  to  be  necessary,  he  would  much 
rather  see  a  light  weapon  oonstmcted, 
which  would  be  handy  and  useful,  and 
might  be  used  as  often  as  need  be,  thin 
a  g^eat  unwieldy  gun,  which  the  officer 
in  charge  would  be  afraid  to  fire  lest  it 
should  burst.    The  Prime  Minister  hid 
spoken  in  feeling  terms  of  his  connection 
with  that  House  as  being  more  in  the 
past  than  in  the  future,  and  he  was  about 
to  bequeath  this  Rule  as  a  legacy  to  hii 
successors.     He  (Mr.  Walter;  feared  it 
was  a  dangerous  legacy,  and  he  declined 
to  accept  his  share  of  it ;  for  he  beliered 
if  the  New  Kule  were  carried  out  not  id 
the  sx)irit  intended  by  the  Prime  Minister 
himself,  but  in  the  spirit  in  which  many 
Members  would  be  disposed  to  enfi»M 
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it,  Parliamentary  life  in  this  country 
would  become  more  and  more  difficult 
to  maintain,  and  the  position  of  indepen- 
d«nt  Members,  above  all  others,  would 
become  intolerable. 

Mb.  E.  W.  HARCOUET  :  I  Hstened 
with  the  same  pleasure   everyone  else 
did  to  the  oratory  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
I  heard  him  disclaim   the  notion  that 
the  cldture  was  ever  to  be  imposed  by 
the  Treasury  Bench  in  stirring  periods, 
and  I  was  afterwards  edified  by  hearing 
him   demolish  this  Constitutional   pro- 
position in  impassioned  language.     He 
told  us  the  majority  would  be  fools  if 
they  did  not  make  use  of  their  power. 
Well,  if  it  so  happened,  therefore,  that 
a  considerable  number  of  Members  were 
in  the  Library,  the  Tea  Boom,  or  other 
places,  when  the  Speaker  was  deciding 
upon  the  evident  sense  of  the  House, 
then,  if  the  Division  Bell  were  answered 
by  one  more  supporter  of  the  Govern- 
ment than  of  the  Opposition,  we  should 
be  landed  in  the  homely  old  doctrine  of 
<'  might  makes  right,"  and  we  should 
perceive  that  brute  force  was  available 
for  the  Gt>vemment  when  their  argu- 
ments were  expended.     I  suppose  all 
serious  politicians  are  agreed  upon  the 
necessity  of  forwarding  the  Business  of 
tihe  House;   the  only  difference  is  ns 
to  the  method  of  doing  it.     All  are 
agreed  that  whatever  goes  beyond  the 
mark  is  mischievous.  The  only  difference 
is  where  the  line  shall  be  drawn.      If 
we  could  look  at  this  matter  without 
Party  prejudice,  I  think  an  agreement 
would  not  be  difficult.   We  were  one  mo- 
mmit  so  near  that  point  of  agpreement  that 
it  seems  matter  for  regret  that  point  was 
ever  receded  from.    A  proposition  was 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  which  ap- 
peared, even  to  some  of  his  own  fol- 
wwers,  to  go  beyond  the  mark.     An 
Amendment  was  proposed  by  the  riffht 
hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  which  satis- 
fied objections,  and  which  was  accepted 
by  the  Prime  Minister.      This  shows 
that  he  had  no  objection  to  the  principle 
of  the  Amendment.  I  have  asked  myself 
with  wonder,  ever  since  why  it  was  re- 
ceded from.       Certainly    not    because 
the  Opposition  had  given  reason  to  the 
Prime  Minister  to  suppose  it  would  be 
neoeesary  for  him   to  crush  them,  to 
destroy  them,  to  pulverize  them  before 
Obstmction    could  be  scotched.      The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  his  long  ex- 


perience, knows  the  necessity  for,  and 
he  knows  the  usefulness  of,  an  Opposi- 
tion. He  knows  perfectly  well  that 
where  the  honour  of  the  House  is  con- 
cerned, where  Imperial  interests  are  con- 
cerned, the  Opposition  is  not  one  whit 
behind  the  Government  in  its  jealousy 
to  maintain  them.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman knows  full  well  that  two-thirds 
of  the  House  can  always  be  relied  upon 
to  support  any  Minister  in  withstanding 
wilful  Obstruction.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  know  it,  he  would 
never  have  agreed  to  the  two-thirds' 
Amendment,  from  which  he  is  now  re- 
ceding. It  is  fruitless  to  question  mo- 
tives ;  but  perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
point  out,  though  I  am  surprised  it 
should  be  necessary  to  do  so  in  the  face 
of  a  great  Liberal  Minister,  that  the 
best  way  of  managing  men  is  by  them- 
selves. It  is  a  dangerous  thing  for  any 
man  to  make  himself  responsible  for 
order  unless  the  country  is  in  a  state  of 
siege.  **  The  Hepublic,  it  is  me — as  for 
order,  I  will  be  responsible  for  it,"  were 
the  words  of  the  Third  Napoleon,  and 
grievously  did  that  Third  Napoleon 
answer  it.  How  was  it  the  great 
Arnold  made  Eugby  that  model  school 
of  management  ?  Was  it  by  saying — 
**  Eugby,  it  is  me — I  will  answer  for  its 
order  ?  "  Far  otherwise ;  his  motto  was 
— **  Eugby  for  the  boys  and  the  boys 
for  Eugby."  And  so,  to  carry  my  com- 
parison to  the  highest  point,  if  the 
Prime  Minister  says — **  The  House  of 
Commons,  it  is  me — I  will  answer  for 
its  order;"  vast  as  is  his  experience, 
lofty  as  is  the  order  of  his  intellect,  he 
will  be  the  first  to  acknowledge  that 
there  is  something  still  vaster,  that  there 
is  something  yet  more  lofty,  and  that  is 
the  spirit  of  the  English  House  of  Com- 
mons. I  would  say  to  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister-^ 

"L^am,  then,  to  lead  us,  you  may  guide  ua 

still, 
Incline  our  hearts,  but  not  control  our  will ; 
Force  will  inflame  where  fear  cannot  appal, 
And  kindness  soothes  where  rigour  saddens 

alL" 

Mb.  GEOEGE  EUSSELL  said,  he 
must  congratulate  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  upon  his  recent  courageous 
manifestation  of  the  truth,  which  they 
had  all  suspected  for  some  time  — 
namely,  that  he  was,  after  all,  a  Eadi- 
cal  in  disguise.    He  also  felt  bound  to 
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compliment  the  noble  Lord  upon  the 
robustness  with  which  ho  had  trodden, 
almost  trampled,  upon  the  fossil  official- 
ism of  the  Front  Opposition  Bench.  Be- 
fore proceeding  any  further,  and  speak- 
ing for  himself  as  an  humble  unit  of 
the  Eadical  Party,  he  (Mr.  Russell) 
wished  to  state  that  his  reasons  for 
supporting  the  Prime  Minister's  Hoso- 
lutions  were  widely  different  from  those 
by  which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  had  declared 
himself  to  be  influenced.  It  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  Eadical  Party,  as  tlie 
hon.  Member  appeared  to  imply,  to  do 
away  with  all  discussion — such  a  sug- 
gestion seemed  farcical — but  their  de- 
sire was  that  all  the  measures  in  which 
they  were  interested  should  be  fully, 
fairly,  and  equally  discussed.  They  did 
not  wish  to  be  overwhelmed  with  floods 
of  intolerable  eloquence  on  one  or  two 
uninteresting  measures,  to  the  exclusion 
of  others  in  which  they  were  vitally  con- 
cerned. The  Liberal  Party  accepted  the 
proposal  for  a  closing  power  not  with 
enthusiasm — for  who  could  be  enthusi- 
astic in  favour  of  a  discipline  so  irk- 
some ? — but  with  a  calm  conviction  that 
it  was  required  by  the  necessity  of  the 
case  ;  and  the  question  they  had  to  con- 
sider was  what  remedy  the  exigency  of 
the  case  demanded.  Cidture  by  a  two- 
thirds*  majority  seemed  to  him  to  be  open 
to  two  real  and  opposite  dangers.  It 
would  either  create  a  tyranny,  or  it 
would  be  wholly  futile.  In  the  first 
place,  if  a  Ministry  desired  to  pass  cer- 
tain measures  or  to  put  down  a  certain 
form  of  Obstruction,  and  were  supported 
in  that  by  the  Opposition,  there  would 
arise  a  tendency  to  deal  harshly  with 
small  minorities,  and  the  result  of  that 
would  be  that  unpopular  opinion  would 
be  crushed  and  put  down.  In  the  case 
of  such  a  conjunction,  there  would  be 
short  shrift  for  those  whose  enemies  re- 
garded them  as  the  apostles  of  ideas, 
and  were  regarded  by  others  as  the 
advocates  of  crotchets,  and  Irisli  Mem- 
bers must  see  that  the  two-thirds'  ma- 
jority was  aimed  with  the  utmost  pos- 
sible^ nicety  to  meet  their  particular 
requirements.  In  practice,  the  two- 
thirds*  majority  would  exercise  the  most 
grievous  tyranny  over  the  smallest  mi- 
norities and  individual  opinion ;  but 
the  real  danger,  he  believed,  and  that 
which  formed  the  second  objection, 
would  be  this — that  where  a  Ministry 

Mr.  0$arge  Russell 


desired  to  put  down  flagrant  Obstruc- 
tion, they  could  not  be  certain  of  the 
support  of  the  Opposition,  who,  in  many 
instances,  themselves  might  take  ad?aiL- 
tage  of  the  embarrassments  of  the  Ad- 
ministration.    Granting  the  Leaden  of 
the  Opposition  would  co-operate  with 
the   Goverment  to  put  the  eldlurs  in 
force,  then  the  full  significance  of  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock  would  become  apparent 
As  sure  as  his  official  Leaders  determined 
to  support  the  Government  in  this  enter- 
prize  of  repression,  so  surely  woiild  the 
noble  Lord  take  an  independent  line. 
The  troubles  in  the  Souoan  had  their 
analogy  in  the  troubles  of   the  Tozy 
Party.     The  False  Prophet  had  come 
from  Woodstock  and  raised  the  standard 
of  revolt,  and  declared  that  he,  and  not 
the  right    hon.   Baronet  opposite  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote),  was  the  true  Leader 
of  the  Faithful.     [**  Oh,  oh  !  "]    What 
gave  that  a  grave  significance  was  that, 
as  far  as  they  could  judge  from  what 
they  had  seen  and  read,  a  certain  sec- 
tion of  the  Conservative  Party  was  in- 
clined to  consider  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  the  Leader  of 
the  Faithful,  and  to  follow  him  rather 
than  the  right  hon.  Baronet.     For  his 
part,  he  (Mr.  Hussell)  was  not  ashamed 
to  sav  that  his  object  in  voting  for  the 
Kesolution  was  not  merely  to  crush  the 
outrages  of  Obstruction,  but,  in  large 
measure,  to  facilitate,  and,  if  possihb, 
also  to  secure  the  passage  of  those  ffreat 
measures  to  whicn  the  Liberal  Party 
were  so   deeply   pledged,   and  for  the 
carrying  of  which  they  had  been  sent  to 
the  House  of  Commons ;  and,  for  these 
reasons,  he  would  consent  to  no  propo- 
sition by  which  a  Pule  for  closing  a  de- 
bate would  be  at  one  time  a  tyranny 
and  at  another  utterly  futile.    In  soine 
constituencies  a  deep  feeling  of  dissatif- 
faction  prevailed  at  the  long  delay  thai 
had  occurred  between  the  promise  of 
certain  measures  and  its  fulfilment.  Cir- 
cumstances had  arisen  which  had  re- 
tarded the  progress  of  measures^soch 
as  those  with  respect  to  corrupt  prac- 
tices,  local  government,   and    the  ex- 
tension of  the  franchise — in  which  the 
country  was  deeply  interested ;  and  it 
was  their  object  to  bring  them  within 
the  range  of  fair  debate,  and,  without 
stifling  any  expression  of  opinion,  to 
pass  the  will  of  the  majority  into  law. 
He,   for  one,  therefore,   would  be  no 
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party  to  an  arrangement  such  as  that 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uniyer- 
aity  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),  that  would 
sacrifioe  all  the  results  of  their  Party 
cohesion  and  solid  discipline  to  the 
feeble  Leadership  and  distracted  coun- 
sels of  Her  Majesty's  Opposition. 

Mb.  PABNELL  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish 
to  explain,  in  a  few  words,  the  course 
which  I,  and  the  hon.  Members  who  act 
with  me,  propose  to  take  this  evening, 
and  also  our  reasons  for  taking  that 
course.  I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
George  Kussell)  that  cldture  in  any  form 
will  facilitate  legislation.  If  you  even 
succeed  in  passing  one  or  two  measures 
more  quicldy  by  the  action  of  the  eldture 
than  you  miffht  otherwise  have  done, 
this  gain  will  be  effected  at  a  certain 
loss  to  yourselves  in  another  direction. 
It  is  bound,  I  think,  to  increase  the 
friction  of  Parties  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  a  very  remarkable  extent ;  and 
I  think,  also,  it  will  increase  the  desire 
and  the  tendency  in  ''  another  place  "  to 
throw  out  Bills  which  have  been  passed 
apparently  by  the  agency  of  the  eldture. 
Bo  far,  then,  from  facilitating  legisla- 
tion, I  think  that  the  cldture  will  do  no- 
thing except  crush  and  check  the  liberties 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  But  as  re- 
gards the  particular  issue  which  it  is  for 
us  to  decide  to-night,  I  can  have  no 
hesitation  whatever,  and  I  never  had 
any  hesitation  whatever,  as  to  what  I 
ought  to  do  as  between  eldture  by  a  two- 
thirds  or  any  proportionate  majority,  and 
ddturs  by  a  simple  majority  of  uie  House. 
I  wish  to  say,  in  passing,  that  I  agree 
thoroughly  with  the  spirit,  and  most  of 
the  sentiments,  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill),  as  expressea  in  that  most 
admirable  and  able  speech  of  his  the 
other  night.  I  think  that  he  showed  an 
example  of  true  wisdom  to  some  of  those 
who  have  been  much  longer  in  the 
House  of  Commons  than  he  has  been, 
and  who,  by  their  age  and  experience, 
might  have  been  supposed  to  have  taken 
the  coiirse  which  the  noble  Lord  pointed 
out.  But  I  have  not  the  slightest  hesi- 
tation in  expressine  my  belief  that  the 
Mture,  by  a  two-uirds'  majority,  such 
as  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Menu>er  for  Dublin  University  (Mr. 
GKbson)  asks  us  to  support  in  voting 
for  his  Amendment,  would  be  simply  a 


cldture  which  would  be  fatal  to  the  rights 
and  liberties  of  the  Irish  Party.  It 
would  have  a  tendency  to  bring  the  two 
Front  Benches  togetiier,  and  I  have 
always  noticed  that,  in  proportion  to 
the  approximation  of  those  two  Front 
Benches,  so  we  have  been  trampled  upon 
and  kicked  out  of  the  House.  It  may, 
perhaps,  have  appeared  to  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  to  have 
been  a  light  thing  when,  a  year  ago,  he 
agreed  to  eldture  the  Irish  Party  on  con- 
dition that  a  two-thirds'  or  three-fourths' 
vote  of  the  House  should  sanction  it. 
But  when  I  heard  that  the  Front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  had  agreed  to  our  immola- 
tion I  knew  they  had  also  agreed  to 
their  own ;  for,  as  between  the  question 
of  a  two-thirds  and  a  simple  majority, 
there  cannot  possibly  be  any  reason 
why  the  House  should  very  long  insist 
upon  that  distinction,  as  must  be  evi- 
dent to  everybody  who  carefully  looks 
into  the  future.  And  it  ought  to 
have  been  evident  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
and  those  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  sit  above  him,  that  it  must 
necessarily  follow,  some  day  or  other, 
when  they  sacrifice  our  rights  and  the 
rights  and  liberties  of  the  people  we 
represent  without  compunction,  theirs 
would  come  also.  No,  Sir;  I  cannot 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin ;  and, 
looking  at  the  point  in  all  its  bear- 
ings, and  although  many  of  us,  undoubt- 
edly— perhaps  3l  of  us — feel  it  a  dis- 
agreeable tlung,  and  one  to  which  we 
decidedly  object,  to  go  into  the  Lobby 
with  a  Government  which  is  associated 
with  such  atrocious  Acts  of  coercion  in 
Ireland,  yet,  looking  to  the  future  of  our 
Party — the  Members  for  Ireland — we 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  we 
ought  to  do  our  best  to  defeat  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  by  voting  on  this  occasion 
against  his  Amendment.  We  believe 
that  in  taking  that  course  we,  at  least, 
shaU  secure  that  whatever  may  be  meted 
out  to  us  in  the  future  shall  also  be 
meted  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  to  the  Party  who  are  responsible  for 
this  coercion  of  the  House  ox  Commons 
by  their  action  a  year  ago.  As  regards 
the  question  of  eldture  or  no  cldture,  that 
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is  a  matter  which  is  still  before  us.  Our 
vote  upon  that  question  is  free,  and  is 
our  own.  It  is  not  prejudiced  one  way 
or  the  other  b}'the  action  which  we  intend 
to  take  to-night;  and  when  the  time  comes 
for  voting  on  the  Eesolution  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  to  reject  the  Ecsolution  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, we,  as  a  Party  and  as  a  body,  will 
be  free  to  consult  together  and  to  take 
such  action  as  we  may  consider  right 
for  the  interests  of  our  Party  and  our 
country. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NOHXnCOTE  :  Sir, 
I  intend  to  detain  the  House  as  short  a 
time  as  possible  in  the  observations  I 
propose  to  address  to  it ;  but  it  is  impos- 
sible for  me  altogether  to  keep  silence  in 
this  discussion.  I  have  listened  with 
due  attention  to  the  speech — the  short, 
but  very  signiBcant  speech — of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell).  I  understand  him  to  speak,  not 
only  in  his  own  name,  but  in  the  name 
of  the  Party  with  whom  ho  usually  agrees 
and  acts,  and  in  accordance  with  a  reso- 
lution taken  recently  by  that  Party.  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  at  all  becoming 
in  me  to  attempt  to  pry  into  any  secret  un- 
derstanding that  may  have  taken  place. 
For  my  own  part,  I  entirely  respect  the  de- 
cision, and  I  am  not  altogetlier  sorry  that, 
if  we  are  to  be  defeated  on  the  present 
occasion,  we  shall  bo  defeated,  amongst 
others,  by  those  who  are  generally  sup- 
posed to  have  brought  this  Motion  upon 
the  House  of  Commons.  I  said  that  I 
did  not  wish  to  pry  into  the  counsels  of 
the  Party  whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
presents. I  think  there  is  a  little  too  much 
prying  into  the  proceedings  of  those 
who  act  together,  and  who  occasionally 
consult  together.  I  have  read  with  con- 
siderable surprise — I  suppose  it  is  an 
uncorrected  account,  ana  therefore  I 
must  not  assume  that  it  is  a  literally  true 
one — but  I  have  read  a  report  of  some 
observations  made  by  no  less  a  person 
than  the  Prime  Minister  himself  this 
very  day  to  a  deputation  of  Liberal 
Members,  in  which  he  was  pleased  to 
express  his  opinion  not  only  upon  the 
particular  matter  upon  which  they  came 
to  him,  but  he  also  gave  some  informa- 
tion upon  what  he  understood  to  be  the 
state  of  the  Conservative  Party.  He 
was  g^od  enough  to  inform  the  deputa- 
tion which  waited  upon  him  this  after- 
noon that  his  belief  was  there  would 
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have  been  a  manifestation  of  differances 
in  the  Conservative  Party  in  this  Home 
but  for  the  rigour  with  which  the  tenw 
had  been  applied.  He  condeaeendfl  to 
particulars,  and  he  tells  us  that  in  the 
Carlton  and  elsewhere  the  pressure  of 
the  Party  has  been  applied  in  its  ex- 
tremest  form. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  stated  accord- 
ing to  my  belief. 

Sir    STAFFOED   NOETHCOTE; 
I  am  stating  the  right  hon.  Gentleman*! 
belief ;  but  I  would  appeal  to  my  own 
Friends  whether  there    has  been  any 
pressure  of  the  screw  upon  them  at  all? 
The  fact  is,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
ver}'  susceptible  to  a  hoax  of  that  kind. 
I  could  not  help  taking  notice  of  it,  be- 
cause it  seems  to  be  a  very  eztraordinaiy 
statement  to  be  made  by  such  an  autho- 
rity, at  such  a  moment.      But  I  must 
apologize  to  the  House  for  detaining 
them  with  a  matter  not   immediately 
connected  with  the  question  they  have 
to  decide.     The  question  that  we  have 
to  decide  is,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself,  and  many  others,  have  freely 
admitted,  one  of  the  very  gravest  im- 
portance.    I  do  not  speak  ao  much  of 
its  importance  in  relation  to  the  question 
between  a  proportionate  and  a  bare  ma- 
jority.    That  is  an  important  point ;  but 
it  is  not  the  one  to  which  we  have  to 
address  ourselves  at  this  moment.    The 
question  at  the  present  moment  is  one 
connected  with  the  larger  and  more  im- 
portant question  of  the  introdactxon  of 
the  eldture  at  all.    And  I  wish  again,  as 
I  have  done  many  and  many  times  in 
this  House  and  out  of  this  House,  to 
repeat  what  I  have  expressed — my  own 
strong  feeling  that  the  eldture,  in  any 
form  or  shape,   is  a  measure   against 
which  we  ou^t  to  offer  the  strongest 
opposition  in  our  power.     In  supportinc 
the  Amendment  of  my  right  hon.  ana 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gibson),  I  do  so 
not  because  I  think  the  Eeaolution,  as 
amended  by  him,  would  be  a  good  Be- 
solution,  but  because,  if  we  are  to  hare 
it  at  all,  it  would  be  less  mischievooi 
than  having  the  cldture  pure  and  simple. 
Now,  Sir,  the  first  observation  I  wonU 
venture  to  make  upon  this  great  ques- 
tion is  that,  undoubtedly,  it  is,  as  the 
Prime  Minister  himself  said  the  other 
day,   the    largest  and   most  impoztant 
change  ever  proposed  in  the  Prooednre 
of  the  House.     [Mr.  Gladstokx:  The 
whole  Code.]     Well,  the  whole  Code  ia 
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important,  no  doubt ;  but  this  particular 
BeBolution  is,  I  think,  by  far  the  most 
important  and  the  most  significant  part 
of  it.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
OS  that  the  condition  of  Business    in 
the  House  of  Commons  had,  for  a  long 
time,  been  such,  and  increasingly  such, 
that  it  was  reco^ized  by  all  authori- 
ties  that  some  Ganges  were  required 
in  order  to  enable  us  properly  to  get 
through  the  work  that  lay  before  us. 
Re  said,  with  truth,  that  this  had  been 
the  subject  of  inquiry  before  a  large 
nnmber  of  Committees — I  think  he  men- 
tioned as  many  as  14  Committees  of  the 
House  of   Commons — within  the  time 
during  which  the  Beformed  Parliament 
has  existed,  and  many  excellent  and  wise 
■aggestions  have  undoubtedly  been  made 
hj  mose  Committees.     "  But,"  said  the 
nght  hon.  Gentleman,    ''  there  is  the 
want  of  a  motive  power  strong  enough 
to  induce  the  House  to  act  on  those  sug- 
gettions.     It  is  not  that  we  are  in  want 
of  oounsel ;  but  we  are  in  want  of  a 
motive  power  to  induce  us  to  adopt  and 
act  on  the  counsels  that  we  have  re- 
oeived."    If  that  be  so,  I  wish  to  know 
by  which  of  those  14  Committees  was 
the    eldture   recommended?    It  is  not 
hare,  as   is  the  case  with  many  other 
parts  of  this  Code,  that  they  have  made 
suggestions  which  may  have  never  been 
sufficiently    pressed.     The  cldture   is  a 
suggestion  which  has  not  been  made ; 
and  not  only  has  it  not  been  made,  but 
it  is  one  which,  having  been  proposed 
snd  considered  by  a  Committee,  and  by 
a  recent   Committee,  has  been  delibe- 
lately  negatived.    And,  therefore,  it  is 
not  from  the  assistance  or  by  the  advice 
of  any  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  this  part  of  this  g^eat  change 
is  now  proposed  to  us.    9he  noble  Mar- 
qness  opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tmgton)  sat  with  me,  only  two  or  three 
years  ago,  on  a  Committee  to  which  this 
particular  proposal  was  made  by  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Liberal  Party—the  present 
Loard  Braboume— who  pressed  the  sub- 
ject on  the  attention  of  the  Committee, 
and  he  received  next  to  no  support.    I 
think  one  Conservative  Member  was  dis- 
posed to  support  him ;  but,   generally 
■peaking,  the  whole  Committee,  includ- 
ing the  noble  Marquess  opposite,  felt 
Ihat  the  matter  was  not  one  which  they 
eould  recommend.    Well,  if  there  was 
Bothing  in  the  recommendations  of  that 
Oommittee,  was  there  anything   about 


this  matter  in  the  charge  that  was  given 
to  this  Parliament  when  it  was  elected  ? 
Not  at  all ;  the  question  was  not  before 
the  constituencies ;  it  did  not  originate 
with  them.  Therefore  we  have  none  of 
these  authorities  for  it.  Is  there  any 
other  authority  for  it  ?  Certainly,  there 
is  one  very  high  authority  which  we  have 
to  consider,  and  that  is  the  authority  of 
the  Prime  Minister  himself,  who  comes 
forward,  I  admit,  with  great  and  various 
claims  on  our  attention ;  for  not  only 
his  g^at  position  in  this  House  stands 
in  the  account  in  his  favour,  but  also 
his  great  abilities  and  power,  and  the 
very  large  experience  he  has  had  of  the 
working  of  the  House  of  Commons' 
system,  must  cause  his  authority  to  be 
regarded  as  of  much  importance.  There- 
fore, as  far  as  authority  goes,  I  very  will- 
ingly admit  the  authority  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  But  that  authority,  I  would 
remind  the  House,  is  weakened  by  one 
or  two  considerations  to  which  I  must 
call  attention.  In  the  first  place,  it  is 
weakened  very  much  by  the  course  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  has 
taken  with  regard  to  these  Eesolutions. 
There  has  been,  from  first  to  last,  an 
amount  of  hesitation  and  uncertainty  in 
the  mode  in  which  he  has  dealt  with 
these  Eesolutions,  which  has  very  neatly 
weakened  the  authority  with  which  he 
has  put  them  forward.  I  might  men- 
tion, as  one  small  evidence  of  that  hesi- 
tation, the  fact  that  when  he  first 
brought  forward  his  Eesolutions  he  did 
not  propose  to  make  them  Standing 
Orders.     He  said — 

"  We  do  not  propose,  at  first,  to  make  them 
Standing  Orders,  but  to  adopt  them,  for  the 
present,  experimentally ;  and  if  they  are  found 
to  work  well,  we  shall  propose  to  make  them 
Standing  Orders  of  the  Moose." 

That  was  not  a  very  strong  form  of  re* 
commendation.  Nothing  has  happened 
since  then  that  has  very  greatly  affected 
the  question  ;  but  now  we  find  that  he 
has  taken  a  step  forward,  and  he  pro- 
poses to  make  them  Standing  Orders. 
There  were  points  which  would  naturally 
be  considered  when  the  Eesolutions 
were  brought  in.  One  great  question 
was,  how  we  are  to  proceed  in  Commit- 
tee ;  and  we  had  a  proposal  made  that 
the  initiation  of  the  cldture  should  rest 
with  the  Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of 
any  Committee.  Then  the  suggestion 
was  made,  that  that  ought  not  to  be  ex- 
tended to  the  Chairman  of  any  casual 
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Committee.  That  was  accepted.  Then 
we  were  told  that  there  is  to  be  a  special 
provision  made  for  these  casual  Chair- 
men ;  but  that  is  not  to  be  done  at  pre- 
sent ;  it  is  laid  aside  for  a  time.  Now, 
considering  how  important  a  part  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  will  bear  in 
the  operation  of  the  cldlure^  it  is  alto- 
gether astonishing  to  me  that  that  point 
diould  not  have  occurred  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  that  he  should  not 
have  considered  it  carefully  and  ma- 
turely. I  am  almost  ashamed  to  refer 
to  it  again ;  but  there  is  next  his  letter 
of  May.  I  am  not  mentioning  it  to 
throw  the  slightest  blame  on  the  Go- 
yemment,  or  on  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, for  having  withdrawn  their  offer ; 
but  only  to  show  that,  at  one  time,  and 
very  recently,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
held  quite  a  different  opinion  with  re- 
gard to  cldture  with  a  two-thirds'  ma- 
jority from  that  which  he  holds  now. 
'"Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.]  The  right 
on.  Gentleman,  I  see,  shakes  his  head  ; 
but  I  do  not  see  how  he  gets  out  of  the 
dilemma,  which  was  put  very  forcibly  a 
little  while  ago — I  think  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour) — but,  at  any  rate,  by 
some  speaker  to-night.  If  he  held  then 
the  opinion  of  the  two- thirds'  majority 
which  he  holds  now,  he  then  distinctly 
agreed  to  accept  a  proposal,  which  he 
himself  says  would  deteriorate  the  Pro- 
cedure of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
make  things  worse  than  they  are.  Was 
there  any  necessity  for  that  ?  It  would 
be  worse  with  a  two- thirds'  majority,  he 
says,  than  to  have  no  cldture  at  all.  Well, 
he  wanted  to  get  on,  and  to  take  the  other 
Besolutions,  and  he  says — **  There  may 
be  a  good  deal  to  be  said  for  that."  But 
why  did  he  propose  to  accept  something 
that  he  thinks  worse  even  than  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things  ?  It  would  be  better 
to  leave  the  present  state  of  things  as  it 
is,  if  he  was  anxious  to  get  on  with  the 
Business.  I  do  not  deny  that  many  of 
the  Bules  I  see  here  will  expedite  the 
Business  of  the  House,  and  command 
pretty  general  assent  from  all  Parties, 
and  he  might  have  said — **  I  am  pre- 
pared to  lay  aside  for  the  moment,  with- 
out surrendering  my  opinion,  that  Eule 
which  causes  all  this  doubt  and  embar- 
rassment." But  he  has  not  done  that, 
and,  therefore,  it  is  evident  that  at  that 
time  he  did  not  hold  that  strong  view 
of  the  mischievous  character  of  &e  elA- 
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ture  by  a  majority  of  two-thirds  that  lie 
does  now.  His  condnct  is  altogetlier 
unintelligible.  There  are  other  circum- 
stances also,  which  seem  to  me  to  weakea 
the  authority  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  and  one  is  the  obvious  impnlie 
which  is  driving  him  on  to  adopt  some 
measure  or  other,  which  will  enable 
him,  before  the  close  of  his  great  career 
in  this  House,  to  pass  certain  legislatiTe 
reforms  which  he  is  anxious  to  bring 
about.  I  will  not  inquire  into  what  the 
character  of  those  measures  is.  I  haYe 
no  right  to  charge  the  right  hon.  G^- 
tleman,  or  to  impute  to  him  that  he  de- 
sires to  introduce  legislation  of  the  So- 
cialistic and  Democratic  chctfacter  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere).  That  is  not 
what  I  suppose  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
intends;  but  he  is  most  anxious,  and 
not  unnaturally,  to  wipe  away  the  sort 
of  reproach  which  has  been  undoubt- 
edly cast  against  his  Government.  [ICr. 
Gladstone  :  No,  no !]  Well,  I  will 
withdraw  the  word  reproach,  if  you  like, 
and  say  disappointment — a  word  used,  I 
think,  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Woh6^ 
hampton  (Mr.  H.  Fowler) — feltbymanT 
of  the  constituencies  at  the  non-fulfil- 
ment of  some  of  the  great  promiwB 
made  to  them  at  the  time  of  the  General 
Election.  Well,  that  anxiety  on  the  part 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  suoh, 
that  it  leads  him  to  make  all  then 
feverish  movements  in  endeavouring 
to  bring  about  this  change,  and  to 
adopt  some  plan  or  other  in  order 
to  obtain  the  power  he  seeks.  He 
told  us  himself  very  frankly  when  he 
brought  forward  the  Besolution,  and  he 
has  told  us  again  since  then,  that  he  did 
not  really  value  this  proposal  of  the 
cldture  for  its  power  of  putting  down 
what  is  commonly  known  as  Obstraction; 
for  that,  he  said,  it  was  not  intended  or 
adapted.  It  was  a  different  kind  of 
measure  that  was  wanted  in  order  to 
deal  with  wilful  Obstruction;  but  he 
said  very  plainly — '*  What  I  want  it  for 
is  to  enable  me  to  get  on  and  to  pa* 
some  of  my  measures."  Even  his  defi- 
nition of  Obstruction  shows  this.  Wluit 
was  the  definition  he  gave  us  of  Ob- 
struction? He  said  it  was  ''the  die- 
position  of  individual  resistance  to  the 
will  of  the  majority  of  the  House  bj 
means  other  than  argument."  That  iii 
generally,  what  we  understand  by  Ob- 
struction, and  for  that  purpose  the  effect 


729  PtirUsmMi — Business  of  the  {November  2,  1882]    Eouse^The  New  Rules.  730 


of  the  two-thirds'  majorily  would  be  just 
AS  good  as  a  bare  majority,  because 
there  is  no  doubt  it  would  be  the 
"general  sense  of  the  House"  that  a 
persistent  and  unreasoning  Obstruction 
»  not  creditable  to  the  House  and  ought 
to  be  put  down.  But  that  is  not  what 
he  is  aiming  at  and  is  not  what  this 
Besolntion  is  calculated  for.  What  he 
aims  at  is  entirely  different — namely, 
the  stifling  of  fair  discussion.  We  can- 
not, therefore,  attach  all  that  value  we 
might  otherwise  be  expected  to  attach 
to  the  opinion  and  authority  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  we  have  to  look  a  little  to  some 
of  the  recommendations  and  some  of  the 
▼iew9  of  those  by  whom  his  measures 
are  supported.  The  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  and  others  of 
his  Colleagues  appear  to  hold  views 
somewhat  different  from  those  of  the 
FHme  Minister — that  is  to  say,  that 
they  attach  very  g^eat  importance,  and 
aTOwedly  so,  to  the  power  of  stifling 
discussion.  I  need  not  remind  the 
House  of  what  the  noble  Marquess  said 
at  the  beginning  of  the  Session,  with 
regard  to  the  way  in  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  did  not  please  his  fancy,  or  the 
fancy  of  a  considerable  number  of  hon. 
Ifembers,  were  to  be  quietly  extin- 
rniahed  by  the  application  of  the  eldture, 
I  am  not  surpris^  at  that  on  the  part 
y£  the  Members  of  the  Government. 
Fhej  are  anxious  to  get  on  with  Go- 
remment  measures,  and  any  device  by 
irhich  they  can  secure  the  rapid  progress 
af  these  measures  may  naturally  be  al- 
lowed to  commend  itself  to  them.  But 
irhat  are  we  to  say  to  the  Members  of 
the  Badical  Party,  of  whom  I  will  take, 
u  a  Bepresentative,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
deman  the  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr. 
Stansfeld),  who  spoke  yesterday.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  speaks  now  from 
■n  independent  position.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  just  one  of  those  who 
ought  to  have  considered  what  effect  this 
measure  of  the  eldture  will  have  on  the 
kind  of  Motion  which  he  is  himself  so 
uudous  to  bring  forward.  There  are 
kon.  Members  of  this  House  like  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman — like  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson),  and  others,  who  have 
taken  up  opinions  which  are  not  favour- 
ably regarded  by  the  great  majority  of 
fhe  House,  but  which  they  feel  them- 


selves bound  to  press  forward,  and  to 
recommend  by  repeated  arguments  and 
by  repeated  discussions.  Are  they  aware 
that,  by  the  introduction  of  this  system 
of  absolute  cldture,  they  run  a  very 
great  risk  of  finding  themselves  shut 
out  and  precluded  from  expressing  those 
opinions  by  the  impatience  of  the  House? 
[**  No,  no!"]  I  hear  murmurs.  Is 
Obstruction  such  a  thing  that  it  never 
can  happen  ?  I  say,  wait  until  you  see. 
This  is  just  one  of  those  cases  in  which 
impatience  grows  by  what  it  feeds  upon. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen)  represents 
another  school,  and  he  says  it  is  incon- 
ceivable in  this,  that,  or  the  other  case 
— it  is  inconceivable  that  the  Liberal 
Party  could  ever  be  supposed  to  interfere 
with  and  stop  and  stifle  discussion.  Well, 
Sir,  I  only  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  is  right.  He  ought  to  know  more 
of  what  me  Liberal  Party  are  capable 
than  I  do ;  but  his  view  is  not,  I  confess, 
in  accordance  with  my  experience. 
Then  we  have  another  authority,  on  the 
present  occasion,  to  consider  and  to 
strengthen  the  Prime  Minister,  and  that 
is  a  very  high  one  indeed — one  with 
whom  I  feel  some  little  difficulty  in  dis- 
cussing matters,  because  he  looks  at 
matters  from  so  very  high  a  point  of 
view.  I  mean  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill).  He  has,  somehow  or  other, 
managed  to  elevate  himself  into  a 
position,  from  which  he  finds  himself 
capable  of  looking  down  upon  the  Front 
Benches  on  both  sides,  and  of  regard- 
ing all  Parties  in  the  House  with  an  im- 
partiality which  is  quite  sublime.  I  do 
not  know  what  can  have  taken  my  noble 
Friend  up  into  such  great  heights,  or 
whether  he  went  there  to  consult  the 
Angel  Gabriel,  or — what  is  sometimes 
suspected — to  look  for  the  lost  principles 
of  the  Liberal  Party,  some  of  which 
have  gone  to  the  Planet  Saturn,  and 
some,  I  think,  to  the  Planet  Mars.  But, 
whatever  may  have  become  of  them, 
his  argument  seems  to  me  to  have  been 
completely  answered  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
who  sits  near  him ;  and  I  do  not  think 
it  necessary  to  dwell  further  upon  it.  It 
certainly  appears  to  me  that  my  noble 
Friend  has  overlooked,  from  the  great 
height  from  which  he  regards  these 
matters,  the  real  importance  of  those 
safeguards    which    he  treats  as    little 
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lights,  which  would  very  quickly  be 
swept  away.  I  can  only  say  that  if  he 
is  right,  and  they  would  quickly  be 
swept  away,  we  should  not  then  be  in  a 
worse  position  than  if  we  never  had 
them  at  all ;  but  I  do  not  believe  that 
they  will  be  so  soon  swept  away,  be- 
cause, as  the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  said,  it  will  take 
some  little  time  to  do  that,  and,  in  the 
meantime,  the  voice  of  the  country  will 
pronounce  on  the  propriety  of  the 
sacrifice  that  is  demanded.  I  am  glad 
to  think  that  my  noble  Friend,  at  all 
events,  agrees  with  me  in  that  which  is 
the  real  root  of  the  matter.  He  does 
not  like  the  eldture  any  more  than  I  do, 
and  I  hope  that  when  the  time  comes  for 
deciding  on  the  Resolution  finally  I  shall 
have  his  support — and  I  can  assure  him 
I  value  it  very  much — in  the  resistance 
which  I  shall  offer  to  the  Eesolution  as 
a  whole.  I  will  not  attempt  to  go  into 
the  recondite  reasons  that  may  act  upon 
the  Irish  Party.  I  suspect  that  they  are 
under  a  delusion,  and  I  fancy  they  have 
been  taken  in — though  to  do  that  is  not 
very  easy,  for  they  are  not  easily  taken  in 
— by  all  this  talk  about  small  minorities. 
It  is  no  part  of  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  (Mr.  Gibson's)  pro- 
posal to  diminish  the  securities  to  be 
given  to  small  minorities  at  the  close  of 
the  Provisoes  of  the  Government  Reso- 
lution. These  will  remain  just  the  same, 
even  if  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  precaution  is  taken.  But  they 
have  been  taken  in  by  the  fine  words  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  who  has  been  quite 
gushing  over  small  minorities.  I  can 
remember  nothing  to  compare  them 
with,  except  the  speech  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  a  good  many 
years  ago,  on  behalf  of  small  boroughs. 
There  are  not  many  present  in  the  House 
who  will  remember  them  ;  but  those  who 
do  will  remember  how  very  powerful 
and  very  touching  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  on  behalf  of 
the  small  boroughs.  Just  before  small 
boroughs  wore  extinguished,  we  had  a 
very  powerful  and  interesting  speech 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  be- 
half of  them,  and  his  expressions  on 
that  occasion  remind  me  of  the  touching 
way  in  which  he  has  spoken  of  small 
minorities.  My  own  belief  is  that  it 
will  not  be  very  safe  for  hon.  Gentle- 
men to  rely  on  the  tenderness  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  the  reason  for 
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this  tenderness  towards  a  small  minoiitj 
is  to  be  found  in  the  fact  that  the  OoTera- 
ment  know  they  can  sweep  it  away  with- 
out difficulty,  and  so  can  afford  to  speak 
kindly  of  it.     The  rights  of  small  mino- 
rities, which  are  not  strong  enough  to  pro- 
tect themselves,  can  easily  be  swept  away, 
if  the  Government  find   that  they  an 
in  the  way.     But  the  real  difficulty  is  the 
large  minority.     That  is  the  enemy  with 
whom  they  cannot  deal  in  this  way,  be> 
cause  it    represents  tho  Constitutionil 
Opposition  in  this  House ;  and  a  large 
minority  is  an  abomination  in  the  eyes 
of  the  true  Ministorialist.     We  are  told 
that    we  are  perfectly  safe,  because  a 
large  minority  can  defend  itself.     Bat 
how  can  it  do  so  ?     In  two  ways — either 
in  the  House  or  out  of  it.     If  the  Mem- 
bers of  a  large  minority  are  to  defend 
themselves  in  the  House,  as  far  as  we 
can  make  out  from  the  explanations  that 
have  been  g^ven,  it  is  by  throwing  them- 
selves  into  every  form  of  Obstruction; 
so  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
order  to  put  down  Obstruction,  is  going 
to  encourage  the  further  and  more  inge- 
nious development  of  it.     That  is  a  verj 
wrong  way  of  regarding  the  matter,  and 
it  will  have  the  effect  of  demoralizing 
those  who   are  driven   to  take  sqoh  a 
course  in  order  to  get  anything  like  a 
hearing  for  themselves.     But  if  they  are 
not  to  defend  themselves  in  the  Honie 
itself  without  Obstruction,  how  are  thej 
to  defend  themselves  out-of-doors  ?  The 
hon.    Member    for    Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  is  very  candid  on  the  whole 
subject.      He    says — "  It    is    perfectly 
absurd  that  we  should  have  discoflsioni 
in  the  House  of  Commons  on  any  qaee- 
tions  on  which   the  country  has  made 
up  its  mind.    Discussions  of  an  academi-- 
cal  character  may  be  all  very  well^the 
discussion  of  crotchets  may  be  all  ivrj 
well  in  this  House — but  real  discussion 
must  take  place  out-of-doors — it  moifc 
take  place  in  the  Press,  and  it  must  take 
place  on  the  platform."     "  And  then  yon 
are  to  have,"  says  the  right  hon.  Gentlo- 
man,  '*  Parliaments  elected  every  thrM 
years,  and  an  imperative  mandate  is  to  be 
given  to  the  Minister  in  power ;  "  and,  I 
suppose,  although  the  hon.  Member  did 
not  say  so,  also  to  the  Speaker  and  the 
Gentleman  who  may  act  as  Chairman; 
and,  having  got  these  mandates,  we  are 
then  to  be  told  that  discussion  in  the 
House  is  useless.    We  are  to  have  a  good 
Radical  Democratic  Millennium  ;  that  iff 
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tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  at  that 
tune,  will  he  an  efficient  remedy,  and 
whicJi  the  House  is,  in  our  opinion,  pre- 
pared to  accept  and  adopt.  I  am  much 
mistaken,  indeed,  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
ilemaii  himself,  with  certain  modifica- 
tions, would  not  he  prepared  to  support 
the  principle  of  a  closing  power.  I  do 
not  Know  that  it  is  necessary  I  should 
fidlow  at  any  length  the  course  the  de- 
bate took  yesterday  and  on  Tuesday,  and 
which  it  has  taken  this  evening.  I  think 
that  we  on  this  side  of  the  House,  at  all 
erents,  may  well  leave  one  matter  for  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill),  the  hon. 
If  ember  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
diire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  to  settle  among 
themselves — namely,  that  question  which 
appears  to  have  such  interest  for  them, 
whether  the  principle  of  a  two-thirds' 
majority  will  tell  most  in  favour  of  the 
Conservative  Party,  or  of  what  they  are 
pleased  to  call  the  Badical  Party  ?  They 
all  start  from  the  assumption,  which  we 
entirely  deny,  that  the  Party  in  power 
has  no  other  desire  than  to  suppress  and 
lilence  its  opponents.  They  also  start 
from  the  position  that  it  will  be  in  the 
power  ox  the  Party  in  power  so  to 
silence  and  so  to  suppress  the  Opposition. 
Now,  as  we  have  no  intention  or  desire 
to  mlence  the  arguments  of  those  who  are 
opposed  to  us,  we  are  not  much  pressed 
by  the  arguments  that  are  used ;  and 
thoogh  we  are  asked  to  believe,  even  on 
the  authority  of  hon.  Members  opposite, 
that  when  they  are  in  power  they  will 
use  that  power  against  us,  yet,  as  we 
believe  that,  under  the  proposals  which 
we  make  to  the  House,  no  such  power 
will  be  conferred  on  them,  we  are  not 
at  all  alarmed  by  the  prospect  they  hold 
oat  to  us.  Therefore,  we  can,  with  per- 
fect oonfidence  and  composure,  let  the 
matter  be  settled  between  themselves, 
fixr  we  do  not  think  this  proposal  will 
either  inflict  any  injustice  or  injury  upon 
the  Opposition,  nor  do  we  expect  that 
we  shall  suffer  in  any  degree  from  it 
when  we  find  ourselves  in  Opposition. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  admitted  that  one  reason 
why  he  supported  a  two-thirds'  majority 
was  that  it  would  be  inoperative,  be- 
sanae,  in  his  opinion,  there  existed  so 
little  sympathy  at  any  time  between 
the  Government  and  the  Opposition 
that   it    would   very    seldom    happen 
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that  they  would  act  in  concert  with  each 
other. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  I  did  not  say 
that  it  would  be  inoperative,  but  that  it 
would  be  very  seldom  used. 

The  Makquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
In  that  the  hon.  Member  is  flatly  con- 
tradicted by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  who  spoke 
a  little  later,  for  he  said  that,  for  all 
practical  purposes,  a  two-thirds'  ma- 
jority would  be  as  good  as  a  bare 
majority ;  and  that,  in  all  cases  where 
the  closing  power  should  be  used,  the 
two  Front  Benches  of  the  Opposition  and 
the  Government  would  be  found  acting 
together  in  harmony.  I  am  not  sur- 
prised that  considerable  use  should  have 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Ldncolnsbire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)of  the  remark- 
able speech  delivered  in  the  earlier  part 
of  the  evening  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere).    I  admit  that,  if  I  thought  it 

Erobable  that  the  closing  power  would 
e  used  by  the  Speaker,  or  by  a  majority 
of  this  House,  in  the  manner  shadowed 
forth  by  my  hon.  Friend,  I  should  have 
very  great  doubt  about  being  a  party  to 
any  such  measure.  But,  aUhough  my 
hon.  Friend  may  be,  as  he  professes  to 
be,  a  faithful  exponent  of  what  he  calls 
the  Democratic  opinion  of  the  country — 
and  I  have  some  doubts  on  that  subject 
myself — I  absolutely  deny  that  my  hon. 
Friend  can,  in  any  sense  whatever,  be  held 
to  be  an  exponent  of  the  Liberal  opinion 
represented  by  the  great  majority  of  the 
Members  of  this  House.  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  on  the  occasion  of  a  General  Elec- 
tion Members  are  returned,  pledged  to 
support  a  particular  Party  and  particu- 
lar men  in  Office,  or  to  turn  peurticular 
men  out  of  Office,  and  they  are  pledged 
also  to  support  certain  measures  ;  but  I 
am  very  much  mistaken  if  my  consti- 
tuents, or  the  constituents  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  Members  on  these 
Benches,  had  any  idea  whatever  in  re- 
turning us  to  Office  that  any  measures, 
however  much  they  might  desire  them, 
were  to  be  passed  or  ought  to  be  passed 
in  any  particular  shape,  without  under- 
going the  fullest  consideration  and  dis- 
cussion. Therefore,  I  altogether  disre- 
gard that  argument.  We  have  in  this 
country  no  such  thing  as  an  imperative 
mandate  for    certain    measures  to    be 
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gassed  without  full  and  free  discussion, 
ir,  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire fMr.  Chaplin)  referred  to  the 
total  aosence,  in  his  opinion,  of  argu- 
ment against  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson).  I  had  thought  that  a  consider- 
able body  of  argument  had  been  adduced 
against  that  proposal.  But  if  I  wanted 
any  of  what  ne  calls  valid  argument,  I 
can  supply  it  from  a  source  with  which 
the  hon.  Member  will  not  quarrel.  I 
find  in  a  speech  delivered  in  the  country 
not  long  ago  this  statement — 

'*  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  look  with  much 
latiBfaotion  upon  this  proposal,  and  I  will  tell 
YOU  why— because,  if  it  were  carried,  you  may 
be  certain  the  day  is  not  far  distant  when  aU 
security  will  be  swept  away." 

And  for  this  reason  it  seemed  to  him  a 
good  and  fitting  answer  to  the  Govern- 
ment when  it  was  supposed  they  were 
going  to  accept  this  proposal. 

"  If,"  he  said,  **  you  require  a  two-thirds* 
majority  to  carry  cl6U4Tey  you  will  always  be 
placing  the  power  of  using  the  cidture  in  the 
hands  of  the  Opposition,  instead  of  the  Leader 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  because,  unless  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  gave  his  sanction  to 
the  proposition,  the  Leader  of  the  House  would 
have  no  earthly  chance  of  carrying  the  eUture 
on  any  occasion  by  a  two-thirds'  majority." 

That,  I  presume,  is  an  objection  to  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  it  is  an  objection  which  ought  to  be 
considered  a  valid  one  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire,  because  it  is 
one  made  by  himself,  in  a  speech  de- 
livered on  the  14th  of  October  in  the 
present  year.  If  the  hon.  Member  has 
been  struck  by  the  absence  of  any  valid 
argument  against  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  must  say  that 
I  have  been  struck  by  the  absence  of 
any  argument  whatever  in  its  support, 
except  from  certain  terms  contained  in 
favour  of  the  Besolution  itself.  In  the 
anxiety  of  the  Government  to  protect, 
and  not  to  press  hardly  on,  small  mi- 
norities, we  have  introduced  certain 
provisions,  certain  numerical  checks, 
which  can  possibly,  by  the  exercise  of 
extreme  ingenuity  and  by  strained  legal 
acumen,  be  twisted  into  the  semblance 
of  the  principle  of  a  proportionate  ma- 
jority. But,  Sir,  that  is  really  not  the 
case.  All  that  we  have  done  has  been 
to  provide  that  this  novel  power  shall 
not  be  exercised  in  a  House  of  the  ordi- 
nary quorum.    We  have  provided  that 
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the  power  shall  only  be  used  in  a  nedal 
manner.      We  have   provided  that  t 
special  and  exceptional  quorum  shall  be 
necessary.    Bir,  it  is  altogether  oontniy 
to  the  fact,  as  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  anyextraordinarypower 
can  be  exercised  as  against  a  largd  ma- 
jority.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  we  require  a  majority  of  200  in 
order  to  enforce  the  Hme  against  a  mi- 
nority  of  40.  Then,  he  says,  you  require 
a  majority  of  5  to  1.    But  he  did  not  so 
on  to  say  that  that  majority  was  eqoafiy 
effective  against  50  or  100  or  150,  or 
against  1 99 ;  and,  therefore,  there  are  no 
such  sudden  leaps  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  indicated    in    the   case  of 
large  minorities.    A  g^at  deal  has  been 
made  of  the  terms  which  we  have  used 
in  the  Resolution  with  respect  to  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House.    It  is  urged 
that  the  direction  to  the  Speaker  is  in- 
consistent with  the  provisions  by  which 
the  ultimate  decision  of  the  House  is  to 
be  obtained.     But  the  term  "the  en- 
dent  sense  of  the  House  "  is  a  direction 
to  the  Speaker  or  Chairman,  given  for 
his  guidance.    It  is  a  direction  to  him 
as  to  the  principle  upon  which  he  is  to 
act  before  allowing  this  power  to  be  pat 
into  operation.  It  is  impossible  to  leave 
so  great  a  power  as  the  actual  dedsion 
of  the  question — it  would  be  too  great 
a  responsibility  to  be    placed   in  the 
hands  of  any  hon.  Member  of  the  Hooie, 
to  have  the  decision  of  the  question  rest 
with  himself.    There  is  only  one  way 
in  which  the  decision  of  the  House  can 
be  taken,  and  that  way  is  well  known 
to  us — namely,  by  division.    And  nov 
I  come  to  the  monstrous  proposition  nov 
put  forward  to  us   for  our  adoption^ 
When  we  have  resorted  to  the  umial 
and  ordinary  form  of   the  House  for 
obtaining  the  evident  sense  of  the  Home 
by  division,  unless  the  majority  amoonti 
to  a  neater  proportion  than  2  to  If 
it  shall    not    be  held  to  be  the  eri- 
dent  sense  of  the  House.    The  Honie 
has  divided  for  the  purpose  of  ascertain- 
ing the  evident  sense   of  the  Honse, 
and  after  the  division  has  been  taken 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House  is  to  be 
declared  to  be,  not  the  opinion  of  th* 
majority,  not  the  opinion  of  two-thizdi^ 
but  the  opinion  of  one-third.    Is  it  pos- 
sible to  have  a  greater  inoonsiBten^f 
Gould  anything  more  inconsistent  with 
the  principle  on  which  we  are  aocni- 
tomed  to  act  be  introduced  ?    But,  Sirj 
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leaving  alto^^ther  aside  the  arithmetioal 
oaloulation  mto  which  many  Members 
have  been  drawn,  what  appears  to  me 
to  be  the  practical  question  is  whether 
or  not  the  evident  sense  of  the  House 
is  to  be  declared  to  be  as  we  propose  it 
should  be — by  a  majority  ascertained  in 
the  ordinary  manner,  and  without  un- 
duly limiting  in  any  degree  the  freedom 
of  debate.  Now,  Sir,  the  answer  to  that 
queetiDn  depends  in  a  great  degree  on 
the  sense  you  attach  to  the  term  "  free- 
dom of  debate."  If,  some  three  or 
fbur  nights  ago,  or  some  six  months 
ago,  we  could  have  arrived  at  some  gene- 
tSl  understanding  as  to  the  meaning 
of  that  term,  the  debates  might  have 
been  gpreatly  curtailed.  We  mean  by 
freedom  of  debate  that  every  subject 
which  18  brought  before  the  House 
should  receive  full  and  adequate  discus- 
sion, but  no  more  than  full  and  adequate 
discussion.  There  is  no  subject  upon 
which  there  is  more  than  a  certain 
amount  that  can  be  said.  When  cer- 
tain arguments  have  been  ureed,  when 
certain  points  have  been  stated,  no  more 
in  the  way  of  discussion  can  usefully 
take  place.  Bepetition  of  the  same  ar- 
gumenta,  endless  reiteration  of  the  same 
points  do  not  tend  to  strengthen  the 
arguments  ot  to  make  the  points  clearer. 
On  the  contrary,  they  rather  tend  to 
dilute  and  weaken  the  force  of  the  argu- 
ments, and  to  obscure  the  deamess  of 
the  points  which  have  been  raised.  That 
is  the  practical  view  taken  by  hon. 
Members  of  the  House  in  their  indi- 
vidual capacity.  When  an  important 
debate  is  begun,  Members  listen  with 
attention  to  two  or  three  of  the  first 
speeches,  and  return  to  the  House  when 
some  speaker,  who  they  know  is  likely 
to  interest,  rises  to  address  the  House. 
But  daring  the  greater  portion  of  the 
debate  Members  absent  themselves  alto- 
gether, and  only  return,  as  I  have  said, 
to  listen  to  some  Member  who  they 
know  will  raise  some  new  point  or  ad- 
vance some  new  argument.  That  is 
what  has  haopened  in  the  course  of  this 
debate  itself.  Hon.  Members  opposite 
say  that  we  are  debating  a  subiect  of 
most  vital  importance,  afFectingthe  effi- 
oieney  and  nreedom  of  the  House  of 
Oommons,  and  they  are  horrified  if  any- 
thing is  said  about  limiting  the  length 
of  this  discussion,  or  if  anythin^^  were 
to  happen  to  bring  the  discussion  to 
an  abrupt  dose.    But  what  have  tkey 


done  themselves  ?  They  listened  with 
attention  while  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  {for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  addressed  the  House 
in  support  of  his  Amendment.  They  lis- 
tened to  the  reply  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
But  what  happened  during  the  remainder 
of  the  evening,  while  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bedford  rMr.  Whit- 
bread)  and  my  hon.  Friend  toe  Member 
for  the  University  of  London  (Sir  John 
Lubbock)  were  addressing  the  House — 
the  last  hon.  Member  even  arguing  your 
cause  ?  Even  while  the  right  hon.  6en- 
tleman  the  Member  for  South -West 
Lancashire  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Gross),  one 
of  the  Leaders  of  your  own  Party, 
was  addressing  you  in  support  of  the 
Amendment,  were  never  were  on  the 
Opposition  Benches,  or  on  the  Benches 
below  the  Gangway,  at  any  moment 
during  that  evening,  more  than  30  Mem- 
bers present.  On  the  whole  of  the  Oppo- 
sition Benches  above  and  below  the 
Chingway  there  were  never  more  than 
30  Members  present.  What  interest  did 
you  have  in  that  form  of  freedom  of 
debate,  and  what  impression  did  that 
discussion  produce  upon  your  minds? 
It  was  much  the  same  yesterday,  and  on 
that  occasion  the  original  sentiments  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  were 
listened  to  by  an  audience  of  only  40 
Members.  Perhaps  you  think  you  are 
informing  the  country  and  that  you  are 
informing  yourselves  of  what  is  going 
on  during  this  debate  ?  Sir,  one  passage 
there  was  in  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouohere)  with  which  I  agree, 
and  I  think  it  is  almost  the  only  one 
— I  do  not  believe  that  the  couatxy  does 
take  any  interest  in  these  protracted 
debates,  and  I  think  the  estimate  of 
from  6,000  to  10,000  throuffhout  the 
coimtry  of  l&e  readers  of  Parlia- 
mentary debates  is  probably  an  ex- 
tremely exaggerated  one.  To  what 
purpose,  then,  does  this  unlimited  pro« 
lixity  of  debate  tend  ?  Is  it  for  your 
own  instruction,  or  for  the  instruction  of 
the  country;  is  it  for  the  purpose  of 
raising  aiguments  which  require  to  be 
raised,  or  for  another  purpose?  This 
prolixity  of  discussion,  or,  as  you  call  it, 
ireedom  of  debate,  consumes  the  time  of 
the  House,  which  is  a  limited  quantity, 
and,  in  respect  of  the  Business  which  the 
House   has  to  transact,  an  extremely 
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limited  quantity ;  and  althougli  the  ar- 
guments used  may  do  little  to  instruct 
Members  of  this  House  or  the  mind  of 
the  country,  a  debate  unduly  prolonged 
has  this  effect — that  it  imposes  a  physi- 
cal obstacle  to  legislation  of  which  the 
minority  does  not  approve.     Taking  up 
the  question  of  freedom  of  debate,  I  ask, 
which  of  these  views  does  the  House 
take  of  it ;  does  it  regard  it  as  the  means 
of  instructing  its  own   and  the  public 
mind,  or  merely  as  a  means  of  wasting 
time  and  preventing  legislation  ?    I  be- 
lieve there  is  but  one  answer  to  the 
question  so  put,  and  that  we  must  all 
acknowledge  the  only  object  of  legiti- 
mate debate  to  be  the  complete  discus- 
sion of  the  subject;   while  any  object 
beyond  that  is  an  excrescence,  and  an 
abuse  which  has  arisen  from  the  forms 
of  our  Procedure,  and  which  ought  to  be 
disallowed  by  this  House.    We  are  told 
by  many  hon.  Members  who  have  spoken 
in  the  course  of  this  debate,  and  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Devon,  who  has  just  sat  down, 
that  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would,  in  practice, 
afford  greater  protection  to  small  mino- 
rities than  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    We  all  admit  that  the  great  dif- 
ficulty in  the  way  is  the  case  of  small 
minorities.    We  all  admit  that  small  mi- 
norities have  done  a  great  deal  in  times 
past  in  preparing  the  public  mind  for 
beneficial  legislative  changes,  and  we  all 
admit  that  there  is  gpreat  danger  lest,  in 
the  alterations  we  are  about  to  make 
in  our  Hules  of  Procedure,  minorities 
should  be  unduly  oppressed.   On  such  a 
point  as  this,  however,  it  is  not  at  all 
unfair  that  we  should  appeal  to  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Representatives  of  the  small 
minorities  themselves.  And  what  do  the 
Representatives  of  the  small  minorities 
tell  us  ?    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Halifax   (Mr.   Stansfeld), 
who  has  been,  during  a  g^eat  part  of 
a  long  Parliamentary  career,  and  who  is 
still  the  Representative  of  one  of  the 
small  minorities  in  this  House,  told  us 
in  his  speech  yesterday  that  he  held  the 
opinion  that  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment offered  greater  protection  to  small 
minorities  than  that  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  Again,  the  hon. 
Member  for  tlie  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  who  has  iust  spoken,  and  who  is 
pre-eminently  a  Representative  of  a  small 
minority,  unfortunately  opposed  to  the 
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opinion  entertained  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,   also  agrees  that  our  piopoBil 
affords  more  protection  to  the  opimons 
which  he  represents  than  thatsug^^ested 
by  the  right  hon.  ismd  learned  Gentle- 
man opposite,  apparently  in  their  in- 
terest.   Sir,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  North  Leicestershire    (Lord  John 
Manners)  appeared  to  me  altogether  to 
misapprehend  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Halifax.  ThenobleLoid 
appeared  to  think  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  claimed  that  every  Member 
of  a  small  minority  should  be  heard. 
That  was  not  the  argpiment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  nor  is  it  necessary,  in 
the  interests  of  any  minority,  that  eaoh 
of  its  Members  should  be  heard ;  all  that 
is  required  being,  as  was  a  short  time 
ago  well  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  that 
the  opinions  of  that  minority  should  be 
stated  ;  and,  so  long  as  these  are  follj 
laid  before  the  House,  it  does  not  signify 
whether  they  are  the  opinions  of  a  large 
minority  or  a  small  one.      But  what 
would  be  the  practical  effect  of  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  gen- 
tleman ?     It  has  been  admitted  on  all 
hands,  and  stated  alike  by  the  ndUe 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire,  and 
other  speakers,  that  its  practical  effect 
would  be  to  place  the  power  of  closing  a 
debate  in  the  hands  of  the  Leader  of  ue 
Opposition.  Reference  has  been  madetoa 
speech  which  I  delivered  on  this  snbjeot 
some  time  ag^,  and  I  should  have  been 
glad  if  some  Member  of  the  Opposition 
had  attempted  to  answer  the  argument 
I  then  made  use  of,  and  which  seems  to 
me  to  be  fatal  to  the  proposal  to  place 
this  power  in  the  hands  of  the  Leaoerof 
the  Opposition.     I  will  not  repeat  the 
argument  I  then  laid  before  the  Hoose. 
My    position,    however,   was,   that  by 
placing  such  a  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  you  place  it 
in  the  hands  of  one  who  has  no  respon- 
sibility for  the  exercise  of  it.    What  are 
you  to  do  in  a  case  where  the  Leader  dt 
the  Opposition  refuses  to  cdlow  the  Ques- 
tion to  be  put  upon  some  subject  which, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Ministry,  and  in 
the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  House, 
is  of  vital  importance  to  the  interests  ol 
the  country  ?    In  such  a  case  you  oannot 
make  the  Leader  of  the  majority  respon- 
sible for   the  failure  of  legislation  or 
policy,  if  he  has  done  all  that  lay  in 
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EiiB  power  to  carry  it  into  effect.  Nor 
can  yoa  make  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
ntion  responsible,  because  he  is  not  in  a 
position  to  assume  responsibility  in  the 
matter.  The  result  of  accepting  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Sentleman  would  therefore  be  that,  for 
the  first  time  in  the  history  of  your  Pro- 
oediire,  you  would  place  power  in  the 
liands  of  one  whom  you  cannot  hold  re- 
iponsible  for  exercising  it.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  says 
khat  the  Liberal  Party  have  always  been 
inaeh  more  factious  in  Opposition  than 
the  Conservative  Party ,  and  had  more  un- 
iparingly  used  the  power  of  Obstruction. 
r do  not  know  what  may  be  the  conduct 
)f  the  Liberal  Party  in  future ;  but  when 
mch  a  charge  is  brought  against  the 
Liberal  Party  in  the  past,  it  would,  I 
think,  have  been  more  to  the  purpose  if 
lome  instance  had  been  brought  forward 
in  which  they  had  obstructed  the  Con- 
lervative  Party  when  in  power.  [An 
tion.  MxMBEB :  The  Educational  Endbw- 
adent  Bill.]  I  recollect  a  debate  of  some 
length  upon  a  most  objectionable  mea- 
rore,  introduced  by  a  Conservative  Go- 
remment ;  but  I  should  be  surprised  to 
learn  that  the  opposition  we  felt  it  our 
duty  to  offer  on  that  occasion  took  up 
one-half  the  time  which  has  been  con- 
lumed  in  the  discussion  of  this  Amend- 
ment. But,  whatever  may  be  the  use 
made  of  this  power  in  future,  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  the  power 
now  sought  to  be  conferred  on  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  would  be 
a  baneful  and,  perhaps,  a  fatal  gift. 
I  do  not  see  how  it  would  be  pos- 
sible for  a  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
to  use  it  without  placing  himself  in  a 
dilemma,  because  its  exercise  must  lead 
either  to  a  waste  of  public  time,  or  to 
the  discredit  and  destruction  of  his  own 
Party.  Sir,  that  is  a  position  which 
would  seem  to  be  undesirable  for  any 
Opposition  to  occupy ;  and  the  power  so 
placed  is,  therefore,  in  my  opinion,  one 
which  would  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
conduce  to  the  order  of  our  debates,  or 
to  the  interest  of  the  public.  But  there 
is  another  point  which  has  been  referred 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Eipon  (Mr.  Goschen) — 
namely,  that  this  power,  if  permitted  to 
be  used  by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, would  have  an  inevitable  tendency 
to  promote  a  most  objectionable  prac- 
tice of   compromise  between   the  ^wo 


Front  Benches.  The  Gbvemment  would 
go,  upon  occasion,  to  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  and  say — '*  Are  you  prepared 
to  assist  us  in  the  matter  of  this  debate, 
which,  in  our  opinion,  has  been  unduly 
protracted  ?  "  The  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position would  reply — **It  is  possible 
that  the  debate  has  been  extended  to 
somewhat  too  great  a  length  ;  but  it  is  a 
great  concession  you  are  asking  from  us. 
What  will  you  give  us  in  return  ?  "  And 
he  would  probably  ask  for  the  abandon- 
ment of  some  measure,  or  of  some  course 
of  action  which  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  follow.  In  fact,  he  would  be 
almost  bound  not  to  give  such  great  as- 
sistance to  the  Government  unless  some- 
thing in  return  were  obtained.  I  need 
hardly  observe  that  compromises  made 
in  this  House,  in  consequence  of  open 
argument,  are  very  different  in  their 
character  from  those  which  we  might 
expect  to  see  extorted  from  the  Govern- 
ment in  return  for  the  exercise  of  this 
rwer  by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
have  already  referred  to  the  speech 
which  I  made  on  this  subject  in  March 
last,  one  part  of  which  seems  to  me  to 
have  received  a  very  unnecessary  and 
unfair  amount  of  attention.  It  is  charged 
against  me  that  I  not  only  indicated  the 
measures  which  the  Government  seek  to 
pass  by  moans  of  this  Procedure,  but 
also  the  Members  of  the  House  against 
whom  it  is  to  be  used.  Now,  I  think 
that  charge  would  never  have  been 
urged  by  anyone  who  took  the  trouble 
to  read  attentively  the  speech  I  made. 
I  was  not  attempting  to  indicate  in  any 
way  the  manner  in  which  this  Hule 
would  be  put  in  practice,  but  was  argu- 
ing against  the  position,  maintained  by 
some  Members  of  the  House,  that  the 
closing  power  was  unnecessary,  and  that 
Obstruction  should  be  dealt  with  by  penal 
Procedure.  I  was  arguing  that  the  time 
of  the  House  was  unduly  consumed  by 
Members  acting  perfectly  within  their 
rights,  against  whom  it  would  be  unfair  to 
proceed  in  any  penal  manner,  but  who 
were,  from  a  mistaken  sense  of  duty, 
often  guilty  of  occupying  an  inordinate 
share  of  the  time  of  the  House.  I  may 
have  been  mistaken,  and  if,  in  so  speak- 
ing, I  offended  any  hon.  Member  of  this 
House,  I  beg  to  express  my  most  sincere 
regret  for  having  done  so;  but  I  was 
endeavouring  to  show  that  the  House 
should  have  the  means  of  defending 
itself  against  unwarrantable   intrusion 
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upon  its  time,  without  resorting  to  penal 
Procedure.     I  have  no  difficulty  in  un- 
derstanding the  position,  and  I  can,  to 
some  extent,  sympathize  with  the  feel- 
ings of  those  who  are  offering  a  decided 
and  direct  opposition  to  the  proposal  of 
the  Govemment.     I  can  understand  that 
those  who  are  not  directly  responsible 
for  the  conduct  of  affairs  do  not  feel  as 
strongly,  perhaps,  as  we  do,  all  the  in- 
convenience, all  the  actual  danger  of  the 
delay  and  difficulty  which  now  besets 
the  progress  of  almost    every  kind  of 
Public  Business.     And  I  can  also  under- 
stand that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who 
are  not  in  general  of  opinion  that  any 
considerable  legislative  changes  are  re- 
quired, are  averse  from  alterations  in  our 
Procedure  which  are  apparently  intended 
to  render  those  legislative  changes  pos- 
sible.    But  I  ask  whether  they  think 
that  the  barrier  in  which  they  place  so 
much  reliance — the  Obstruction  which 
can  be  offered  by  delay,  concealed  under 
the  name  of  discussion — will  ultimately 
prove  to  be  a  strong  and  valid  barrier 
against  legislation?      The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  told    you 
yesterday  that  the  dyke  to  which  ric^ht 
hon.  Gentlemen  attached  so  much  im- 
portance would  soon  be  swept  away. 
Do  you  think  that  the  process  of  delay- 
ing measures  by  the  simple  method  of 
talking  against  them,   the   barrier  you 
now  possess,  would  really  stand  against 
the    strongly-expressed    desire    of   the 
people  for  any  measure  of  legislation  ? 
That  feeble  barrier  would,  undoubtedly, 
be  swept  away  by  any  strong  current  or 
wave  of  popular  opinion,  and    to  rest 
upon  the  contrary  belief   would  be  to 
dwell  in  a  fool's  paradise.      I  believe 
you  will  find  a  stronger  and  firmer  secu- 
rity   in   raising    the    character  of  the 
debates  in  this  House,  and  in  restoring  to 
them  the  interest  they  once  possessed,  and 
which  of  late  has  unquestionably  abated. 
But,  Sir,  whatever  may  be  your  opinion 
on  this  subject,  whatever  may  be  your 
opinion  as  to  the  Hule  itself  which  the 
Government  is  proposing,  I  cannot  be- 
lieve that  the  House  of  Commons,  pro- 
pared,  as  it  is,  to  assent  in  principle  to 
a  Motion  of  this  kind,  will,  at  the  same 
time,  introduce  into  it  conditions  which 
will,  while  destroying  the  efficiency  of 
the  Hule,  import  into  our  proceedings  an 
innovation  hitherto  unheard  of — which 
will  destroy  the  sense  of  responsibility 
of  those  who  are  responsible  for  the  pro-  I 
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oeedings  in  the  House,  and  plaoe  in  ihs 
hands  of  those  who  are  not  responnbls 
a  power  which  they  will  have  no  metni 
of  exercising  for  the  public  g^ood. 

Mb.  C ALLAN  said,  he  oould  notgiTO 
a  silent  vote  in  the  division  which  wu 
about  to  take  place.     He  must  conieM 
he  was  an  unwilling  and  reluctant  par- 
ticipator in  that  decision.      He  quite 
agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber  for    Woodstock    (Lord    Bandolph 
Churchill),  who  spoke  yesterday,  that  a 
two-thirds'  majority  was  much  more  ob- 
jectionable than  even  a  bare  majority. 
He  (Mr.  Callan)  would  prefer  a  three- 
fifths'  majority,  because,  in  that  case,  the 
cldture  could  not  be  applied  to  either 
side  in  the  House  without  the  sanction 
and  the  oomplicity  of  the  Irish  Paitj. 
He  remembered  tiiat  the  last  time  they 
were  asked  to  vote  as  a  Party  was  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Irish  Land 
Bill — a  Bill  beneficial  to  the  Irish  people 
— and  upon  that  occasion  they  were 
asked  to  abstain  from  voting  beeaose  of 
the  arrest  of  one  of  their  Party.    The? 
were  asked  to  vote  to-night,  and  he  and 
many   of  his  Friends  were,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  mandate  of  their  Party,  to 
be  dragged  at  the  wheels  of  a  coeroife 
(jK)vernment.    In  the  Session  of  1880, 
when  they  took  their  place  in  the  House, 
they  were  a  Party  of  upwards  of  60 ; 
but  now  he  found,   in  consequence  of 
a  number  of  their  Party  having  ffone 
gradually  to  the  ranks  of  those  vnom 
the  Prime  Minister  so  happily  called 
"the  nominal  Home  Bulers,"  there wen^ 
in  fact,  only  one  or  two  who  might  be 
called ' '  the  LastRosesof  Summer.'  Some 
of  the  nominal  Home  Rulers,  or  Whigii 
who  sat  on  his  side  of  the  House,  mil 
professed  to  belong  to  the  Irish  Par^. 
There  need  be  no  secrecy  observed,  be- 
cause it  was  stated  to-night,  in  the 
newspapers,  that  the  division,  on  which 
23  votes  in  the  forthcoming  division  de- 
pended, was  carried  merely  by  the  cset- 
ing  vote  of  the  Chairman  of  the  meetiiig 
(Mr.  Pamell).     The  Irish  Party  woold 
have  been  abstainers  from  the  divisioB 
to-night,  but  for  the  votes  of  one  or  two 
nominal  Home  Bulers.     It    was  veD 
that  the  country  should  know  that  the 
Irish  Party  were  so  united  that  some  of 
them  would  even  consent  to  vote  with  the 
Govemment  upon  this  question,  rathir 
than  be  disobedient  to  the  deoision  d 
their  Party,  though  that  decision  might 
be  brought  about  by  the  votes  of  one  or 
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two  airani  Whigs  in  their  midst.  He 
wished  it  to  be  quite  dear  that  he  and 
others  were  about  to  vote  out  of  obedi- 
ence to  their  Party's  mandate,  and  not 
as  supporters  of  a  coercive  and  atro- 
cious GoTomment. 

Question  put. 

The     House  divided  :  —  Ayes    238  i 
Noes  322  :    Majority  84. 


AYES. 


Alexander,  (Jolonel 
Alliopp,  C. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Archdale,  W.  H. 
ABhmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Aylmer,  J.  E.  F. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Balfour,  A.  J. 
Baring,^.  C. 
Bame,  F.  St.  J.  N. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bateson,  Sir  T. 
Beach,rt.lion.  SirM.H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bellinghaxn,  A.  H. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hon.  G.  G. 
Beresford,  G.  Do  la  P. 
Biddell  W. 
Birkbeck,  E. 
Blackbnme,  Col.  J.  I. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bourke,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Brise,  Colonel  R. 
Broadley,  W.  H.  H. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Brooks,  W.  C. 
Brace,  Sir  H.  H. 
Brace,  hon.  T. 
Bulwer,  J.  R. 
Borghley,  Lord 
Bamal)y,G^eral  E.  S. 
Burrell,  Sir  W.  W. 
Buxton,  Sir  R.  J. 
Cameron,  D. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carden,  Sir  R.  W. 
Oastlereagh,  Yisconnt 
Cecil,  Lord  KH.B.a. 
Chaine,  J. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Chr&tie,  W.  L. 
Clive,  Col.  hon.  Q.  W. 
Coddington,  W. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Collins,  T. 
Compton,  F. 
Coope,  O.  E. 
Cony,  J.  P. 
Cotton,  W.  J.  R. 
Coortauld,  G. 
Cowen,  J. 

Cross,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R.  A. 
Cubstt,  rt.  hon.  G. 
Dalrymple^  C. 


Davenport,  H.  T. 

Davenport,  W.  B, 

Dawnay,  Col.  hn.  L.  P. 

Dawnay,  hon.  G.  C. 

De  Worms,  Baron  H. 

Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 

Digby,  Col.  hon.  E. 

Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 

Donaldson-Hudson,  C. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 

Dundas,  hon.  J.  C. 

Dyke,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W.  H. 

Eaton,  H.  W. 

Ecroyd,  W.  F. 

Egeiion,  hon.  W. 

Elcho,  Lord 

ElHot,  G.  W. 

Elliot,  Sir  G. 

Emlyn,  Viscount 

Ennis,  Sir  J. 

Estcourt,  G.  S. 

FeildeUyMajor-General 
R.  J. 

Fellowes,  W.  H. 

Fenwick-Bisset,  M. 

Fihner,  Sir  E. 

Finch,  G.  H. 

Fitzpatrick,  hn.  B.E.B. 

Fitzwilliam,   hon.    C. 
W.  W. 

Fitzwilliam,  hn.  H.  W. 

Fitzwilliam,  hon.  W.  J. 

Fletcher,  Sir  H. 

Floyer,  J. 

Folkestone,  Viscount 

Forester,  C.  T.  W. 

Fort,  R. 

Foster,  W.  H. 

Fowler,  R.  N. 

Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 

Freshfield,  C.  K. 

Galway,  Viscount 

Gkurdner,  R.  Richard- 
son- 
Gamier,  J.  C. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  E. 

Giffard,  Sir  H.  S. 

Goldney,  Sir  G. 

Gk>och,  Sir  D. 

Gore-Langton,  W.  S. 
Grantham,  W. 
Greene,  E. 
Greer,  T. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
Grey,  A.  H.  G. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  I.  T. 


Hamilton,  right  hon. 

LordG. 
Haroourt,  E.  W. 
Harvey,  Sir  R.  B.     * 
Hay,  rt.  hon.  Admiral 

Sir  J.  CD. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hicks,  E. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hill,  Lord  A.  W. 
Hinchingbrook,  Vise. 
Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 
Home,  Lt.-Col.  D.  M. 
Hope,  rt.hn.  A.  J.B.  B. 
Hubbard,  rt.  hon.  J.  G. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Johnstone,  Sir  F. 
Eennard,  CoL  E.  H. 
Eennaw^,  Sir  J.  H. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Knightley,  Sir  R. 
Enowles,  T. 
Lacon,  Sir  E.  H.  K. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Lechmere,  SirE.  A.  H. 
Leph,  W.  J, 
Leigh,  R. 
Leighton,  Sir  B. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lever,  J.  O. 
Levett,  T.  J. 
Lewis,  C.  E. 
Lewi^iam,  Viscount 
Lindsay,  Sir  R.  L. 
Loder,'K. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lowther,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 
Mac  Iver,  D. 
Macnaghten,  E. 
M<Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marriott,  W.  T. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Miles,  C.  W. 
Miles,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Monckton,  F. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Moss,  R. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mulholland,  J. 
Murray,  C.  J. 
Newdegate,  0.  N. 
Newport,  Viscount 
Nicholson,  W. 
Nicholson,  W.  N. 
Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
North,  Colonel  J.  S. 
Northcote,  H.  S. 


Northoote,  rt.  hon.  Siv 

S.  H. 
Onslow,  D. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Patrick,  R.  W.  Coch- 

ran- 
Peek,  Sir  H. 
Pell,  A. 

Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Percy,  Lord  A. 
Phipps,  C.  N.  P. 
Phipps,  P. 

Pluntet,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Raikes,  it.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  0.  T. 
Rolls,  J.  A. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Ross,  C.  C. 
Round,  J. 
St.  Aubyn,  W.  M. 
Salt,  T. 

Sandon,  Viscount 
Schreiber,  C. 
Sclater-Booth,  rtJtm.G. 
Scott,  Lord  H. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Seely,C.  (Nottingham) 
Selwin  -  Xbbetaon,   Sir 

H.J. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 
Shaw,  W. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Stanhope,  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  rt.  hon.  Col. 

F.  A. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Thomson,  H. 
Thomhill,  T. 
Tollemache,hon.'W.  F. 
TVler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
Walter,  J. 
Warburton,  P.  E. 
Warton,  C.  N. 
Welby-Gregory,SirW. 
Whitley,  E. 
Williams,  Colonel  O. 
Wibnot,  Sir  H. 
Wihnot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wroughton,  P. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TBLLBBS. 

Crichton,  Viscount 
Winn,  R. 


Acland,  C.  T.  D. 
Adand,  Sir  T.  t). 


NOES. 

Agnew,  W. 
Allen,  W.  6. 

IThirteenth  Ni^ht.l 
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Amory,  Sir  J.  H. 
Armitage,  B. 
Armitstead,  G. 
Arnold,  A. 
Asher,  A. 
Ashleyi  hon.  E.  M. 
Baldwin,  E. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Balfour,  J.  B. 
Balfour,  J.  S. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  Yiflcount 
Barnes,  A. 
Barran,  J. 
Bass,  Sir  A. 
Bass,  H. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Baxter,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Blako,  J.  A. 
Blennerhassett,  Sir  B. 
Bolton,  J.  0. 
Borlaso,  W.  C. 
Brand,  H.  R. 
Brassey,  H.  A. 
Brassey,  Sir  T, 
Brett,  K.  B. 
Briggs,  W.  E. 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Bright,  J.  (Manchester) 
Brinton,  J. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brogden,  A. 
Brooks,  M. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  rt.  hon.  Lord  0. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Brj'ce,  J. 
Buchajian,  T.  R. 
Burt,  T. 
Buszard,  M.  0. 
Butt,  C.  P. 
Buxton,  F.  W, 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Callan,  P. 
Cameron,  0. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Campbell-  Bannerman, 

M. 
Carbutt,  E.  H. 
Carington,  hon.  R. 
Cartwright,  W.  C. 
Causton,  R.  E. 
Cavendish,  Lord  E. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chambers,  Sir  T. 
Cheetham,  J.  F. 
Childers,  rt.  hn.  H.C  J!. 
Clarke,  J.  0. 
ClifiFord,  C.  0. 
Cohen,  A. 
Ceilings,  J. 
Collins,  E. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Colthurst,Col.D.  LaT. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Corbett,  J. 
Cotes,  0.  0. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 


Cowper,  hon.  H.  F. 
Craig,  W.  Y. 
Creyke,  R. 
Cropper,  J. 
Cross,  J.  E. 
Cunliffe,  Sir  R.  A. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Daly,  J. 
Davey,  H. 
Da  vies,  D. 
Davics,  R. 
Davios,  "W. 
Dawson,  C. 
Dickson,  J. 
Dickson,  T.  A. 
Dilke,  Sir  C.  W. 
Dilke,  A.  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  i. 

Dodson,  rt.  hon.  J.  G. 
Duckham,  T. 
DuflF,  R.  W. 
Earp,  T. 
Edwards,  H. 
Edwards,  P. 
Egerton,  Adm.  hon.  F. 
Errington,  G. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Fairbaim,  Sir  A. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Fawcett,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Fay,  C.  J. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Ffolkes,  Sir  W.  H.  B. 
Findlater,  W. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  E. 
Flower,  C. 
Foljambe,  C.  G.  S. 
Forster,  rt.  hon.  W.E. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fowler,  W. 
Fry,  L. 
Fry,  T. 
Gabbett,  D.  F. 
Gill,  H.  J. 
Givan,  J. 

Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  W.  E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Glyn,  hon.  S.  C. 
Gordon,  Sir  A. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Gower,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 
Grafton,  F.  W. 
Grant,  A. 
Grant,  D. 
Grant,  Sir  G.  M. 
Gray,  E.  D. 
Grenfcll,  W.  H. 
Guest,  M.  J. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hamilton,  J.  G.  C. 
Harcourt,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Hayter,  Sir  A.  D. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Heneage,  E. 


Hcrschell,  Sir  F. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Hill,  T.  R. 
Holden,  I. 
Holland,  S. 
Hollond,  J.  R. 
Holms,  J. 
Hopwood,  C.  H. 
Howard,  E.  S. 
Howard,  G.  J. 
Howard,  J. 
niing^orth,  A. 
Inderwick,  F.  A. 
James,  C. 
James,  Sir  H. 
James,  W.  H. 
Jardine,  R. 
Jenkins,  Sir  J.  J. 
Jemingham,  H.  E.  H. 
Johnson,  rt.  hon.  W.  M. 
Johnson,  E. 
Jones-Parry,  L. 
Eingscote,  CoL  R.N.  F. 
Elinnear,  J. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Laing,  S. 
Lalor,  R. 

Lambton,  hon.  F.  W. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  W. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Lea,  T. 
Leake,  R. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Lee,  H. 

Lefevre,  rt.  hn.  G.  J.  S. 
Leigh,  hon.  G.  H.  C. 
Lloyd,  M. 
Lusk,  Sir  A. 
Lymington,  Viscount 
Lyons,  R.  D. 
M'Arthur,  A. 
M*Arthur,  W. 
McCarthy,  J. 
M'Clure,  Sir  T. 
M*Coan,  J.  C. 
Macfarlane,  D.  H. 
M'Intyre,  JSneas  J. 
M'Eenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
Mackie,  R.  B. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
Macliver,  P.  S. 
M'Minnies,  J.  G. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
Marjoribanks,  E. 
Martin,  P. 
Martin,  R.  B. 
Ma8kelyne,M.H.Story- 
Matheson,  Sir  A. 
Maxwell-Heron,  J. 
Meldon,  C.  H. 
Mellor,  J.  W. 
Molloy,  B.  C. 
Monk,  0.  J. 
Moreton,  Lord 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  O. 
Morley,  A. 
Morley,  S. 

Mundella,  rt.hon.  A.  J. 
Noel,  E. 


Nolan,  CdondJ.P. 

Norwood,  CM. 

0'Beime,Col(ndV. 

O'Brien,  Sir  P. 

O'Connor,  A. 

O'Connor,  T.  P. 

O'Donoghue,  TIm 

0'Gh>rman  Mahon,  OiL 
The 

O'Eelly,  J. 

O'ShaughneiiT,  B. 

O'Shea,  W.  H. 

O'Sullivan,  W.  E 

Otway,  Sir  A. 

Paget,  T.  T. 

Palmer,  C.  M. 

Palmer,  G. 

Palmer,  J.  H. 

Parker,  C.  8. 

Pamell,  C.  S. 

X  ease,  rt » 

Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 

Peddie,  J.  D. 

Peel,  A.  W. 

Pender,  J. 

Pennington,  F. 

Philips,  R  N. 
Porter,  A.  M. 

Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  J.  O'C. 
Price,  Sir  R.  G. 
Pugh,  L.  P. 
Pulley,  J. 
Ram,P. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Redmond,  J.  E. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Rendel,  8. 
Richard,  H. 
Richardson,  T. 
Roberts,  J. 
Robertson,  H. 
Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Rothschild.  Sir  KJCii 
Roundell,  C.  8. 
Russell,  Lord  A 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  G.  W.  E. 
Samuelscm,  B. 
Samuelson,  H. 
•  Sellar,  A.  C. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheil,E. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Shield,  H. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J> 
Sinclair,  Sir  J.  G.  T. 
Slagg,  J. 
Smith,  E. 
Spencer,  hon.  0.  B. 
Stanley,  hon.  £.  L 
Stansf  eld,  rt  hoD.  J* 
Stanton,  W.  J. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stewart,  J. 
Storey,  S. 
Stuart,  H.  V. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Synan,  £.  J. 
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TUbot,  G.  U.  M.  Whitbread,  S. 

Tayistock,  Mazqueaa  of  Whitworth,  B. 

Tezmant,  0.  Wiggin,  H. 

Thomaaaon,  J.  P.  WilliamB,  S.  C.  E. 

Thompson,  T.  0.  WiUiamson,  8. 

TiUett,  J.  H.  Willis,  W. 

Tracy,  hon.  F.  8.  A.  Wills,  W.  H. 

Hanborj-  Wilson,  C.  H. 

TreYelyan,rt.  hn.  G.  O.  Wilson,  I. 

Vemey,  Sir  H.  Wilson,  Sir  M. 

Yillien,  rt.  hon.  G.  P.  Wodehouse,  E.  II* 

ViTian,  A.  P.  Woodall,  W. 

Vivian,  Sir  H.  H.  Woolf,  8. 
Waterlow,  Sir  S.  H. 
Wangh,  E.  tellebs. 

Webater,  J.  Orosvenor,  Lord  R. 

Wballey,  G.  H.  Kensington,  Lord 

Main  Qaestion,   as    amended,   again 
proposed. 

Debate  arising ; 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  One  o'clock. 
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The  Khedive's  Egyptian  Army  has 
ceased  to  exist,  and  Sir  Oamet  Wolseley 
as  Military  Governor  of  Oairo  considered 
that  Her  Majesty's  troops,  which  on  this 
occasion  were  to  a  large  extent  Mussul- 
mans, should  g^ve  the  same  salute  as 
that  given  by  Egjrptians.  Their  presence 
was,  in  fact,  essential  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  order  on  an  occasion  of  great 
annual  interest,  when  large  numbers  of 
the  population  in  and  around  Oairo  are 
collected.  Section  2,  paragraph  70,  of 
the  Queen's  Begulations,  especially 
sanctions  such  salutes  as  may  have  been 
customary  on  these  occasions,  and  I 
consider  that  Sir  Oamet  Wolseley  acted 
in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  that 
Begulation. 


tf^l*««*«#4^«^*^«^W^* 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  9rd  November,  1 882. 


QUESTIONS. 

ARMY  (MILITARY  EXPEDITION)— PRE- 
8ENCE    OF    THE    COMMANDER-IN- 
CHIEF    AT    THE    DEPARTURE    OF 
THE  MECCA  CARPET. 
Mb.  B.  N.  FOWLEB  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
can  g^ve  the  House  any  explanation  of 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  Com- 
mander  in  Chief   and   Her  Majesty's 
troops  attended  the  departure  of  the 
Holy  Carpet  for  Mecca  ? 

Mb.  CKILDEBS:  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  say  that 
I  have  discussed  this  question  with  Sir 
Garnet  Wolseley,  who  has  furnished  me 
with  a  Memorandum,  which,  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  move  for  it,  shall  be 
laid  on  the  Table.  The  facts,  in  short, 
are  that  no  people  are  more  averse  to 
idolatry  than  Mussulmans,  and  that  no 
worship  is  paid  to  the  Mecca  Carpets 
presented  by  the  Sultan  and  Khedive 
respectively,  but  that  the  Howdah  or 
litter,  whidi  is  supposed  to  represent  the 
presence  of  the  Suzerain,  has  always 
been  the  object  of  honours,  and  is 
annually  saluted  as  the  Queen's  Colours 
are  saluted  throughout  Her  Dominions. 


THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— LON- 
DONDERRY MAGISTRATES. 

Mb.  MACABTNEY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  a  report  contained  in  the 
** Irish  Times"  of  Tuesday,  the  24th 
October,  giving  an  account*  of  a  case 
brought  before  the  bench  of  magistrates 
at  Londonderry  on  the  previous  day,  in 
which  a  man  named  Patrick  Wray  was 
accused  of  having  publicly  cursed  the 
Queen  and  Constitution ;  whether  it  is 
true  that  Mr.  O'Neill,  one  of  the  magis- 
trates trying  the  case,  used  the  follow- 
ing language  while  the  prosecutor,  Ser- 
jeant Major  Pigeon,  of  the  East  York- 
shire Begiment,  was  giving  his  evi- 
dence : — '*  It  is  a  mere  cooking  up  of  a 
case,  and  nothing  else ;  "  and  later  on : 
"It  is  making  a  mountain  of  a  mole- 
hill," and  otner  remarks  of  a  like 
nature ;  and,  whether  he  will  make  an 
inquiry  into  the  circumstances  of  the 
case? 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN  :  Sir,  I  have  seen 
the  account  of  the  case  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member;  but  I  do  not  see  any 
reason  for  inquiry  into  the  circumstances. 
Indeed,  I  have  no  power  to  order  such 
an  inquiry,  because  any  complaint 
against  a  magistrate  for  his  conduct 
while  acting  m  his  judicial  capacity 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— CHARGE 
OF  "MOONLIGHTING"  AGAINST 
<'  EMERGENCY  MEN  "  AT  MTJRROE. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Seore- 
taiy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 


755 


Public  Health 


{COMMONS] 


{IrdmuTj. 


756 


Is  it  a  faot  that  the  emergency  or  pro- 
perty defence  men,  tried  for  '*  moon- 
lighting "  on  the  23rd  October  at  Mur- 
roe,  were  discharged,  though  three  re- 
spectable witnesses  fully  identified  them, 
and  positively  swore  they  were  the  men 
who  with  blackened  faces  demanded 
money  and  arms  from  them  on  the  night 
of  the  10th  October;  whether  the  only 
evidence  to  rebut  this  was  that  given  by 
other  emergency  men,  comrades  of  the 
prisoners  ;  whether  one  of  the  accused, 
named  Parker,  is  the  individual  a  short 
time  since  charged  with  deliberately 
firing  on  some  children  in  Cappamore, 
and  who  still  more  recently  underwent 
a  month's  imprisonment  for  assaulting 
the  police,  and  whether  ho  had  been  only 
a  few  days  out  of  gaol ;  and,  whether 
the  Government  will  allow  such  persons 
to  carry  firearms  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  I  have  read 
the  papers  in  this  case  with  groat  atten- 
tion, and  I  consider  it  my  duty  to  refer 
them  to  the  Attorney  General  for  his 
advice  upon  the  subject.  I  shall  see 
that  the  matter  is  brought  before  the 
notice  of  the  licensing  officor,  who  will 
decide  whether  this  is  a  proper  person 
to  be  trusted  with  a  licence  for  fire- 
arms. 

Mr.  IIEALY  said,  ho  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  a  specific 
reply  to  the  latter  part  of  his  Question. 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  it  would  be  right  to  answer 
fully  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
at  the  present  time.  On  a  future  day 
the  hon.  Member  might,  if  he  should 
think  fit,  repeat  his  inquiry. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)— MURDER  OF 
A  WOMAN  AT  ONITSCHA. 

Mr.  EERINGTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  been  called  to  the  trial 
and  conviction  at  Sierre  Leone  of  two 
ex-employes  of  the  Church  Missionary 
Societv  for  the  murder  of  a  woman  at 
Onitscha  on  the  Niger;  and,  whether, 
considering  tho  gravity  of  this  case,  as 
well  as  the  long  delay  of  five  years  which 
elapsed  before  the  culprits  were  brought 
to  justice,  Iler  Majesty's  Government 
will  consider  the  expediency  of  directing 
its  representatives,  especially  on  the  oil 
rivers,  to  exercise  greater  vigilance  in 
the  detection  and  punishment  of  out- 
rages on  Natives  ? 

Jlr,  M$aly 


Mr.  EVELYT^  ASHLEY  :  Sir,  OiuV 
Bcha,  where  this  crime  was  committed, 
is  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  any  of  tiiA 
African  Colonies,  and  the  delay  in  bring- 
ing the  criminals  to  justice  may  be  a- 
plained  by  the  fact  that  it  was  not  till 
the  early  part  of  1880  that  any  adequite 
evidence  was  obtained,  when  the  Admi- 
nistrator of  Lagos  forwarded  it  to  tbA 
Colonial  Office.     It  must  further  be  re- 
membered that  a  cumbrous  Gommiesioii 
under    the  provisions  of    two  Acts  of 
George  III.  was  the  only  means  where- 
by the  prosecution  could  be  carried  oat, 
and  that  prisoners  and  witnesses  had  to 
be  fetched  and  brought  down  a  distance 
of  2,000  miles  to  Sierra  Leone.    On  the 
whole,  I  must  congratulate  oar  repre- 
sentatives on  the  coast  for  the  perse- 
verance and  success   with   which  they 
have  pursued  the  authors  of  the  most 
abominable  cruelties.     The  terms  of  • 
now  Order  in  Council  are  under  conn- 
deration,  under  which  it  is  hoped  that 
British  subjects  guilty  of  crimes  withia 
the  Consular  jurisdiction  on  the  West 
Coast  of  Africa  may  be   more   easQj 
punished. 

rUBLIC  HEALTH  (IRELAND)— SCAKU- 
TINA  IN  ARKLOW. 

Mn.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  is  aware  that  scarla- 
tina broke  out  in  the  Constabulair  Ba^ 
rack  at  Arklow,  and  that  a  ohild  died  of 
the  disease ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Barrack  is  the  most  isolated  build- 
ing in  the  town,  and  has  two  vacant 
wings,  notwithstanding  which  fact  tlif 
medical  attendant  ordered  the  men's  fi^ 
milies  to  leave  and  go  into  lodginga  ia 
the  town,  to  the  great  consternation  of 
the  inhabitants ;  whether  this  order  wai 
carried  out  as  late  as  eleven  o'dook  at 
night ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  com- 
plaints were  made  against  the  head  eon- 
stable  for  taking  the  complaints  of  the 
men  against  the  medical  attendant,  and 
that  after  the  investigation  by  theodun^ 
inspector  the  head  constable  was  aent  to 
Connaught;  and,  finally,  whether  hewiU 
order  an  independent  inquiry  on  oalb 
into  the  whole  facts  of  the  case,  indad- 
ing  the  alleged  stoppage  of  one  shil- 
ling per  month  from  each  man's  pay  fiv 
medical  attendance  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  I  find.  Sir,  thi* 
scarlatina  did  break  out  in  the  Con^i^* 
lary  barrack  at  Arklow,  and  that  tvo 
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ohildreii  died  of  the  disease.  The  bar- 
rack is  the  meet  isolated  building  in  the 
town.  It  has  bat  one  vacant  wing,  which, 
in  consequence  of  the  outbreak  of  scar- 
latina, has  been  occupied  by  the  head 
constable's  family.  The  medical  atten- 
dant did  not  order  the  removal  of  the 
men's  families  from  the  barracks.  The 
children  were  removed  in  accordance 
with  the  Begulations  of  the  Force. 
Those  affected  were  sent  to  hospital, 
while  the  remainder  went  with  their 
parents  into  lodgings.  The  Sub-Inspec- 
tor states  that  he  is  not  aware  that  there 
was  any  consternation  in  the  town,  and 
that  all  the  children  had  left  the  barrack 
before  9  o'clock  in  the  evening.  The 
medical  attendant  did  complain  of  Head 
Constable  M'Coy  for  inviting  the  men 
to  express  dissatisfaction  and  want  of 
confidence  in  the  Medical  Officer;  but, 
while  the  Inspector  General  considered 
that  the  head  constable  was  wanting  in 
discretion  on  the  occasion,  no  censure  or 
punishment  was  administered.  The  head 
constable's  removal  to  Oastlerea  some 
time  afterwards  was  wholly  unconnected 
with  the  question  relative  to  the  medical 
attendant.  The  Inspector  General  in- 
forms me  positively  that  there  is  no 
stoppage  made  from  the  men's  pay  for 
medical  attendance,  and  I  cannot  see 
why  an  inquiry  on  oath  should  be  asked 
for. 

PKEVENnON    OF    CRIME    (IRELAND) 

ACT— GUN  LICENCES  (MR.  JAMES 

BOYLAN). 

Mb.  BIGGAE  (for  Mr.  Leaht^  asked 
the  CSiief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  On  what  grounds 
the  resident  magistrate  refused  a  gun 
licence  to  Mr.  James  Boylan,  of  Oar- 
bnry,  who  is  a  larg^  farmer,  and  was 
recommended  by  two  justices  of  the 
peace? 

Mb.  TEBVELTAN:  Sir,  the  Resident 
Magistrate,  in  the  exercise  of  his  dis- 
cretion as  licensing  officer  of  the  district, 
declined  to  grant  Mr.  Boylan  a  gun 
licence  unless  he  produced  a  certificate 
■nch  as  the  law  requires  from  two  ma- 
gistrates residing  in  the  district.  When- 
ever he  does  so,  the  Resident  Magistrate 
ifl  quite  prepared  to  grant  him  a  Hcence. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— RURAL 

LETTER  CARRIERS. 
CoLOKBL  O'BEIBNE  asked  tbe  Post- 
master  General,  Whether  it  is  true  that 


the  letter-carrier  between  Kesh  Carri- 
gan  and  Drumcong,  county  Leitrim,  has 
to  perform  his  duties  at  all  seasons 
of  the  year  and  chiefiy  during  the 
night,  only  receives  an  annual  salary  of 
£4  ld<.  6 J.  to  carry  the  letters  a  dis- 
tance of  ten  miles ;  and,  whether  it  is 
contemplated  to  make  any  revision  of 
the  scale  of  wages  of  rural  letter-carriers 
with  a  view  of  giving  an  increase  of 
salary? 

Mb.  FAWOETT  :  Sir,  the  facts  of  the 
case  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers  are 
simply  these.  The  sub-postmaster  of 
Drumcong  has  to  send  twice  a  day  to 
meet  the  mail  cart  at  Kesh  Oarrigan, 
a  distance  of  three-quarters  of  a  mile, 
and  for  this,  in  addition  to  his  allowance 
as  sub-postmaster,  he  receives  £5  a  year. 
He  ought  to  give  the  whole  of  this  sum 
to  the  letter  carrier  who  does  the  work ; 
I  find,  however,  he  gives  him  a  few 
shillings  less.  With  regard  to  the  lat- 
ter part  of  the  Question,  I  may  state 
that,  although  there  has  been  no  gene- 
ral revision  of  the  scale  of  wages  of 
rural  letter  carriers,  the  system  of  good- 
conduct  stripes,  which  has  hitherto  been 
confined  to  London,  has  now  been  ex- 
tended to  the  entire  country,  and  a  cer- 
tain number  of  these  stripes  will  be 
bestowed  on  the  rural  letter  carriers 
who  are  on  the  establishment.  I  mny 
add  that  the  introduetion  of  a  parcel 
post  will  probably  render  it  necessary 
in  numerous  instances  to  re-arrange  the 
duties  of  rural  letter  carriers. 

Mb.  SOHBEIBEB  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  when  the  parcel  post 
would  be  introduced  f 

Mn.  FAWOETT:  I  am  sorry  I  cannot 
state  with  certainty  when  it  ^nll  be  in- 
troduced. It  is,  as  I  have  already  said, 
very  undesirable  to  bring  it  into  opera- 
tion imtil  aU  our  arrangements  are  com- 
plete. No  effort  is  being  spared  to 
hasten  the  arrangements,  and  I  can  as- 
sure the  hon.  Member  and  the  House 
generally  that  the  very  moment  the  Post 
Office  is  ready  the  country  shall  not 
have  an  hour's  delay. 

Mb.  BBOADHIJEST  asked  when  the 
good-conduct  stripes  would  be  served 
out  to  the  rural  letter  carriers  ? 

Mb.  FAWOETT,  in  reply,  said, 
he  thought  that  the  arrangements  had 
already  been  made.  The  authorities 
were  then  engaged  in  finding  out  the 
letter  carriers  entitled  to  receive  the 
stripes. 
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VACCINATION  ACTS— BEDFORD 
MAGISTRATES. 

Me.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  a 
case  of  distraint  under  the  Vaccination 
Acts,  at  Bedford,  in  which,  for  a  fine 
of  11«.  U.,  laid  on  the  13th  March  1882, 
goods  have  been  seized  of  the  value  of 
eleven  guineas,  on  the  6th  September 
1882,  six  months  after  the  case  was 
heard,  and  while  the  parents  were 
mourning  for  the  loss  by  death  of  the 
child  for  the  non-vaccination  of  which 
the  prosecution  was  instituted ;  and,  if 
he  will  make  such  representations  to 
magistrates,  or  issue  such  instructions, 
as  will  prevent  in  future  similar  pro- 
ceedings? 

Sib  WILLIAM  IIAROOURT,  in 
reply,  said,  that  he  had  no  particular 
information  as  to  the  details  of  this  case  ; 
but  he  wished  to  point  out  to  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  that  he  had  no 
power  to  set  aside  the  decisions  of  magis- 
trates. He  had  often  stated  in  that 
House  that  he  had  no  power  to  issue 
instructions  to  magistrates  which  would 
prevent  them  from  putting  the  law  into 
execution.  If  the  law  were  put  into 
execution  in  a  manner  which  appeared 
to  be  harsh,  then  the  Secretary  of  State 
had,  under  limited  conditions,  the  power 
to  interfere  with  the  sentence  being 
carried  out;  but  he  had  no  power  to 
give  instructions  to  magistrates  how  to 
exercise  their  functions. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)— OCCURRENCES 
IN  BRITISn  SHERBRO. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  information  has  been  received 
respecting  occurrences  in  British  Sher- 
bro,  on  the  West  Coast  of  Africa,  in 
April  last ;  whether  the  town  of  Mattroo 
was  blown  up,  many  natives  slain,  and 
a  chief  named  Lahsarris  taken  prisoner 
by  a  force  commanded  by  the  Governor 
of  Sierra  Leone  ;  what  was  the  justifica- 
tion for  this  action,  and  whether  the 
chief  has  been  set  at  liberty;  and, 
whether  the  Despatch  of  the  Governor, 
relating  the  circumstances,  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  it  would  be  impossible  for 
him  to  fi^o  fully  or  fairly  into  the  matters 
to  which  this  Question  related  in  the 
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course  of  a  limited  answer.  He  tken- 
fore  proposed  at  once  to  lay  npoa  ihi 
Table  the  documents  which  would  siip^ 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  with  Am 
information  he  required.  With  re^ed 
to  the  Chief  Lahsarris,  he  might  say  thit 
he  was  still  in  custody  under  the  pro- 
visions of  an  order  passed  by  the  Legii- 
lature  of  Sierra  Leone  ? 

METROPOLITAN  IMPROVEMESTTS- 
HYDE  PARK  CORNER, 

Mr.  WARTON  asked  the  First  Com. 
missioner  of  Works,  Whether  any  con- 
tract has  been  entered  into  in  respect 
of  the  contemplated  alterations  near 
Hyde  Park  Comer ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
the  contractor  has  undertaken  to  remore 
the  arch  near  Hyde  Park  Oomer  bodflj 
to  its  new  position ;  and,  if  not,  if  hi 
could  stat«  why  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  Sir,  I  hm 
entered  into  a  contract  for  the  ezecntioii 
of  the  works  at  Hyde  Park  Comer,  and 
they  are  now  in  course  of  progmi. 
With  respect  to  the  Wellington  Arch,  I 
told  the  House  in  July  last  that  I  ex- 

Eected  it  would  be  moved  bodily.  I  had 
een  advised  by  more  than  one  autho- 
rity that  this  could  be  done  at  a  con- 
siderably less  cost  than  that  of  pulling  it 
down  and  rebuilding  it.  When,  how- 
ever, the  plans  for  removing  it  wen 
submitted  to  a  contractor,  it  was  fonnd 
that,  owing  partly  to  the  flimsy  con8trn^ 
tion  of  the  arch  and  partly  to  the  slippeiT 
nature  of  the  soil  on  which  it  wonU 
have  to  be  moved,  the  cost  of  the  removal 
was  about  the  same  as  the  cost  of  polling 
it  down  and  rebuilding ;  and  oonae- 
quently,  by  the  advice  of  Mr.  Fowler, 
the  eminent  engineer,  I  abandoned  the 
project  of  moving  it  in  a  more  adTfln- 
turous  manner. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  naked 
what  course  it  was  proposed  to  tab 
with  regard  to  the  statue  r 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  The  atatue 
will  come  down  in  consequence  of  tha 
arch  being  pulled  down.  When  th* 
arch  is  rebuilt,  the  statue  will  not  be  re- 
instated  without  some  previous  experi- 
ments to  find  some  better  and  moie 
dignified  place  for  it. 

RAILWAYS— USE  OP  MIRBOBa 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  the  Pzeaideiit 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  bii 
Department  possesses  any  infonnitioB 
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regarding  the  use  of  mirrors  fitted  on  a 
locomotiye  engine  on  the  North  British 
Sailwajy  by  Mr.  Lockhead,  of  Glasgow, 
in  anch  a  manner  as  to  enable  the  driver 
dearly  to  see  the  whole  train  behind  him 
without  taming  round  ;  and,  whether,  in 
Tiew  of  the  recent  fatal  fire  in  a  Pullman 
car  in  the  Scotch  Midland  Express,  he 
would  consider  the  advisability  of  recom- 
mending some  such  arrangement  on  all 
passenger  trains  ? 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  Sir,  I  have 
made  inquiries  into  this  subject,  and  I  am 
informed  that  the  arrangement  referred 
to  in  the  Question  is  not  a  novel  one,  but 
was  employed  on  the  South  Devon  Rail- 
way some  20  years  ago ;  and  as  regards 
the  particular  experiment  which  has 
recently  been  made  on  the  North  British 
Hallway,  I  have  received  a  report  from 
the  general  manager  of  that  line  to  the 
effect  that  one  of  their  locomotives  was 
fitted  up  with  a  mirror,  but  after  a  fair 
trial  it  was  removed.     He  says — 

"  The  ezpeziment  we  made  showed  that  the 
mirror  was  unsuitahle,  as  the  drivers  complaiiied 
of  their  eyesight  getting  dazzled,  and  so  con- 
foaed  their  look-out  ahead  for  signals," 

which  was  considered  of  much  more 
importance  than  any  advantage  which 
might  be  derived  from  a  mirror. 

IRELAND— THE  LABOURERS'  QUES- 
TION— LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  O'SULUVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lre- 
land,  Whether  the  Government  are  pre- 
paring any  scheme  for  the  settlement  of 
the  Lrish  labourers'  question  during  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  TRBVELYAN:  Sir,  if  I  had  no- 
ticed this  Question  in  time,  I  would  have 
written  to  the  hou.  Member  suggesting 
that,  as  this  Question  relates  to  a  matter 
of  x>o^<'7»  ^^  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Prime  Minister. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  :  I  will  ask  the 
Question  of  the  Prime  Minister  on  Mon- 
day. 

EGYPT— MISSION  OF  THE  EARL  OP 
DUFFERIN. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD  -  BAETLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  any  representations 
have  been  addressed  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  by  any  of  the  Great  Powers, 
or  by  the  Porte,  with  reference  to  Lord 
Pufferin's  Mission  to  Egypt ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  can  state  their  tenour ;  and. 


whether  a  special  Turkish  Mission  is  also 
proceeding  to  Egypt  ? 

Sib  CBAELES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  no 
representations  have  been  addressed  to 
Her  Majesty's  Gt>yemment  by  any  of  the 
Great  Powers.  Bepresentations  have 
been  made  by  the  ]*orte,  but  under  a 
misconception,  the  Porte  believing  that 
Lord  Dttfferin's  visit  implied  some  change 
in  the  nature  of  our  diplomatic  relations 
with  the  Porte,  and  also  thinking  that 
there  was  no  precedent  for  a  visit  to 
Egypt  *by  the  British  Ambassador  at 
Constantinople.  It  has  been  explained 
that  there  is  no  change  in  our  diplo- 
matic relations  with  the  Porte,  and  that 
there  are  two  precedents — those  of  Sir 
Henry  Bulwer  and  Sir  Henry  Elliot. 
We  know  nothing  of  any  special  Turkish 
Mission  to  Egypt. 

LoKD  RANDOLPH  OHUROHILL 
asked  if  the  Government  would  lay  upon 
the  Table  the  Listructions  given  to  Lord 
Dufferin  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  no  promise  of  that  kind  could  be 
made  up  to  the  present  moment.  Those 
Instructions  would,  in  all  probability,  be 
despatched  that  night.  He  should  think 
it  probable  that  they  would  be  included 
in  a  future  series  of  Papers. 

SCIENCE  AND  ART  MUSEUM,  DUBLIN. 

Db.  LYONS  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he 
will  consent  to  appoint  a  Committee  to 
reconsider  the  question  of  the  designs 
and  site  for  the  proposed  new  Museum 
in  Dublin  ?  He  also  wished  to  ask  on 
whose  advice  the  site  of  a  gpreat  National 
Museum  was  restricted  to  one  angle  of 
a  space  covering  more  than  four  acres  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY:  Sir, my  hon. Friend 
wishes  to  have  a  Committee  appointed 
to  re-open  the  questions  of  the  site  and 
designs  of  the  Science  and  Art  Museum 
in  Dublin.  The  establishment  of  this 
Museum  was  proposed  more  than  six 
years  ago  by  Lord  Sandon,  and  Leinster 
House  and  the  neighbouring  area  was 
desigpiated  as  the  most  appropriate  site. 
Some  time  elapsed  before  Government 
could  obtain  control  of  this  area;  but 
two  years  since  this  had  been  done,  and 
a  choice  had  then  to  be  made  between 
the  Leinster  Lawn  site,  on  the  east,  and 
the  Kildare  Street  site,  on  the  west  of 
Leinster  House.  It  was  considered  de- 
sirable that  an  opportunity  shoidd  be 
afforded  to  the  people  of  Dublin  of  ooii- 
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fiidering  this  question.     Sketch  designs 
were  prepared,  showing  how   the  two 
sites  might  be  occupied,   and   sent  to 
Dublin,  where  facilities  for  inspection 
were  afforded  to  all  those  interested,  it 
being    explained    that  whichever    site 
were    adopted    the    designs  would  be 
thrown    open    for    competition.       The 
Visitors  of  the  Museum  were  also  con- 
sulted  informally.      The  opposition  to 
the  Leinster  Lawn  site  was,  however, 
very  strong,  and  the   Science  and  Art 
Department  reluctantly  abandoned   it. 
Steps  were  at  once  taken  to  obtain  de- 
signs; and  early  in  September,  1881,  a 
public  competition  was  invited  for  de- 
signs for  the  erection  of  the  Museum  in 
the  position  and  within  the  area  desig- 
nated on  the  plans  then  published.     As 
my  hon.  Friend  is  aware,  a  large  num- 
ber of  sketch  designs  were  sent  in ;  and 
out  of  those,  the  authors  of  them  being 
entirely  unknown,  five  were  selected  by 
a  committee  consisting  of  Lord  Powers- 
court,  Dr.  Moyers,  the  then  Lord  Mayor 
of  Dublin,    Sir    George    Hodson,    Sir 
Hobert  Kane,  and   Mr.  M'Curdy,   the 
President    of  the   Dublin  Institute  of 
Architects.  It  was  afterwards  discovered 
that  no  Irish  competitor  had  obtained  a 
place  amone  the  five.     I  may  regret 
this  result ;  but  I  cannot  find  in  it,  or  in 
any  other  circumstance  of  the  case,  a 
justification  for  the  proposal  to  re-open 
the  question  of  the  site  and  plan.     The 
Leinster  Lawn  site  was  rejected  in  defer- 
ence to    local  feeling  more  than  two 
years  since ;    the  alternative  site  was 
then  accepted,  none  other  having  been 
suggested,   and  no    remonstrance    has 
been  hoard  in  respect  of  it,  although  its 
exact  situation  was  publicly  known  and 
advertised  until  after  the  result  of  the 
recent  competition.     I  need   not  point 
out  the   enormous    inconvenience    and 
delay  of  starting  this  question  afresh, 
not  to  speak  of  the  liabilities  we  should 
be  under  to  the  architects  who  have  en- 
gaged in  the  recent  competition. 

Dr.  LYONS :  My  hon.  Friend  has 
not  answered  the  latter  part  of  the 
Question  of  which  I  gave  him  private 
Notice. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  :  It  is  involved  in 
the  answer  which  I  have  already  g^ven. 

PREVENTION   OF  CRIME  (IRELAND) 
ACT^ARREST  OF  MR.  M.  HARRIS. 
Mr.  PAENELL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
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land.  Whether  he  has  received  any  in- 
formation with  regard  to  the  diipeml 
of  the  meeting  at  Newbridge,  ooavty 
Galway,  by  Mr.  Mansfield,  ILM.,  sad 
the  arrest  of  Mr.  Matthew  Harris  while 
addressing  the  meeting;  and,  whethn 
notice  required  by  the  Crimes  Act  wm 
given  to  those  composing  the  meeting 
previous  to  its  dispersal  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  matts 
with  regard  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  inquires  has  erer 
since    the    first  announcement  in  tlie 
newspapers  received  the  earnest  attsn- 
tion  of  the  Government.     The  Qaeetioa 
divides  itself  into  two  parts.    The  fint 
part  is  retrospective  as  to  the  proceed- 
ing^ at  the  meeting — the  arrest  of  Mr. 
M.  Harris — and  the  ciroumstances  under 
which  that  arrest  was  made.    The  Go- 
vernment is  bound  to  have  a  decided 
opinion  upon  what  has  passed ;  but  it  ii 
equally  bound  to  make  up  that  opinioB 
after  a  close  and  full  inquiry.    X  may 
say  that  a  telegraphic  answer  has  eome 
to  the  effect  that  the  meeting  was  sot 
interfered  with,  but  that  the  chairman 
dissolved  it  verbally.     I  state  this  be- 
cause I  am  bound  to  eive  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber the  best  answer  I  can  to  his  Qaei- 
tion ;  but  I  have  taken  care  that  this 
point,  like  others,  will  be  the  matter  of 
careful  inquiry.     The  next  part  of  die 
Question  is  as  to  whether  Mr.  Harris'i 
speech  was  such  as  to  render  it  proper 
to  prosecute  him  under  the  Intimidatioa 
Clause    of   the    Prevention   of  Crime 
Act. 

Mr.  PAENELL :  I  have  not  aeked 
that  Question. 

Mr.  TREYELYAN  :  The  Questioi,  I 
think,  was  asked  yesterday,  and  it  ii  m 
closely  connected  with  the  inquiry  of  tiw 
hon.  Member  that  it  oan  be  dealt  widi 
in  the  same  answer.  Now,  on  this  wnBt 
an  absolute  rule  has  been  laid  dovi 
that  no  prosecution  is  to  take  pliM 
under  the  Prevention  of  Crime  A^te 
words  spoken  on  a  platform,  or  Iv 
writings  in  a  newspaper,  until  the  quel- 
tion  has  been  brought  before  both  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  myself.  We  shiUt 
as  always,  examine  into  the  matter  esd 
decide  on  our  responsibility. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  The  v^ 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the  meetinff 
was  not  dispersed.  I  beg  to  ask  him  n 
he  has  read  the  newspaper  report  ooQ" 
taining  these  words — 

**  Mr.  Stewart,  S.I. :  Stop  the  meetiiig»  v. 
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*'  Mr.  Kirwan :  Bj  whose  authority  are  yon 
interfering  with  this  oonstitutional  meetmg, 
sirP 

"  No  answer." 

I  quote  these  words  from  the  report  of 
The  Daily  Expr$n  of  Dublin,  an  organ  not 
likely  to  be  favourable  to  the  meeting. 

Mr.  TEEYELYAN  :  I  do  not  attach 
much  weight  to  the  newspaper  reports. 
I  have  read  that  report,  and  it  is  in  con- 
sequence of  that  that  I  gave  the  hon. 
Member  the  best  answer  I  could.  But 
I  have  taken  special  care  that  the  matter 
shall  be  completely  inquired  into. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN :  It  appears 
to  me  that  the  Question  is  not  in  refer- 
ence to  a  prosecution  at  all.  It  is  in  re- 
ference to  the  arrest  of  Mr.  Harris,  and 
whether  that  arrest  was  justified  or  not. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man states  that  the  meeting  was  dis- 
solved by  the  chairman.  I  beg  to  ask 
him  whether  the  dissolution  did  not  take 
plaoe  when  the  bayonets  of  the  police 
were  at  the  throats  of  the  people  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN:  As  I  said,  i 
have  not  the  facts  beyond  those  con- 
tained in  the  telegram,  and  I  gave  the 
best  answer  I  comd. 

EGYPT— M.  NINET. 


8iB  WILFBID  LAWSON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  M.  John  Ninet's  statement 
that,  on  Sir  E.  Malet's  application  that 
be  should  be  released  from  prison  in 
£gypt,  he  was  sent  on  board  the  Egyp- 
tian steamer  ''Dakalieh,"  with  papers 
falsely  statins  him  to  be  an  Ottoman 
subject  bound  for  Smyrna ;  and,  whe- 
ther this  was  in  accordance  with  the 
BiiggMtion  of  Sir  E.  Malet,  or  any  other 
En^sh  authority,  as  explained  to  M. 
Ninet  by  the  Egyptian  authorities  ? 

Sib  OHABIM  W.  DILEE  :  As  I 
stated  yesterday,  this  second  letter  of 
M.  Ninet,  which  contains  the  statement 
in  question,  has  been  sent  to  Egypt  for 
report. 

WATS  AND  MEANS— THE  FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT  —  LOCAL  TAXATION 
AND  ROADS  SUBVENTION. 

Sib  B ALDWYN  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
proceed  next  Session  with  the  measures 
for  the  relief  of  Local  Taxation  indicated 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  at  the 


beginning  of  the  Session,  and  to  give 
effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Boyal  Commismon  on  Agfriculture,  with 
reference  to  the  incidence  of  local  bur- 
dens; and,  as  regards  the  Treasury 
Subvention  for  Boads,  and  the  amount 
voted  by  this  House  (namely,  £250,000), 
whether,  in  case  of  a  considerable  sur- 
plus after  payment  of  the  Subvention 
on  the  scale  proposed,  the  rest  of  the 
money  will  be  applied  for  the  purpose 
for  which  it  was  voted  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  my  hon. 
Friend  may  understand  from  what  the 
Gt>vemment  have  said,  and  have  advised 
to  be  said,  in  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gra- 
cious Speeches  from  the  Throne,  what  is 
the  general  position  in  which  they  con* 
sider  the  question  of  local  taxation 
stands ;  but  as  to  any  positive  engage- 
ment with  regard  to  the  measures  which 
it  would  be  their  duty,  or  may  be  their 
duty,  to  introduce  next  Session,  the 
Cabinet  will  not  think  the  time  to  have 
arrived  for  makine  any  such  engage- 
ment, until  they  know  more  exactly 
what  eCre  to  be  the  Hules  of  Procedure 
under  which  they  will  have  to  ask  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  those  subjects. 
As  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Question, 
the  hon.  Member  asks — 

"Whether  in  case  of  a  considerable  surplns 
after  payment  of  the  subvention  on  the  scale 
propoMd  the  rest  of  the  money  will  be  applied 
to  uie  purpose  for  which  it  was  Toted  P  " 

Whatever  the  ordinary  rule  is,  it  will 
be  applied.  The  form  of  Vote  is  "A 
sum  not  exceeding  "  the  given  sum ;  but 
as  far  as  the  facts  are  made  known, 
there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  there 
will  be  a  surplns  such  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber appears  from  his  Question  to  ima- 
gine. 

SPAIN— INTERNATIONAL  LAW-SUR- 
RENDER OF  CUBAN  REFUGEES. 

Mb.  lewis  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  With  reference  to  the 
obligation  imposed  by  the  comity  of 
Nations,  when  a  friendly  Oovemment 
comes  forward  and  asks  for  the  arrest  of 
certain  men,  undertaking  to  make  a  case 
for  their  extradition,  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  re&^ard  it  to  be  the 
duty  of  another  friendly  Government  to 
comply  with  such  a  request ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment win  in  future  be  gfmded  in  this 
sense  in  aU  cases  of  a  demand  for  the 
extradition  of  persons  who  may  find 
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refuge  in  Great  Britain?  The  hon. 
Member  explained  that  he  put  the  Ques- 
tion in  consequence  of  an  answer  given 
last  Thursday  by  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies. 

Mr.  GLA.DSTONE:  Sir,  I  would 
rather  the  Question  had  been  referred 
either  to  the  Representative  of  the  De- 
partment concerned  with  such  subjects, 
or  to  some  of  the  lejp^al  authorities  of  the 
Government.  As  mr  as  I  can  form  a 
judgment,  I  do  not  think  the  Question 
refers  with  exactitude  to  the  answer 
given  on  a  former  occasion  by  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley).  My  hon. 
Friend  was  giving  an  answer,  as  I  un- 
derstand it,  with  reference  to  a  case 
where  a  Treaty  of  Extradition  exists 
between  two  countries,  and  where  a  cer- 
tain power  has  been  exercised  for  pro- 
ceeding under  that  Treaty.  But,  of 
course,  an  obligation  imposed  by  a 
Treaty  is  not  an  obligation  under  the 
comity  of  nations,  and  consequently  the 
Question,  as  it  has  been  put,  appears 
hardly  to  apply  to  the  answer  given  by 
my  hon.  Friend.  With  respect  to  any 
obligation  imposed  by  the  comity  of  na- 
tions, that  presumably  would  have  to  be 
considered  not  as  a  general  rule,  but  as 
a  case  to  be  judged  according  to  the 
circumstances,  and  also  as  limited  by 
the  provisions  of  the  Municipal  Law. 
As  the  hon.  Gentleman  knows.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  no  general 
Sower  under  an  Extradition  Treaty  to 
eliver  persons  up  to  a  foreign  Govern- 
ment on  a  mere  allegation  of  offence, 
but  only  certain  powers  under  the 
Extradition  Treaty  given  in  considera- 
tion or  in  consequence  of  that  Treaty. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  that  he  had  drawn 
up  his  Question  in  accordance  with  the 
statement  of  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  but  was  very 
courteously  informed  by  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table  that  the  Question  was  not  in 
Order.  Ho  had  ventured  to  restore  it  to 
the  original  form,  and  he  hoped  that 
when  he  put  it  again  it  would  not  be 
ruled  out  of  Order. 

PARLIAMENT— PALACE  OF  WEST- 

MINSTER— NEW  HOUSE   OF 

COMMONS. 

Captain  AYLMER  asked  the  First 

Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  seeing 

that  the  chamber  in  which  the  House  of 

Commons  sits  is  constructed  to  seat  only 

kalf  the  number  of  Members,  he  con- 

Mr,  Lewis 


templates  proposing  the  erectioii  of  an- 
other chamber  capable  of  seating  all  the 
Members,  so  that  in  the  event  of  the  lit 
Resolution  becoming  Law,  Mr.  Speaks 
may  be  able  to  take  the  evident  sense  of 
the  whole  House  and  not  of  a  part 
thereof? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  if  an  opinion 
had  been  framed  by  any  impartial  spec- 
tator of  the  capacity  of  this  House  to 
accommodate  its  Members  from  the 
observation  of  the  attendance  daring 
the  recent  important  debates,  undonbt- 
edly  he  would  have  been  disposed  to  say, 
not  so  much  that  the  House  required  to 
be  enlarged,  as  that  it  admitted  of  being 
contracted.  This  is  a  subject  whi^ 
cannot  be  dealt  with  in  an  answer  to  a 
Question.  It  was  a  subject  of  conBide^ 
able  and  serious  discussion  in  thisHonae 
about  12  years  ago,  and  there  ia,  no 
doubt,  a  great  deal  to  be  said  upon  it 
At  the  same  time,  however,  I  must  say 
that  we  have  not  arrived  at  the  conda- 
sion  that  another  Chamber  is  neoeaaaiy 
and  ought  to  be  built. 

ORDER    OF   TEE   BAY. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THB 
HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PBO- 
CEDURE— FIRST  RULE  (PUTTIXG 
THE  QUESTION). 

[adjottrned  dbbate.]    [foubteixth 

IHGHT."! 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [20th  Feb- 
ruary],  as  amended, 

«  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Spetbr, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Mmiu  in  i 
Committee  of  the  whole  House,  daring  u}' 
Debate,  that  the  subject  has  been  adeqoatily 
discussed,  and  that  it  is  the  evident  sense  of  tlie 
House,  or  of  the  Committee,  that  the  Qoeitk* 
be  now  put,  he  may  so  inform  the  House  or  tht 
Committee;  and,  if  a  Motion  be  made  '1^ 
tho  Question  be  now  put,*  Mr.  Speaker,  or  tki 
Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put  such  Qneitus; 
and,  if  the  same  be  decided  in  the  affinnativ^ 
the  Question  under  discussion  shall  be  put  foitkr 
with:  Provided  that  tho  Question,  *Thsttht 
Question  be  now  put,'  shall  not  be  deddfld  u 
the  afhrmative,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  oslMit 
shall  appear  to  have  been  supported  b^  dtfj 
than  two  hundred  Members,  or  unless  it  M 
appear  to  have  been  opposed  by  less  than  ftftf 
Members  and  supported  by  more  than  <■* 
hundred  Members." — [Mr.  Gladstone,) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  igv* 
proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 
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Mn.  E.  W.  HARCOURT,  in  moving 
an  Amendment  requiring  the  consent  of 
five-eighths  of  the  Members  present  pre- 
vious to  putting  the  eldture  in  operation, 
saidy  he  nad  no  wish  to  make  another 
speech  that  night  upon  the  same  subject 
as  last  night.    He   thought,  however, 
that  it  was  such  a  serious  matter  for  the 
honour  of  the  House  to  be  made  a  Party 
question  that  he  could  not  help  hang^ne 
upon  it  a  little.    He  had  been  asked 
what  his  Amendment  meant.    Well,  in 
simple   language,  it  meant   that  in  a 
House  of  80  Members  the  consent  of  50 
Members  should    be    obtained    before 
eldture  could  be  granted,   and  so  on. 
Although  it  might  be  an  acknowledg- 
ment of  stupidity  on  his  part,  he  must 
confess  that  he  could  not  appreciate  all 
the  refinements  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  introduced  into  his  Resolu- 
tions.    Indeed,  several  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Friends  had  asked  him  the 
meaning  of  them.     He  could  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  believed  that 
the  Opposition  was  the  least  less  tender 
of  the  honour  of  the  House  or  of  the 
economy  of  its  Business  than  the  occu- 
pants of  the  Treasury  Bench.  He  would 
say  that  if  the  objects  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Resolutions  were  not  con- 
fined to  the  repression  of  Obstruction, 
then  the  country  had  been  deceived.    If 
the  country  were  canvassed  to-morrow, 
it  would  be  foimd  that  it  never  intended 
to  furnish  new  weapons  for  the  majority 
to   use  after  its  arguments  had  been 
exhausted. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  8,  after  the  word  "  taken,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  unless  it  shall  appear  to  haye  been 
supported  by  five-eighths  of  those  present,  and.'* 
— (Mr,  Harcourt.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
the  House  generally  would  feel  that  this 
question  was  but  infinitesimally  different 
from  that  decided  last  night.  The  House 
had  rejected  an  Amendment  requiring  a 
majority  of  66  out  of  100  for  the  rtdine 
of  the  question  of  the  closing  power,  ana 
now  it  was  proposed  to  require  a  majo- 
rity of  62.  The  hon.  Gentleman  must 
himself  be  disposed  to  agree  that,  in  the 
main,  the  House  had  decided  the  ques- 
tion by  the  vote  of  last  night,  and  that 
all  the  arguments  used  against  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gib- 

VOI4.  COIjXXIV.    [third  9BRnts.] 


son's)  Amendment  were  applicable  to 
this  proposal.  The  House  need  scarcely 
enter  into  a  system  of  regard  for  minute 
fractions.  If  they  did,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary before  electing  a  Speaker  to  the 
Ohair  to  put  him  through  an  examina- 
tion in  what  were  known  as  vulgar 
fractions. 

Colonel  MAKINS  desired  to  protest 
against  the  charge  of  wilful  and  per- 
sistent Obstruction  that  had  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  against  that  side 
of  the  House  and  against  himself.  The 
hon.  Member  had  instanced  the  cases 
of  the  discussion  on  the  Bill  to  legalize 
marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's  sister 
and  on  the  Transfer  of  Land  Bill.  Such 
charges  were  wholly  unfounded.  The 
hon.  Member  had  also  imputed  to  him 
Obstruction  in  connection  with  the  Trans- 
fer of  Land  Bill.  He  had  thought  him- 
self entitled  to  take  part  in  the  debate 
on  that  measure.  Perhaps  the  cost  of 
the  transfer  of  land  did  not  appear  to 
be  a  matter  of  so  much  importance  to 
the  branch  of  the  Profession  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
belonged  as  it  did  to  other  people. 

Mr.  speaker  pointed  out  that 
although  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
might,  by  the  indulgence  of  the  House, 
mfiike  a  personal  explanation,  he  was  now 
travelling  from  the  Question  before  the 
House. 

CoLONBL  MAKINS  said,  he  had  been 
anxious  to  prove  how  impossible  it  was 
that  the  odious  charge  of  persistent  Ob- 
struction could  fairly  be  made  against 
him ;  but  he  would  not  pursue  that  per- 
sonal matter  further.  Turning  to  the 
Question  before  the  House,  perhaps  the 
division  of  last  night  might  be  presumed 
to  cover,  to  a  great  extent,  the  gpround 
taken  by  the  Amendment  now  before 
them.  But  he  would  urge  that  the  large 
question  of  a  proportionate  majority  was 
not  exhausted  because  one  particular 
form  of  it  had  been  decided  upon  by  the 
House,  and  that  that  question  was  one 
not  unworthy  of  further  discussion. 
With  respect  to  the  eldture  generally,  he 
regarded  it  as  being  undesirable,  and  as 
likely  to  prove  destructive,  to  a  great 
extent,  to  the  character  and  prestige  of 
their  debates.  He  could  not  help  fore- 
seeing that  the  powers  sought  for  by  the 
Government,  if  some  hon.  Members  op- 
posite had  their  way,  would  be  used  so 
tyrannically  as  to  produce  a  feeling  of 
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irritation  which  would  not  tend  to  smooth 
the   course   of  debate  or  facilitate  the 
transaction  of  Public  Business.    It  could 
rot  be  said  with  any  fairness  that  the 
Conservative  Party,  as  a  Party,  had  ever 
been  guilty  of  Obstruction;   and  there 
were  frequent  occasions  in  the  last  and 
in  the  present  Session  when  the  Conser- 
vative Party,  if  they  had  thought  it  their 
duty  to  place  Party  interests  above  the 
dignity  of  the  House  and  the  interests  of 
the  country,  might  have  abstained  from 
affording  the  Government  the  assistance 
which   they  had  rendered  them.      He 
thought  it  was  unfair,  therefore,  for  the 
Government  suddenly  to  seek  so  to  alter 
the  Hules  under  which  Party  contests  in 
the  House  had  been  conducted  for  gene- 
rations as  that  thoy  might  carry  on  the 
game  more  to  their  own  advantage.   He 
entirely  separated  the  1st  of  the  pro- 
posed Eesolutions  from  the  rest  of  the 
series,  and  he  believed  that  if  passed  in 
its  present  form  the  1st  Resolution  would 
create  a  soreness  and  an  exasperation 
which  would  hardly  facilitate  the  pro- 
gress of  legislation.     By  its  agency  a 
particular  debate  might  sometimes  be 
cut  short ;  but  it  would  probably  tend  to 
multiply  occasions  of  debates,  and  thus 
fail  to  save  the  time  of  the  House.     An- 
other and  still  more  serious  injury  to 
the  House  would  be,  not  that  the  Hule 
would  affect  the  impartiality  of  the  pre- 
sent Speaker,  but  that  it  would  produce 
a  doubt  whether  the   Speaker  of  the 
future  would  not  on  some  occasions,  in 
spite  of  himself,   be   involuntarily  in- 
fluenced by  Party  feeling.     In  conclu- 
sion,  if   the  present  Amendment  was 
pressed  to  a  division,  he  would  consist- 
ently vote  for  it,  having  previously  sup- 
ported the  Amendment  in  favour  of  a 
two-thirds'  majority. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  said,  he  was  at  a  loss 
to  understand  the  attitude  taken  up  by 
hon.  Members  opposite  on  this  question. 
When  he  looked  at  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench,  and  recollected  the  intolerable 
Obstruction  to  which  they  were  subjected 
four  or  fivQ  years  ago — when  he  remem- 
bered that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  was  obliged  to  admit  that 
under  the  use  which  was  then  made  of 
the  powers  of  the  House  the  conduct  of 
Business  would  become  impossible — he 
should  have  thought  they  would  gladly 
adopt  this  Besolution.  In  fact,  he  should 
have  thought  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 

Colonel  Ifakine 


would  have  been  glad  to  afford  all  the 
assistance  they  could  to  Her  Majestj't 
Government  in  passing  the  proponli 
they  had  brought  forwud  ;  for  the  time 
must  come  when    they  would  occupy 
these  Benches.     For  his  own  part,  ne 
was    extremely  grateful    to   them  for 
bringing  forward  these  Xtesolutions,  and 
would    give  them  his  support.     They 
all  knew  perfectly  well  that  Englishmen 
would  never  part  with  liberty,  and  that» 
therefore,  no  attempt  would  be  made  to 
prevent  the  free  expression  of  opinion. 
If  anything  of  the  kind  were  done,  there 
would  be  such  a  whirlwind  of  indigna- 
tion that  it  would  sweep  away  any  Go- 
vernment;   and,   in    addition  to  whit 
might  occur  out-of-doors,  the  House  ii- 
selt  would  turn  out  the  Government  of 
the  day.     He  was  not  talking  of  any- 
thing that  would  take  place  while  lu. 
Speaker  was  in  the  Chair;    but  there 
might  be  a  Chairman  of  Committees  who 
would  listen  to  the  dictation  of  Paitiei; 
and   take  a  Party  view.     There  were 
even  occasions  on  which  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  him  to  do  do  otherwise.  He 
had  paid  a  great  deal  of  attention  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  and  hie  pro- 
posal of  closing  the  debate  by  a  two- 
thirds' majority.     The  proposal  was  de- 
cided in  the  negative  on  the  previoos 
evening ;    but  it  was   a  proposal  well 
worth  debating,  and  he  was  very  mndi 
inclined  to  think  that  it  was  much  better 
than   the  one  now  before  the  Home. 
The  proposal  before  the  House  was  one 
which  was  met  by  the  provision  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Son- 
derland  (Mr.  Storey),  and  consented  to 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  which  gave  seea- 
rity  that  there  would  be  full  plajrjriTen 
to  a  debate  before  it  was  closed.  l£ere- 
fore,  the  House  had  ample  safegnizdi 
for  anything  that  might  be  done  under 
these  New  Eules.   He  admitted  that  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  seemed  to 
Iiim  to  be  unfortunately  like  a  large  net 
with  wide  meshes  to  catch  the  large  fiih 
and   let   the   little  ones  through.    Tet 
some  measures  were  necessary,  for  it 
could  not  be  denied  that  Obstruction  hid 
been  rampant  of  late  years.    In  former 
years  the  House  never  had  its  BueineM 
obstructed  by  30  or  40  Members,  tnd 
obstructed  in  such  a  manner  as  to  render 
it  unendurable.     That  had  been  the  case 
lately,  and  he  only  feared  that  the  Bolei 
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did  not  go  far  enougli,  and  would  not 
have  the  effect  required.  He  thought 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  in 
fiiYOur  of  a  majority  of  five  -  eighths 
vould  be  a  failure  if  carried,  and  for 
that  reason  he  felt  bound  to  oppose  it. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  could  not 
understand  the  objection  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  sat  down  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  proportionate  majority,  be- 
cause, unless  ne  was  very  much  mistaken, 
he  had  seen  a  letter  signed  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  favour  of  cldiure  by  a  pro- 
portionate majority. 

Mb.  MUNTZ  said,  that  the  House 
had  now  decided  in  favour  of  a  bare 
majority. 

Mb,  CHAPLIN  observed,  that  it  would 
be  interesting  to  know  how  the  hon. 
Member  had  voted  last  night. 

Mb.  MUNTZ  replied,  t£at  he  was  un- 
avoidably absent  from  the  division. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member,  with  great  prudence,  and  with 
something  less  than  chivalry,  was  un- 
avoidably absent,  and  there  were  other 
hon.  Members  who  shared  his  views  who 
had  followed  very  much  the  same  course. 
At  any  rate,  they  would  have  been  glad 
of  some  expression  of  opinion ;  but  the 
hon.  Member  had  been  silent  until  the 
day  after  the  division  was  taken,  and 
then  said  that  the  matter  could  not  now 
be  questioned,  because  it  was  finally  de- 
cided. But  did  it  foUow  that  it  was 
finally  decided?  The  Opposition  were 
contending,  t)  the  best  of  their  ability, 
against  the  proposition  which  they  hon- 
estly believed  would  be  injurious  to  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  interests  of 
the  country,  and  they  must  avail  them- 
selves of  every  means  in  their  power  to 
defeat  the  scheme  of  the  Government. 
The  hon.  Member  had  said  the  Resolu- 
tion would  not  stop  Obstruction.  Did  he 
think  with  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere),  that  the  real 
purpose  of  the  measure  was  the  press- 
ing forward  of  some  drastic  legislation 
through  the  House?  If  he  was  in 
favour  of  the  two-thirds'  majority,  why 
had  he  not  the  courage  of  his  opinions 
to  vote  in  favour  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  ? 

Mb.  WABTON  complained  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  stated  that  if  the 

Jroposals  were  carried  the  Speaker  would 
ave  to  pass  an  examination  in  vulgar 


fractions.  He  should  like  to  suggest  one 
or  two  other  mathematical  problems  of 
the  same  character  for  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister's consideration.  What  fraction  of 
his  original  majority  was  the  number 
84  ?  The  Prime  Minister  began  with  a 
majority  of  176,  and  now  it  had  been 
reduced  to  about  one-half.  There  was 
no  principle  in  two-thirds  any  more  than 
in  five-eighths;  and  he  believed  that 
they  would  be  perfectly  justified  if  they 
took  every  fraction  that  they  could,  and 
resisted  from  point  to  point  this  proposal 
which  was  intended  for  the  basest  Party 

Surposes.  The  opinion  of  the  Prime 
[inister  with  regard  to  proportionate 
majorities  appeared  to  be  very  much 
like  that  of  Dogberry  upon  another  sub- 
ject— that  they  were  "most  tolerable, 
and  not  to  be  endured." 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  if  it  were  the 
policy  of  the  Opposition  to  make  use  of 
every  technical  right  which  they  still 
possessed  to  compel  the  Government  to 
take  the  view  or  the  country  and  the 
constituencies  before  that  loathsome  Ee- 
solution  was  passed,  he  could  understand 
the  object  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
asked  the  House  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  a  five-eighth  Amendment.  He 
certainly  thought  that  the  Opposition 
would  be  justified  in  using  to  the  very 
utmost  technical  rights  which,  on  the 
present  occasion,  were  the  real  rights, 
not  only  of  the  Opposition,  but  of  every 
independent  Member  of  the  House ; 
but  he  had  not  yet  attained  to  that 
exalted  idea  of  the  resolution  of  the 
present  Leaders  of  the  Conservative 
I^arty  to  imagine  that  for  a  single  mo- 
ment they  would  contemplate  a  deter- 
mination half  so  desperate.  If  there 
was  to  be  no  real  opposition  worthy  of 
the  importance  of  the  occasion  to  be 
offered  by  the  Conservative  Party,  he 
did  not  think  it  was  worth  fighting  for 
the  difference  between  a  five-eighths' 
and  two-thirds'  majority.  The  previous 
night  he  could  not  vote  in  accordance 
with  the  most  deplorable  decision  arrived 
at  by  the  Irish  Members.  Last  night 
the  liberties  of  independent  Members 
of  that  House  were  given  over,  without 
hope  and  without  mercy,  to  a  bare  Mi- 
nisterial majority.  [Mr.  Newdeoatb: 
Hear,  hear ! J  As  far  as  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  concerned,  their  power  of  ex- 
pressing their  opinions  in  the  future 
was  absolutely  dependent  upon  the  bare 
Ministerial  majority.  The  pretended  pro- 
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visions  for  tlio  protection  of  minorities 
were  mere  shams  as  regarded  their  prac- 
tical effect.  What  a  slight  exertion  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  Whip  would 
be  required  to  get  together  a  Ministerial 
rump  of  100  Members  to  silence  20  Mem- 
bers !  Though  the  provisions  had  served 
their  purpose  of  gulling  a  portion  of 
Irish  opinion,  they  were  arrant  shams. 
It  would  always  bo  easier  for  a  power- 
ful Minister  to  get  together  200  ser- 
vile Members,  than  for  Ireland — poor, 
and  compelled  to  choose  her  Members 
from  the  poor — to  place  40  or  45  men 
in  the  House ;  and  he  also  knew  that  it 
would  be  within  the  power  of  both 
English  Parties  to  prevent  the  enlighten- 
ment of  the  Irish  constituencies  to  that 
degree  by  which  they  would  increase  the 
number  of  their  Representatives.  Apart 
from  the  Irish  Members,  he  would  still 
remind  the  Conservative  Party  that,  after 
all,  they  had  not  so  very  much  in  the 
immediate  future,  at  any  rate,  to  dread 
from  the  passing  of  the  bare  majority 
eldture.  First  of  all,  they  had  the  gua- 
rantee of  such  a  Speaker  as  the  present, 
who  was  not  at  all  likely  to  behave  un- 
fairly to  them  ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
they  had  a  guarantee  that,  in  all  proba- 
bilitv,  the  Speaker's  immediate  Successor 
would  be  a  gentleman  who  would  re- 
member what  was  due  to  English  gen- 
tlemen. Again,  there  were  these  two 
powerful  guarantees  under  even  the  bare 
majority  cldtnre  for  the  English  Oppo- 
sition— the  guarantee  of  the  opinion  of 
the  English  constituencies,  which,  in  all 
probability,  might  be  relied  upon  to 
resent  the  improper  use  of  the  eldture 
against  English  opinion.  And,  finally,  it 
might  be  a  matter  of  special  consolation 
to  the  Conservative  Party  that  the  action 
of  the  Government  in  erecting  a  Liberal 
majority  into  a  chartered  tyranny  over 
the  House  of  Commons  would  bring  into 
a  prominence  which  it  had  not  possessed 
for  centuries  the  ancient  Constitutional 
Privilege  of  the  House  of  Lords.  The 
House  of  Lords  would  be  a  small  gua- 
rantee for  Irish  Members ;  but,  under 
the  New  Constitution,  it  would  be  the 
sheet-anchor  of  Conservative  freedom. 
Even  Radicals  and  Democrats  would  be 
very  careful  about  using  this  tyrannical 
power  against  English  Conservatives,  as 
It  would  enable  the  House  of  Lords  to 
come  forward,  and,  with  the  applause 
even  of  English  Democrats,  vindicate 
the  outraged  liberties  of  English  free- 
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men.    It  was  a  painful  and  a  daogerooi 
matter  for  the  contemplation  of  Engliik- 
men  that  such  restrictions  as  those  of 
the  constituencies  and  those  of  the  House 
of  Lords  must  be  exercised  in  order  to 
protect  freedom  of  opinion  in  that  House. 
Still,  as  he  had  said,  the  position  of  the 
Conservative  Party  was  tolerably  safe 
for  a  considerable  time  to  oome ;  and  if 
next  year,  or  the  year  after,  the  half- 
jocose,  half-serious  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labon- 
chere)  was  carried  into  execution,  and 
the  eldture  was  used  in  order  to  cat  short 
Conservative  discussion,  and  to  snppreu 
Conservative  liberty,  they  would  find  a 
remedy  in  the  House  of  Lords  and  in 
the    English  constituencies.      However 
slight  might  have  been  the  liberty  of 
Irish  opinion  in  that  House  previously, 
and  however  slight 'it  might  have  beoi 
under  a  two-third  system  of  eldture,  it 
was  totally  destroyed  on  the  previoiu 
night ;  and  the  only  hope  remaining  to 
the  Irish  nation  was  to  look  elsewhere 
than  to  Ministerial  minorities  and  the 
Conservative  Opposition  in  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  entertained  so  strong  an  opi- 
nion on  the  effect  of  eldture  by  a  bare 
majority  upon  the  fortunes  of  his  Party, 
he  ought  to  have  voted  last  night  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  ^niT6^ 
sity  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson).     He  wai, 
however,  perhaps,  as  not  having  voted 
for  the  Government  proposal,  the  only 
Member  of  the  Irish  Party  from  whom 
those  opposed  to  the  intended  degrada- 
tion of  the  House  could  accept  conaoUr 
tion.     It  was  necessary  that  the  Hooae 
should  examine  the  arithmetical  punle 
involved  in  the  latter  part  of  the  iteeo- 
lution,  and  also  that  the  country  should 
understand  the  nature  of  the  restrictioDi 
and  impediments  under  which  hon.  Mem* 
hers  would  hereafter  have  to  perform 
their  duties.     If  anyone  could  be  vdAj 
intrusted  with  the  great  authority  which 
attached  to  the  Chair,  it  was  the  preeeot 
Speaker.     But  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  did 
not  look  with  any  satisfaction  upon  the 
prospect  that  the  Speaker  was  hereafter 
to  bo  a  kind  of  an  officer,  invested,  like  a 
schoolmaster,  with  the  power  of  putting 
the  House  of  Commons  into  the  corner. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  if  his  hon. 
Friends  deemed  it  fit  to  protract  the 
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debate,  they  would  do  a  service  to  the 
oonntzy,  because  he  was  perfectly  ood- 
Tinoed  that  no  subject  was  less  under- 
stood out-of-doors  than  the  internal  dis- 
cipline of  the  House  of  Oommons ;  and 
toe  more  that  was  understood,  the  better 
prospect  there  was  for  a  discriminating 
decinon  at  the  hustings  upon  the  mea- 
sure now  before  the  House.  In  anything 
that  concerned  the  great  Assembly  of 
which  they  were  Members,  their  first 
duty  was  to  maintain  its  honour.  It  had 
been  acknowledged  that  hon.  Members 
on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  had  been 
ready  to  support  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment  when  they  thought  the  public  in- 
terests or  those  of  the  House,  which 
fonned  a  large  part  of  the  public  inte- 
rests, were  imperilled.  He  had  known 
liberal  Members  support  a  Conservative 
Qoremment;  and  one  of  the  worst  effects 
of  this  measure  would  be  the  exagge- 
ration and  exasperation  of  Party  spirit, 
oatii  future  Houses  of  Commons  would 
Edtffet  the  public  interests  and  their 
pablio  duties  in  a  spirit  of  faction  which 
had  never  before  to  the  same  extent  pre- 
vailed in  the  House. 

Mb.  CBAIG  :  I  think  most  of  us  un- 
derstood when  we  met  last  month  that 
are  were  bound  to  discuss  and  to  become 
familiar  with  the  general  principle  of 
kheltesolutions  proposed  by  the  Qovem- 
ment,  which  we  thought  would  work  for 
the  better  regulation  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  House ;  and  it  is  lamentable  to 
lee  that  the  discussion  has  degenerated 
Lato  a  mere  question  of  arithmetical 
quibbles.  We  have  had  full  discussion 
u  the  question  as  to  whether  it  should 
not  be  two-thirds'  majority  or  bare  ma- 
joritv ;  now  a  question  has  been  raised  as 
to  whether  it  ^ould  not  be  five-eighths. 
I  must  say  that  the  hon.  Member  who 
ifllft  it  his  duty  to  introduce  this  Amend- 
ment did  so  with  good  taste,  and  in  a 
manner  which  consulted  the  convenience 
of  the  House  and  the  dignity  of  his 
Party;  but  the  speeches  which  have 
fidlowed  from  the  Conservative  side  are 
by  no  means  in  harmony  with  the  spirit 
which  animated  the  hon.  Member  for 
Orfordahire.  I  think  it  is  almost  impos- 
able  to  say  anything  new  on  this  ques- 
tion of  eldture.  It  seems  to  have  been 
fUlT thrashed  out  on  every  point;  but 
whue  the  hon.  Member  for  North  War- 
wioiahire  (Mr.  Newdegate)  was  speak- 
ingy  it  did  occur  to  me  that  there  was  a 
possibility  of  raising  a  new  point,  and 


it  is  in  order  to  lay  that  before  hon. 
Members  that  I  have  risen  to  say  a  few 
words.  We  have  had  the  point  of 
liberty  of  debate  well  discussed  ;  and  it 
was  well  asked  by  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  last  night 
that  Members  should  first  define  for 
themselves  what  is  meant  by  liberty  of 
debate.  He  said  that  if  we  had  done 
so  we  should  have  saved  much  discus- 
sion. We  have  heard  also  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  that  our  object  in  assembling 
in  this  House  is  to  pass  measures,  and 
not  discussion.  But  the  point  to  which 
I  would  respectfully  call  the  attention 
of  the  occupants  of  the  Conservative 
Benches  is  to  define  for  themselves  the 
legitimate  object  of  discussion.  There 
has  never  been,  in  my  hearing,  a  word 
said  upon  that  point.  It  is  generally 
said,  and  I  think  universally  believed, 
that  the  object  of  discussion  is  to  eluci- 
dato  to  the  collective  mind  of  the  House 
the  questions  which  are  submitted  for 
its  consideration ;  and  I  think  hon. 
Members  opposite  mi^ht  very  benefi- 
cially follow  out  the  mrther  question, 
and  that  is  whether  that  object  is  always 
attained  or  not.  I  think  that  everyone 
will  be  painfully  conscious  that  that  ob- 
ject is  not  always  attained,  and  that 
simply  because  the  time  of  the  House  is 
wasted  by  redundant  oratory,  by  tedious 
repetition,  by  speeches  which  in  no  way 
elucidate  the  subject,  but  really  darken 
counsel  by  words  without  knowledge. 
Now,  Sir,  these  Besolutions  proposed  by 
the  Government  are  intended,  and  I 
think  are  thoroughly  well  calculated,  to 
remedy  that  evil;  but  hon.  Members 
raise  up  this  and  that  and  the  other 
quibble  in  order  to  prevent  them  being 
passed.  Surely  they  must  be  aware, 
after  what  took  place  last  night,  that  it 
is  utterly  impossible  for  them  to  influ- 
ence one  single  vote  on  one  side  or  the 
other  by  any  discussion  which  can  now 
take  place  on  this  question.  When 
these  Hules  are  passed  they  will  enable 
the  Government  to  carry  into  effect  the 
promises  which  they  have  made  to  the 
country,  and  of  which  the  country  has  a 
right  to  expect  the  fulfilment.  There 
are  great  questions  awaiting  legislation, 
as  we  were  reminded  on  Wednesday  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill) — ques- 
tions relating  to  the  extension  of  the 
franchise,  questions  relating  to  the  land, 
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and  questions  which  will  come  to  the 
front  with  reference  to  Ireland.  The 
noble  Lord  gave  his  Party  a  very  fair 
hint  that  unless  they  attempted  to  grapple 
with  some  of  those  subjects  the  little 
dyke  which  they  attempted  to  raise 
against  this  Resolution  would  not  be  a 
very  effective  shelter,  and  that  they 
would  soon  lose  their  position.  It  seems 
to  me  that  their  trust  is  already  reduced 
to  a  spider's  web,  and  the  Party  to  a 
state  of  impotency.  Well,  Sir,  I  think 
that  when  these  Bules  of  Procedure  are 
passed,  the  debates  in  this  House  will 
be  much  freer,  and  there  will  be  much 
more  real  liberty,  and  the  legitimate  ob- 
jects of  debate  will  be  more  effectually 
gained.  They  will  enable  the  subjects 
brought  before  the  House  to  be  well 
discussed  in  their  varied  aspects.  At 
the  present  time  we  find  that  speech 
follows  speech  with  really  and  truly  no 
result  at  all  but  to  prevent  [the  House 
from  understandino;  what  is  submitted 
to  it.  Now,  I  believe  there  are  many 
hon.  Members  who  come  here  with  a 
sincere  desire  to  do  their  duty,  and  who, 
from  their  special  calling,  or  it  may  be 
from  private  studies,  are  well  able  during 
the  debates  on  many  questions  to  say 
something  which  would  be  helpful  in 
enabling  the  House  to  understand  the 
subjects  under  discussion ;  but  they  are 
prevented  from  speaking  by  men  who 
spend  most  of  their  time  in  little  else 
than  trying  to  gather  and  scatter  the 
flowers  of  exordial  and  perorational  elo- 
quence. Now,  those  men  who  would 
often  be  most  useful  in  the  elucidation 
of  a  subject  are  not  the  men  who  desire 
to  shine  as  orators,  but  are  men  who 
would  give  their  information  in  a  plain, 
straightforward,  and  logical  manner.  No 
one  can  doubt  that  such  Members  are 
frequently  prevented  from  speaking  by 
others  who  know  little  or  nothing  about 
the  subject,  but  who,  as  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter has  said, 'speak  chiefly  to  please  a  sec- 
tion of  their  constituents  rather  than  to 
instruct  the  House.  No  one  can  doubt 
the  beneficial  effect  of  any  Rule  which 
will  check  that  class  of  oratory  and  give 
time  for  such  speeches  as  I  have  alluded 
to,  speeches  which  really  stand  very 
much  in  the  same  relation  to  a  question 
submitted  to  this  House  as  evidence 
does  to  a  case  for  trial  by  a  Judge  in  a 
Court  of  Justice,  and  which  are  essen- 
tial to  enable  the  House  to  comprehend 
and    clearly    understand    the    subjects 
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brought  before  them.  There  aze  many 
Amendments  on  the  Paper ;  but  I  hoM 
that  the  Oonservatiyes  will  oonsolt  the 
dig^ty  of  their  g^at  Party,  the  oon* 
venienee  of  the  House,  and  tiie  ezpeett- 
tions  of  the  country,  by  withdrawing 
them.  That  will  do  far  more  good  thin 
can  be  obtained  by  these  fruitless  arith- 
metical  discussions. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken  had 
given    the  Opposition  a  pretty  strong 
hint  that  there  was  no  clumce  of  their 
influencing  a  single  vote  by  anything 
they  might  say.     He  feared  that  had 
been  the  ease  for  many  months  put, 
and  he  believed  the  hon.  Gentleman  wae 
stating,  not  only  his  own  opinion,  but 
the  conviction  of  most,  if  not  all,  who 
sat  on  the  same  side.     NeverthelesB,  bs 
hoped  that  there  still  remained  a  snaall 
remnant  of  independent  feeling  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  which  might  be 
disposed  to  look  at  the  Amendmenti 
impartially  and  without  foregone  oon- 
elusions,  and  not  to  dose  their  ears  to 
every  argument  addressed  to  them  from 
the  opposite  Benches.     With  referenee 
to  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Muntz),  the  hon. 
Member  represented  what  remained  of 
what  he  might  call  moderation  and  free- 
dom from  prejudice  amongst  his  eonati- 
tuents ;  and  he  did  not  desire  to  attaek 
the  action  of  the  hon.  Member  last  night 
in  not  taking  part  in  the  division,    jlie 
hon.  Gentleman  had  very  candidly  in- 
formed them  that  he  held  opinions  in 
favour  of  eUtwre  by  proportionate  majo- 
rity, and  still  entertained  them,  bat  wai 
unavoidably  absent  from  the  division 
last  night.     No  doubt,  he  was  called 
upon  to  consult  with  an  important  poli- 
tical   body,    whose    mainsprings  were 
within   the  limits   of   his   own  codMl- 
tuency,  and  so  was  unable  to  be  in  the 
House. 

Mr.  muntz  :  I  beg  pardon.  I  wai 
acting  under  medical  advice,  and  wai 
asked  to  leave  the  House  before  the  vote 
was  taken. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  was  eony 
this  had  been  the  ease ;  but  he  wai 
glad  that  the  report  of  the  caoeehad 
been  denied.  The  absence  of  the  bon. 
Gentleman,  however,  not  only  deprivi'd 
the  Opposition  of  one  vote,  but  a  toit 
important  vote,  carrying  with  it  the  mind 
of  a  large  constituency.  Surprise  bad 
been  expressed  that  the  Opposition  were 
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opposing  the  adoption  of  some  method 
of  closing  a  debate,  considering  the  diffi- 
culties they  had  themselves  had  to  en- 
counter in  a  previous  Parliament,  with, 
he  was  bound  to  observe,  very  Httle  sup- 
port from  the  then  Opposition  Leaders ; 
out  it  had  been  admitted  in  the  speeches 
made  in  support  of  Amendments  that  Ob- 
struction must  be  met  in  some  way.  He 
never  had  been  in  favour  of  a  two- thirds' 
cldture,  and  he  felt  no  great  grief  at  the 
rejection  of  the  Amendment  proposing 
it;  but  he  supported  it,  as  his  hon. 
Friends  did,  because  he  considered  it 
less  objectionable  than  the  Resolution. 
It  was  avowed  now  that  its  object  was 
not  to  put  down  illegitimate  Obstruction.. 
but  to  enable  the  Government  of  the 
day  to  carry  measures  in  the  teeth  of 
legitimate  opposition.  The  avowal,  re- 
iterated by  several  Members,  remained 
without  reproof  from  the  Treasury  Bench. 
The  Mover  of  t^the  Ipresent^Amendment 
had  done  well  to  give  the  House  one 
more  opportunity  of  reconsidering  the 
unfortunate  position  arrived  at.  With- 
out going  into  arithmetical  puzzles,  the 
hon.  Member  had  stated  the  case  in  such 
a  wav  as  to  present  an  alternative  to 
Members,  who  might  have  objected  to 
the  two-thirds'  Amendment,  to  support 
this;  and  he  trusted  there  would  be 
some  who  would  avail  themselves  of  the 
opportunity. 

Mb.  MAGFAELANE  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  0*Donnell),  in  the 
speech  he  had  a  short  time  ago  de- 
livered, declared  that  the  Irish  Party 
in  voting  last  night  against  the  two- 
thirds'  majority  Amendment  had  acted 
under  a  delusion.  He  (Mr.  Macfarlane) 
wished  to  explain  that  he  was  subject 
to  no  delusion  on  the  subject.  In  the 
vote  he  gave  he  acted  solely  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  Samson,  who  pulled  down  the 
house  upon  himself  in  order  that  he 
might  at  the  same  time  overwhelm  a 
large  number  of  the  Phillistines.  He 
had  been  asked  by  some  Gonservatives 
— •*  What  better  will  you  be  by  giving 
your  vote  against  the  Amendment,  and 
helping  the  Government  to  get  a  bare- 
majority  0l6iwre  f  "  He  had  jeplied — 
"  We  shall  be  no  better,  but  you  will 
be  much  worse."  It  was  on  that  prin- 
ciple he  voted,  and  on  no  other. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD  -  BAETLETT  con- 
tended that  the  arguments  had  shown 
very  clearly  that  the  1st  Besolution  of 
the  Government  was  addressed  not  so 


much  to  put   down  Obstruction  as  to 
bring  about  the  close  prematurely  of  a 
debate.     The  Besolution  was  intended 
to  act  upon  individual  Members  ;  but 
the  Bules  which  were  constructed  in  the 
last  Parliament  were  quite  sufficient  for 
the  purpose  of  putting  a  stop  to  Ob- 
struction.    After  the  arguments  which 
had  been  addressed  to  them,  was  it  not 
clear  that  Members  would  be  less  op- 
pressed by  a  numerical  majority  than  by 
a  bare  majority  ?    Some  hon.  Members 
repudiated  the  idea  that  the  House  of 
Oommons  could  ever  possibly  be  sub- 
jected to  demoralization ;  and  yet  it  had 
been  stated  by  the  Prime  Minister  that 
the    House  had  actually    suffered  de- 
moralization during  the  last  three  or 
four  years.    In  fact,  that  was  the  chief 
g^und  on  which  the  arguments  in  sup- 
port of  the  Besolution  were  based.  What 
had  happened  in  countries  where  eldture 
by  a  bare  majority  prevailed  ?    In  the 
French  Assembly  there  had  been  the 
greatest    demoralization.      During  the 
past  10  or  15  years  important  debates 
had  been  closed  there  by  the  votes  of 
bare  majorities  after  exceedingly  brief 
discussions.   Debates  had  been  closed  in 
the  most  tyrannical  manner,  and  the  re- 
sult was  that  French  minorities  looked 
for  the  redress  of  grievances,   not  to 
Gonstitutional  means,  but  to  the  violent 
methods  of  revolution.   If,  as  they  were 
often  told,  this  system  of  eldture  was  to 
be  applied  in  order  to  pass  a  series  of 
drastic  revolutionary  measures  through 
the  House,  they  would,  sooner  or  later, 
find  a  tendency  in  English  political  life 
to  look  to  revolutionary  and  not  to  Gon- 
stitutional methods  for  a  remedy.    The 
mistakes  committed  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister in  his  various  speeches,  with  regard 
to  Golonial  precedents,  afforded  a  con- 
siderable argument  against  trusting  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  other  questions. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  deliberately 
stated  that  the  cJdture  by  a  bare  majority 
prevailed  in  the  majority  of  the  Colonies 
of  England ;    whereas,  in  fact,  it  only 
prevailed  in  one.    In  two  Colonies  this 
eldture  had  been  tried  and  abandoned ; 
and  the  Cape  Legislature  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  was  better  to  trust 
to  the  good  sense  of  the  House  than  to 
resort  to    unconstitutional  methods  oi 
eldture.      He  believed  that  there  had 
been  a  real  re-action  in  that    House 
against  Obstruction,  and  that  it  would 
require  only  a  little  more  patience  to 
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bring  all  sections  of  this  House  to  the 
conviction  that  it  was  neither  wise  nor 
dignified,  nor  likelj,  in  the  long  run,  to 
prevail.  He  considered  that  the  country 
was  over-legislated  for;  but  even  if 
more  legislation  were  desired  it  should 
be  remembered  that  for  centuries  they 
had  got  on  very  well  without  any  un- 
natural cldture.  Suppose  some  measures 
did  take  more  than  a  month  or  even  a 
Session  to  pass,  was  it  such  a  very  des- 
perate state  of  things  after  all  ?  There 
was  no  country  which  resembled  more 
the  political  life  of  England  than  Hun- 
gary, and  there  cidture  did  not  prevail ; 
and  many  countries  which  had  adopted 
the  cloture  allowed  Members,  when  it 
was  submitted  to  the  House,  to  vote  by 
ballot,  and  this,  of  course,  made  a  great 
deal  of  difference.  He  had  little  doubt 
that  if  this  cidture  by  a  bare  majority 
were  carried  it  must  tend  to  demoralize 
the  public  life  of  this  country,  to  de- 
generate the  Office  of  Speaker,  and  to 
destroy  freedom  of  speech  and  fulness 
of  discussion.  Therefore,  ho  welcomed 
the  Amendment  as  the  lesser  of  two 
evils.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
"Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
had  taken  a  leaf  out  of  the  book  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  had  learnt  to  prefer 
ingenuity  and  sophistry  to  genuine  ar- 
guments. The  noble  Lord  had  argued 
from  a  Party  point  of  view,  and  he  was 
sorry  there  appeared  to  be  a  general  idea 
prevalent  that  this  cidture  would  be 
generally  enforced  as  a  Party  weapon. 
He  was  afraid  that  the  prediction  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  only  too  likely  to  be  re- 
alized, and  that  the  cloture  would  be  put 
into  frequent  operation.  He  protested 
against  the  Conservative  party  looking 
forward  to  the  exercise  of  a  bare  ma- 
jority cidture.  But  if  the  Front  Benches 
were  agreed  on  a  particular  application 
of  the  Rule  there  would  be  no  doubt 
that  the  Rule  ought  to  be  applied.  The 
second  argument  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
that  he  would  never  be  a  party  to  the 
suppression  of  Irish  national  feeling  in 
that  House.  He  did  not  believe  there 
was  any  desire  in  any  Party  to  do  so. 
But  the  question  was  whether  the  Party 
which  had  been  guilty  of  Obstruction 
did  represent  a  genuine  national  feeling. 
He  imagined  that  many  speeches  of  the 
noble  Lord  might  be  quoted  which  took 
a  very  different  view  from  that  which  he 
had  expressed  on  Wednesday.  But  he 
certainly    did    not    believe    that  Irish 
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national  f  oelinff  would  be  so  likely  to  be 
suppressed  under  a  two-thirds'  or  a  W 
eights '  as  under  a  bare  majority;  and 
on  these  grounds  he  shoold  vote  for  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  DALY  failed  to  conceive  how  any 
useful  purpose  could  be  served  by  dis- 
cussing the  Amendment,  after  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Oibson). 
An  hour  and  a-half  of  the  time  of  the 
House  had  already  been  wasted,  and 
that  waste  of  time,  to  some  extent^  oon- 
stituted  a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of  the 
House.     The  ration  d^itre  of  the  Bule 
and  of  the  Amendment  was  to  put  down 
Irish  Obstruction.    But  what  was  called 
Obstruction  by  English  Members  was 
rightful  resistance  not  only  for  freedom 
of  speech  in  that  House,   but  for  the 
liberties  of  Ireland.     He  had  voted  with 
the  Government  last  night,  not  for  any 
love  of  the  Government,  but  because  he 
saw  that  the  Conservatives  voted  from  a 
mean  desire  to  save  themselves   from 
cloture,  and  a  strong  desire  to  supprees 
the  Irish  Party.     But  Irishmen  were 
not  to  be  led  into  the  trap.    The  Go- 
vernment had  put  on  a  semblance  of 
respect  for  the  rights  of  minorities ;  bat 
whenever  Irish  Members  made  ^em- 
selves  obnoxious,   a  House  of  the  re- 
quisite number  would   soon  be  found 
to    suppress    them.     He  believed  the 
Rule  would  tend  to  the  degradation  of 
Speakers,  and  that  the  present  occapant 
of  the  Chair  would  be  the  last  high- 
minded  and  impartial  official  who  wonld 
sit  there.     At  the  present  moment  the 
screw  from  Birmingham  was  being  pot 
on  Members  opposite.     Pressure  from 
the  Caucus  was  being  exercised.    In  the 
face  of  all  this,  the  duty  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers was  clear.    He  would  rather  have 
voted  against  the  Gt>veniment,  if  the 
Conservative  Party,  instead  of  making  a 
miserable  compromise  to  shelter  them* 
selves,  had  met  the  question  in  a  proper 
stand-up  fashion,  with  a  decided  nega^ 
tive.      [Mr.  Wakton:    So    we   shaU.] 
Yes ;  but  it  would  have  become  them 
better  if  they  had  done  so  at  first,  and 
have  had  some  regard  for  the  feelings  of 
the  Irish  Members,  on  whom,  however, 
after  all,  the  cloture  would  be  found  to 
press  less  heavily  than  on  themselves. 
He  was  a  determined  opponent  of  the 
cloture  in  any  form  ;  but  Uiey  had  voted 
with  the  Government  because  they  ob- 
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iaoted  to  the  attitude  of  the  Conservatiye 
Party.  Their  object  was,  he  believed, 
to  retain  for  themselves  freedom  of 
i^eech  while  they  crushed  the  Irish 
section. 

Sn  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  would  not  have  addressed  the  House 
Imt  for  the  speech  on  the  previous  even- 
ing of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Famell).  He  desired  to  deny 
that  in  the  action  of  the  Conservative 
Party  there  was  any  desire  to  burke  the 
Irish  National  Party.  Whenever  he  had 
npoken  on  the  subject  he  had  always  de- 
wured  that  their  objections  were  to  the 
Miure  as  a  whole,  and  that  they  were 
determined  by  every  means  in  their 
power  to  oppose  the  steps  that  were 
oeing  taken  to  silence  the  Conservative 
Party.  That  such  was  the  intention  of 
the  Gk)Temment  it  was  impossible  to 
doubt,  for  it  had  been  let  out  as  clearly 
as  possible.  They  did  not  care  whether 
they  damaged  the  Speaker  or  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  as  their  only  aim 
and  object  in  introducing  the  eldture  was 
to  pass  those  measures  which  Liberal 
Caaenses  had  determined  should  be 
passed,  by  providing  a  weapon  by  means 
of  which  these  might  be  forced  down  the 
throats  of  the  Conservative  Party.  As 
regarded  the  Irish  Party,  he  had  always 
felt  that  it  was  their  right  to  make 
known  their  views  with  regard  to  the 
country  they  represented,  and  he  thought 
that  Party  had  erred  in  taking  the 
course  they  had  done  on  the  previous 
evening,  instead  of  trusting  the  Conser- 
vative  Party.  They  would  find  that  in 
trusting  to  the  so-called  safeguards  of 
the  Miwe  they  were  leaning  on  a  broken 
reed,  as  when  it  came  to  Uie  point  all 
those  safeguards  would  be  swept  away, 
and  it  would  turn  out  that  the  eldture 
was  a  weapon  forced  at  the  expense 
of  Ireland  as  well  as  of  this  great 
country. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  the  hon.  and  gal- 
knt  Gentleman  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bart- 
telot)  made  a  mistake  if  he  imagined 
that  the  Irish  Party  trusted  the  Opvern- 
ment.  They  trusted  no  Party  in  the 
House.  Both  Parties,  one  after  the 
other,  had  governed  Ireland  during  the 
past  80  years,  and  the  misfortunes  of 
the  country  were  as  much  due  to  one 
as  to  the  other.  He  was  ready  to  ac- 
knowledge the  consideration  shown  per- 
sonally by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman   towards  Irish   Members ;   but 


when  creditable  intentions  were  claimed 
for  the  Conservative  Party  towards 
the  Irish  Party,  he  could  only  say 
that  he  judged  Conservatives  by  the 
rational  inference  to  be  drawn  from  their 
acts.  The  Government  had  proposed  a 
Rule  of  eldture  which  would  undoubtedly 
enable  the  Party  in  power  to  put  to 
silence  at  any  time  either  the  regular  or 
irregular  Opposition.  The  Conservative 
Party  had,  however,  proposed  a  eldture 
which  would  allow  freedom  of  speech  on 
their  part,  but  would  put  Irish  Members 
to  silence.  The  eldture  which  they  pro- 
posed would  put  in  the  hands  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  the  practical 
control  of  the  House.  ThereK>re,  the 
attitude  of  the  Conservative  Party  was 
an  attitude  cynical,  selfish,  and  atrocious. 
The  Irish  Members  in  the  House  had 
the  moral  rights  of  a  small  party  of 
men  struggling  for  their  rights,  and  the 
right  of  speaking,  and  it  would  not  be 
denied  them  by  honest  men  in  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  was  leading  the  English 
Tory  Party  on  a  false  and  evil  path.  He 
was  there  as  the  advocate  and  champion 
of  the  landlord  class  who  had  endea- 
voured to  keep  the  people  of  Ireland 
under  their  feet ;  and  it  was  in  the  inte- 
rest of  that  class  that  he  had  misled  the 
English  Tory  Party  by  the  adoption  of 
a  Rule  which  had  alienated  from  them 
the  support  of  the  Irish  Party.  They 
had  no  choice,  as  honourable  men,  but 
to  give  the  vote  ^they  gave  last  night. 
They  were  sufficiently  Christian  to  desire 
to  extend  to  the  Conservative  Party  the 
salutary  discipline  which  that  Party 
were  so  willing  to  g^ve  them.  When 
the  time  came  for  considering  the  policy 
of  the  Government  on  its  own  merits, 
they  would  be  prepared  to  show  that 
sentiment  which  he  believed  was  in  the 
heart  of  every  Irish  Member  of  the 
House,  that  they  trusted  neither  Party, 
but  longed  for  the  time  when  they  should 
be  emancipated  from  both. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had 
g^ven  the  House  reasons  for  his  support- 
ing the  Government,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  determined 
not  to  be  out-done,  turned  upon  him 
(Mr.  Gibson),  and  tried  to  destroy 
him.  He  desired  to  evidence  as  plainly 
as  he  could  that  there  were  still  some 
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remnants  of  life  left  in  liis  possession. 
It  was  nothing  short  of  a  misreading  of 
the  whole  position  to  assume  that  in 
proposing  the  two-thirds'  majority  he 
had  in  his  mind  an  idea  so  absurd  as  to 
interfere  in  the  slightest  degree  with 
anyone  in  the  House.  He  was  fighting 
what  he  conceived  to  be  a  battle  on 
the  part  of  the  liberty  of  free  discussion 
and  free  debate,  and  ho  advocated  that 
in  the  interests  of  all  parts  of  the  House 
alike.  When  the  hon.  Member  sug- 
gested that  ho  (Mr.  Gibson)  was  speak- 
ing as  the  spokesman  of  a  minority  in 
Ireland,  he  desired  to  point  out  that  that 
was  not  a  controversy  in  the  slightest 
degree  involved.  But  if  it  was  to  be 
gone  into  at  all,  he  desired  to  indicate 
that  the  hon.  Member  himself  was  not 
particularly  strong  on  that  subject ; 
because  they  were  credibly  informed  by 
all  the  organs  of  public  information  that 
it  was  only  by  the  casting  vote  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Oity  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  who  had  forgiven  a  great  deal  to 
the  present  Government,  that  the  acci- 
dent was  brought  about  that  the  United 
National  Irish  Party  supported  the  Go- 
vernment. Supposing  the  vote  of  those 
who  opposed  the  action  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  was  taken  into 
account,  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
found  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
was  entitled  to  pose  as  the  Kepresenta- 
tive  of  a  united  Irish  Nation. 

Me.  MACARTNEY  said,  he  fully 
concurred  with  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  ^Mr.  Gibson's)  re- 
marks in  respect  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  as  regarded 
that  hon.  Member's  attack  upon  the 
Conservative  Party.  He  also  thought  the 
hon.  Member  was  not  entitled  to  take  so 
much  credit  to  the  Irish  Party  for  vot- 
ing, as  they  were  compelled  to  vote  by 
their  present  Loader ;  because,  when  the 
debate  closed  last  night,  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber below  him  (Mr.  Callan)  stood  up 
and 

Mr.  speaker  said,  he  would  re- 
mind the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Macart- 
ney) that  the  Question  before  the  House 
was  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Harcourt).  The 
hon.  Member  must  confine  himself  to  it. 

Mr.  macartney  said,  he  was  only 
following  the  example  which  had  been 
shown  him.  But  if  no  answer  was  to  be 
given  to  the  allegation  that  the  Con- 
servative Party  was  constantly  treading 

Mr.  Gibson 


the   Irish  Party  down,   of  course,  hi 
would  not  persue  that  subject  farthor, 
but    would   say  a  few  words  on  the 
Amendment.     He  ag^reed  with  the  lum. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Muntz) 
that  the  effect  of  the  Rule  would  be  to 
crush  the  small  minorities,  while  letting 
the  large  ones  go  free.     It  was  a  re- 
markable fact  that  under  the  Resolution, 
as  it  stood,  the  same  majority  of  301 
was  required  to  put  to  silence  a  minoritj 
of  200,  that  was  required  to  put  to  silence 
a  minority  of  40.     The  prevailing  im- 
pression seemed  to  be  that  if  the  Beso- 
lution  were  adopted,  no  opposition  would 
be  silenced  by  the  Government  if  there 
were  40  Members  in  it,  and  that  the 
power  would  be  exercised  by  the  Speaker 
alone,  of  his  own  motion,  without  any 
suggestion   being  offered  by  anybody 
else.     That,   however,  was  a  mistake. 
Anyone    who    had    seen    the   practioe 
abroad,  as    he   (Mr.    Macartney)  had, 
would  know  that  in  foreign  Assemblies, 
where  the  cidture  existed,  it  was  never 
brought  about  by  the  President  of  the 
Assembly,  but  was  always  initiated  by 
some  Member  of  the  House;  and,  in 
some  instances,  from  20  to  40  Members 
were  required  to  rise  in  their  places  and 
demand  that  it  should  be  put  into  open* 
tion  before  it  could  be  enforced.    The 
country  had  been  greatly  misled  with 
regard  to  the  subject ;  for  the  fact  was 
that  this  Resolution  was  proposed  with 
the  view  not  of  putting  down  Obstruc- 
tion,   but  of  facilitating    Government 
Business,  and  the  sooner  the  countzy 
understood  that  fact  the  better. 

Mr.  hicks  said,  that  new  matter 
was  continually  cropping  up  in  the  conzie 
of  this  discussion,  and  it  was  the  duty  of 
hon.  Members  to  let  the  country  knov 
what  were  the  real  objects  of  this 
measure.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  DaUin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  had  said,  the  other  night, 
that  this  proposal  would  have  met  with 
but  very  little  support  from  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  had  it  been  introduced  hy 
the  Leaders  of  the  Tory  Party ;  bat  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, in  reply,  had  treated  that  as  an 
argument  which  he  met  with  what  he 
perhaps  thought  a  novel  and  convincing 
style  of  answer,  and  he  thereupon  asked 
how  many  of  those  sitting  on  the  Oppo- 
sition side  would  have  opposed  it  had 
it  been  brought  forward  by  the  last 
Government  ?    This  mode  of  argoment 
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reminded  him  (Mr.  Hicks)  of  his  eobool 
days.  But  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  UniTeraily  of  Dublin 
had  need  no  such  argument,  but  had 
aimply  ohallenged  those  on  the  Oovem- 
ment  side.  That  challenge  had  not  been 
met.  But  he  would  meet  the  challenge 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister.  For  his  own  part,  and  on 
behalf  of  those  who  sat  near  him,  he 
(Mr.  Hicks)  was  convinced  that  had  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  brought  forward  such  a  pro- 
posal when  his  Party  was  in  power, 
those  sitting  below  the  Gangway  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  would  have 
been  the  first  to  oppose  it.  If  he  should 
have  the  honour  of  having  a  seat  in  that 
House  when  next  the  Oonservative  Party 
oame  into  Office,  he  would  be  one  of  the 
first  to  vote  for  the  immediate  repeal  of 
this  most  tyrannical  Bule.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  side  had  been  censured  for 
supporting  these  Amendments  to  protect 
themselves,  whilst  they  were  not  ready 
to  protect  small  minorities.  He  denied 
the  charge.  The  fact  was,  the  Opposi- 
tion was  placed  at  a  disadvantage.  They 
had  to  deal  with  a  Besolution  instead  of 
a  Bill,  and  so  had  not  had  any  oppor- 
tunity of  opposing  the  principle,  as  in  a 
second  reaoing,  but  were  now  dealing 
with  it  as  in  Committee.  It  was  their 
duty  to  try  and  make  it  less  objection- 
able ;  but,  whether  they  succeeded  or 
not,  when  the  time  came  they  would 
oppose  it  upon  principle. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  he  must  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  must  confine 
his  remarks  to  the  Amendment  before 
the  House. 

Mb.  hicks  said,  that,  whether  the 
Amendment  were  adopted  or  not,  the 
Kesolution  ought  never  to  be  permitted 
to  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  putting  a 
stop  to  legitimate  discussion.  He  sup- 
ported the  Amendment,  as  one  of  the 
means  of  minimizing  the  evil  effects  of 
the  cldtur0,  after  the  attempt  to  obtain  a 
two-thirds'  majority  had  failed.  It  was 
the  duty  of  the  Conservative  Party  to 
endeavour  to  effect  that. 

Question  put. 

The     House    divided : 
Noes   146  :  Majority  76.  • 
No.  367.) 

Mb.  MAOFABLANE,  in  moving,  as 
an  Amendment,  to  leave  out,  in  line  9 
of  the  Besolution,  the  words  "  to  have 


Ayes    70  ; 
(IHv.  list. 


been  supported  by  more  than  200  Mem- 
bers," in  order  to  insert — 

"  That  the  number  of  Memben  voting  in  the 
affirmatiye  exceeds  200,  and  that  it  hais  been 
opposed  by  less  than  200,'* 

said,  it  was  intended  to  make  more 
clearly  what  the  meaning  of  the  1st  He- 
solution  was.  As  regarded  it,  he  had 
found  in  the  Lobby  no  less  than  six 
different  interpretations  of  what  the 
Besolution  really  meant.  He  supposed 
it  conceivable,  and  the  fact  was,  that 
manv  people  believed  the  meaning  of 
the  latter  part  of  the  Besolution  to  be 
that  if  a  Motion  for  the  oldture  should  be 
supported  by  200  Members,  it  would  be 
carried  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  it  had 
been  opposed  by  more  than  200,  say, 
for  instance,  300. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  9,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  to  have 
been  supported  by  more  than  two  hundred 
Members/'  and  insert  "that  the  number  of 
Members  voting  in  the  affirmative  exceeds  two 
hundred," — {Mr,  Maefarlane,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
'  to  have  been  supported  by  more  than ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  QLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
believe  that  the  words  of  the  Besolution 
presented  any  di£B.culty  whatever,  or 
that  they  were  at  all  ambiguous  as  they 
stood.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Maofar- 
lane)  was  apprehensive  that,  under  the 
wording  of  the  Bule,  the  eldture  might 
be  passed  by  200  Members,  although  a 
still  larger  number  should  vote  against 
it.  There  was,  of  course,  no  foundation 
for  such  an  apprehension,  for  the  state- 
ment in  the  Besolution  was,  that  the 
Question  should  not  be  declared  to  have 
been  decided  in  the  affirmative,  unless 
it  should  have  been  supported  by  200 
Members.  If  more  than  200  Members 
should  have  voted  against  it,  of  course, 
it  could  not  have  been  decided  in  the 
affirmative.  If  it  were  supported  by  200 
Members,  it  would  then  come  under  the 
general  law  of  the  House,  and  would  be 
declared  in  the  affirmative  if  the  number 
was  a  majority,  and  would  be  negatived 
if  it  was  a  minority. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  ASHTON  DILKE  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  line  9,  to  leave  out  every- 
thing after  ''  more  than,"  and  to  insert 
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''150  Members."  The  hon.  Member 
said,  its  effect  would  be  to  strike  out  the 
proyisions  of  the  Govemment  as  to 
Houses  of  under  200  and  100  Members 
respectively,  and  simply  to  give  the 
power  of  closing  a  debate  if  1*50  Mem- 
bers gave  consent  to  it.  lie  thought 
the  Government  would  find  it  to  their 
advantage  to  have,  instead  of  what  was 
called  an  arithmetical  puzzle,  some  clear 
and  intelligible  proposition  which  could 
be  understood  at  first  sight.  By  adopt- 
ing some  such  number  as  he  proposed, 
they  would  get  rid  of  the  proportional 
vote. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  9,  toleayo  out  from  the  word  **  than/' 
to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  one  hundred  and  fifty  Membera," — 
(J/r.  Aihton  Lilke,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'  two  hundred '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would  sub- 
mit that  there  was  something  in  the 
nature  of  a  principle  in  the  distinction 
they  had  drawn.  The  Government 
thought  the  name  of  "  small  minorities  " 
must  bo  justly  held  to  include  numbers 
greater  than  40  ;  because  the  number  of 
40  was  not  a  number  of  itself  compe- 
tent to  transact  Business  at  all,  and, 
that  being  so,  they  thought  it  fair  to 
give  it  no  further  protection  than  was 
required  by  having  100  constituting  the 
majority  against  it.  If  the  House  was 
constituted  with  a  number  competent  to 
do  Business,  they  provided  the  number 
of  200.  That  was  the  reason  for  the 
two-fold  division.  Every  number  of  a 
minority,  from  40  up  to  149,  would 
stand  in  a  position  of  much  worse  pro- 
tection if  the  Amendment  were  carried 
than  would  be  the  case  by  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Govemment.  His  hon. 
Friend  would  give  more  protection  to  a 
minority  imder  40,  which  had  got  enough 
already,  while  it  diminished  for  all  mi- 
norities between  40  and  150  the  protec- 
tion which  the  Government  had  given, 
and  which  they  did  not  think  excessive. 
He  admitted  the  Amendment  possessed 
the  advantage  of  simplicity  \  but  thought, 
on  the  whole,  the  Govemment  proposal 
was  the  more  equitable. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 
Mr.  Aihton  Jbilkc 


Mr.  SALT  moved,  as  an  Amendmenti 
in  line  9,  to  substitute  *'  300  "  for  "  300" 
as  the  number  of  Members  who  should 
be  required  to  vote  in  the  majority  be- 
fore tiie  Rule  should  be  put  in  fone. 
While  admitting  the  strength  of  tibB 
argument  that  questions  should  be  de- 
cided by  a  simple  majority,  he  thoogfat 
it  a  very  serious  departure  £rom  the 
usual  custom  of  the  House  to  fix  any 
particular  number  at  all;  but,  since  a 
number  was  to  be  fixed,  he  thought  that 
300  would  be  more  useful  than  200.  It 
was  said  that  the  eldture  would  never  be 
put  in  force  by  a  mere  Party  vote.  Now, 
200  might  often  represent  a  mere  Partj 
Vote,  while  300,  while  it  might  do  lo 
occasionally,  would  always  represent  a 
definite  and  careful  expression  of  "  the 
sense  of  the  House,"  for  such  a  number 
of  Members  could  not  be  brought  toge- 
ther without  thought  and  care  and  con- 
siderable trouble ;  and  it  might  be  bet- 
ter to  rely  on  a  simple  number  than  oa 
a  proportion,  such  as  two-thirds.  Again, 
the  limit  of  200  would  not  be  sufficient 
to  meet  the  demands  of  the  case.    If 
the   larger    number  were    adopted,  it 
would  clear  away  many  of   the  diffi- 
culties and  some  of  the  seeming  injostico 
connected  with  the  aplication  of  the  cA^ 
ture.    It  would  probably  be  needless  to 
retain  the  complicated  provisions  in  the 
latter  portion  of  the  Besolution.   He  did 
not  entertain  much  hope  of  persuading 
the  Prime  Minister  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment ;  but  he  thought  that  if  the  safe- 
guard were  put  at  300,  it  would  affoid 
enough  protection  to  minorities  without 
the  complicated  figures  that  followed. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  9,  to 
leave  out  the  word  "  two,"  in  order  to 
insert  the  word  "three," — {Mr.  SaU,)^ 
instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  wozd 
'  two  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  lis- 
tened with  some  curiosity  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Salt),  because,  under  the  name  of  an 
Amendment  of  detail,  he  had  proposed 
to  sweep  away  practically — for  ereiy 
practical  purpose  —  nearly  the  whole 
fabric  they  had  been  building  up  at  each 
extraordinary  length.  To  require  a  vote 
of  300  before  the  cldture  was  put  in  ope- 
ration was  to  require  that  a  number 
should  be  gathered  together,  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  it  in  operation,  which 
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was  not  gathered  together  for  yoting 
purposes,  ne  belieyed,  upon  the  average 
five  times  in  the  coarse  of  the  whole 
Session.  It  was  not  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber meant  to  determine  that  the  closing 
power  should  be  put  in  operation  daring 
me  whole  of  a  Session ;  bat  what  he 
meant  was  that  the  House  would  be  in 
a  state  of  impotence  to  apply  it  upon  all 
occasions  except  those  very  rare  ones. 
The  GoTemment  had  pushed  things  very 
fiur  indeed  in  the  Besolution,  in  the  way 
of  protection  to  small  minorities,  by  ex- 
tending that  protection  so  far  as  to  re- 
quire in  support  of  the  Eesolution  200 
Members.  H  300  Members  were  re- 
qniredy  that  would  give  absolute  im- 
mimity,  in  almost  all  circumstances,  for 
small  minorities  of  6,  8,  or  10;  because 
these  minorities,  in  19  cases  out  of  20, 
were  formed  in  the  Houses  that  never 
oonldy  by  any  possibility,  reach  300.  In 
point  of  fact,  it  was  cutting  at  the  roots 
of  the  whole  matter ;  and  while  the  pro- 
posal had  the  aspect  of  an  Amendment 
of  detail,  it  would  really  stultify  every- 
fliing  they  had  done  and  had  voted.  On 
the  other  hand,  this  was  by  no  means 
protection  of  certain  cases  where  a  small 
minority  ought  to  be  protected,  because 
there  were  cases  requiring  it.  Take  a 
ease  like  that  of  Mr.  O'Oonnell,  when  he 
poposed  the  Bepeal  of  the  Union,  and 
Bad  a  long  debate  upon  it  in  1830. 
He  (Mr.  Gladstone)  supposed  everyone 
would  admit  that  it  would  have  been  an 
extremely  wrong  thing  prematurely  to 
dose  that  debate;  but  there  were  300 
men  on  the  ground,  and  more  than  300, 
far  the  division  against  him  was  more 
than  500.  The  Amendment  would  not 
only  not  protect  the  minority  in  cases 
where  it  required  to  be  protected,  but  it 
would  give  protection  where  it  ought  not 
to  be  g^ven,  and  make  the  whole  cldture 
proposal  nnworkable  in  19  cases  out 
of  20. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB  said,  he  failed  to 
see  how  the  Besolution  as  it  stood  would 
protect  a  minority ;  but  he  would  show 
BOW  that  minority  would  be  protected 
bv  this  Amendment.  In  the  instance 
lUnded  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
Mr.  O'Oonnell  moved  a  Besolution  of 
great  importance,  but  failed  to  obtain 
say  support,  except  from  an  insignificant 
portion  of  the  House  of  Commons.  But 
the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  would 
hare  been  a  hardship  if  the  minority 
had  not  been  allowea  a  hearing.    How 


did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
propose  to  protect  the  minority?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that  it 
would  have  been  an  act  of  hardship  and 
injustice  if  so  small  a  minority  as  that 
obtained  by  Mr.  O'Oonnell  had  been 
suppressed  while  urging  a  question  of 
great  importance.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  making  that  admission  had 
gone  more  than  half-way  in  justifying 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Salt),  though, 
at  the  same  time,  he  (Mr.  J.  Lowther) 
was  bound  to  say  that  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  felt  it  their  duty 
to  go  further  and  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote),  which  proposed  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  Besolution  altogether.  He 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
own  arguments  had  afforded  most  ma- 
terial support  to  the  present  Amend- 
ment, upon  which  he  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  take  the  sense  of  the 
House. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
was  free  to  confess  that  in  this  matter  of 
the  cJdture  he  was  inclined  to  put  his 
conscience  in  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  more,  however,  he 
heard  of  the  discussion,  and  the  more 
he  examined  the  subject,  as  regarded 
the  practice  of  other  coimtries,  the  more 
he  felt  that  the  Government  were  right 
in  pressing  their  proposal.  If  they  were 
to  have  a  eldiure  at  all,  it  ought  to  be  a 
real  cMture  ;  but  it  was  quite  clear  that 
if  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Salt)  were  adopted,  the  eldture 
would  be  a  sham,  and  could  only  be 
exercised  on  very  rare  occasions  indeed. 
He  was  afraid  that  even  the  limit  of  200 
Members  would  restrict  the  operation  of 
the  eldture  too  much. 

Me.  WARTON  said,  he  was  one  who 
refused  to  place  his  conscience  in  any- 
body's hands,  but  claimed  to  exercise 
his  own  judgment.  He  supported  the 
Amendment  as  being  in  the  nature  of  a 
last  appeal  to  the  good  feeling  of  their 
opponents  on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  his  side  of  the  House ;  and  he 
warned  the  Gx)vernment  that  they  would 
incur  a  heavy  responsibility  if  they  de- 
clined to  accept  the  co-operation  of  the 
Opposition  in  revising  the  Rules  of  Pro- 
cedure, and  insisted  on  crushing  them 
by  a  mere  Party  majority.  He  saw  no 
reason  why  the  Government  should  op- 

IFourieenth  iVf>A^.] 


195  ParUament—Bwittess  of  th$     [COMMONS)       ffou$S'-7%e  New  Rulet,    796 


pose  the  Amendment,  for  on  all  im- 
portant occasions  a  Government  was  not 
worthy  of  the  name  if  they  could  not  get 
together  300  Members  in  a  House  which 
numbered  some  658  Members. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  must  point  out  that,  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  accept  that  Amendment, 
or  one  of  a  similar  character,  some  at- 
tempt must  be  made  to  define  what  was 
meant  by  the  **  evident  sense  of  the 
House,''  because,  on  that  point,  the  Ee- 
solution  as  it  stood  was  perfectly  absurd 
and  hypocritical.  It  began  by  talking 
of  the  "evident  sense  of  the  House" — for 
the  Government  had  insisted  on  retain- 
ing those  words — and  yet  did  not  give 
any  definition  of  what  that  ''evident  sense 
of  the  House"  was  to  be.  The  House  of 
Commons  differed  from  foreign  Legisla- 
tive Assemblies,  among  other  things,  by 
sitting  longer,  and,  consequently,  many 
Members  were  absent.  A  certain  pro- 
portion were  generally  in  the  House, 
another  proportion  were  in  its  precincts, 
and  could  be  summoned  by  the  Division 
Bell,  while  a  number  more  were  at  a 
distance.  What,  under  those  circum- 
stances, was  meant  by  the  ''evident 
sense  of  the  House  ?  "  Did  it  include  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  not  heard  the 
debate,  but  who  rushed  in  at  the  sound 
of  the  Bell  ?  If  the  present  Amendment 
were  adopted,  it  would  be  quite  clear 
that  when  so  important  a  Motion  as  the 
eldture  was  carried,  it  had  been  sanc- 
tioned by  what  was  generally  under- 
stood to  be  the  "  evident  sense  of  the 
House."  It  would  be  ridiculous  to  say 
41  Members  represented  the  "sense  of 
the  House,"  when  199  voted  against 
cldturs  being  declared.  If  the  Govern- 
ment rejected  this  Amendment,  they 
would  have  to  give  their  serious  atten- 
tion to  the  Amendment  which  stood  on 
the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
— namely,  that  before  declaring  that  it 
was  the  "  evident  sense  of  the  House  or 
Committee  "  that  the  Question  should 
be  put,  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  must 
have  satisfied  himself  that  such  "  evi- 
dent sense  "  was  not  confined  to  one 
side  of  the  House  or  Committee. 

Sib  WILLIAlM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  did  not  think  the  noble  Lord's  (Lord 
George  Hamilton's)  solicitude  wit  a  re- 
gard to  the  "  evident  sense  of  the  House" 
would  be  met  by  the  Amendment,  be- 
cause the  presence  of  300  Members  did 

Mr.  Warion 


not  at  all  seoure  the  "  evident  seiue  of 
the  House "  that  the  debate  should  be 
closed.    Supposing  the  House  coDmsted 
of  600  Members,  and  the  question  rested 
on  the  casting  vote  of  the  Speaker,  tkej 
could  not  say  that  300,  under  those  cb^ 
cumstances,   represented  the    "evident 
sense  of  the  House."     The  noble  Lord 
opposite  seemed  to  argue  as  if  they  oould 
not    have    the  "evident    sense  of  the 
House  "  ascertained   unless  the  Houte 
consisted  of  more  than  300  Members; 
but  the  House  often  transacted  Busineas, 
indeed,  the  greater  part  of  its  BusineM 
was  got  through,  with  a  much  smaller 
attendance  than  that.     Hitherto  it  had 
been  the  practice  to  require  a  qaoroin 
of  40  Members ;  but,  in  introducing  the 
eldture^  the  Government  thought  that  40 
was  too  small  a  number,   and  that  it 
ought  to  be  increased.    They  had,  there- 
fore,  taken  a  number  which  was  con* 
sistent  with  forwarding  the  Business  of 
the  House  in  what  was  its  ordinary  state. 
It  seemed  to  him  if  they  had  250  Mem- 
bers present  after  a  long  debate,  and  the 
Speaker  supposed  the  matter  to  be  ade- 
quately discussed,  that  the  matter  might 
be  put  to  a  vote,  and  that  that  would 
be  a  much  more  "  evident  sense  of  the 
House"  than  if  there  were  301  on  one 
side  and  300  on  the  other.     The  Soles 
at  present  furnished  no  means  of  pre- 
venting   a  small  minority  from   inde- 
finitely protracting  debates ;  and  it  was 
felt  that  the  block   arising  from  that 
cause,  and  from  which  the  country  had 
suffered  so  long,  must  be  removed.  But 
it  would  not  be  consistent,  with  their 
experience  of  the  House,  to  require  300 
Members  to  be  summoned,  in  order  to 
overcome  the  resistance  offered  by  a  very 
small  section.     The  House  which  the 
Government  had  in  contemplation  hy 
the  higher  scale  was  a  House  of  S50 
Members — a  number  quite  sufficient  to 
transact  the  ordinary,  or,   indeed,  the 
important  Business  of  the  House.    They 
knew  perfectly  well  that  Business  of  the 
most  important  character  was  constantly 
dealt  with  by  a  House  not  larger  than 
that,  and  they  thought  they  were  taking 
a  reasonable  security  when  they  secored 
what  might  be  called  a  minimum  Hoose 
of  250  Members. 

Me.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  he 
was  surprised  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  WiUiam 
Harcourt)  had  argued  that,  while  10  or 
12  Members  might  block  the  Business  of 
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the  House,  it  might  be  necessary  for  the 
Whips  to  bring  down  300  Members  in 
order  to  carry  on  the  work  of  the  country. 
If  he  would  complete  his  labour  of  loye, 
and  read  a  little  further,  he  would  see 
that  that  case  was  provided  for,  as  it 
only  required  100  Members  to  defeat  a 
minority  of  less  than  40. 

Sia  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
he  had  been  answering  the  argument  of 
an  hon.  Member  who  had  spoken  pre- 
viously, and  had  purposely  omitted  to  re- 
fer to  the  subsequent  portion  of  the  Eule. 

Mb,  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  he 
was  not  aware  that  that  was  the  case. 
The  great  evil,  however,  contained  in 
the  Govemment's  proposal  was  that,  by 
its  evident  insincerity,  it  robbed  the 
foundations  of  public  morality,  for  it 
said  one  thing  m  decorous  words,  and 
meant  another  in  the  evident  sense  and 
intention  of  its  authors.  It  would  be  the 
duty  of  the  Speaker  to  gather  something 
to  be  the  evident  sense  of  the  House ; 
but  that,  in  reality,  would  be  an  impos- 
sible task,  according  to  the  natural  and 
honest  sense  of  the  words.  He  would 
really  have  to  consult  the  wishes  of  tlie 
Ministry,  and  all  that  he  would  believe 
was  that  the  Ministry  was  supported  by 
a  bare  majority.  He  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope)  foresaw  that  hereafter,  in  place 
of  Parliament  guided  by  Ministers — 
hitherto  technically  servants  of  the 
Crown,  but  really  of  Parliament — they 
were  to  have  a  Caesarean  form  of  go- 
yemment,  with  a  Dictator  and  a  legis- 
lative, so-called.  Body  to  register  de- 
crees. When  the  Speaker  was  reduced 
to  the  position  of  determining  the 
falsely-named  **  evident  sense  of  the 
House "  according  to  the  wishes  and 
promptings  of  another  person,  and  that 
other  person  probably  a  minister,  a  great 
shock  would  be  caused  to  public  mora- 
lity by  the  exhibition  of  the  tenant  of  so 
great  a  dignity  tied  to  an  occupation  so 
evidently  hypocritical.  The  Government, 
by  leaving  to  the  Speaker  the  decision  to 
be  pronounced,  were  casting  on  a  man 
of  honour  and  discernment  a  duty  which 
could  only  be  performed  perfunctorily 
and  in  a  technical  sense. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  72;  Noes 
85  :  Majority  37.— (Div.  list.  No.  358.) 

Mb.  BRODRIOK,  in  moving  an 
Amendment  requiring  that  the  Motion 
to  close  a  debate  supported  by  more 


than  200  Members  should  have  been  op-* 
posed  by  less  than  150  Members,  ex- 
plained that  his  Amendment  had  been 
particularly  designed  with  the  view  of 
obviating  those  difficulties  which  were 
chiefly  urged  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site against  accepting  a  two-thirds'  ma- 
jority. There  was  evidently  a  feeling 
that  if  a  two- thirds'  majority  were  passed 
it  would  always  be  open  to  some  indi- 
vidual Member  of  the  House  to  upset 
the  arrangements  which  had  been  made 
between  the  two  Front  Benches  to  bring 
a  debate  to  a  close,  and  the  figure  which 
he  had  adopted  in  that  Amendment  was 
chosen  in  order  to  prevent  the  possibility 
of  such  a  disturbing  force.  Me  asked, 
before  it  was  too  late,  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  take  back  that  portion  of 
their  programme  which  involved  the 
entire  exclusion  of  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  from  any  participation  in  an 
action  which  was  to  be  for  the  good,  not 
merely  of  the  Government,  but  of  the 
country  at  large.  He  maintained  that 
large  minorities  had  been  too  much 
ignored  in  this  matter,  and  it  was  as- 
sumed that  a  large  minority  needed  no 
protection.  But  that  it  was  not  so  was 
shown  on  the  occasion  when  Urgency 
was  refused.  Besides,  it  ought  not  to 
be  forgotten  that,  on  a  large  number  of 
questions,  the  constituencies  had  never 
been  consulted.  He  would  undertake 
to  say  that  three- fourths  of  the  measures 
passed  by  the  present  Government  were 
measures  of  which  the  constituencies 
knew  nothing.  Certainly,  they  were, 
for  the  most  part,  entirely  igpaorant  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  Amendments 
on  the  Irish  Land  Bill.  The  very  in- 
stance of  the  Urgency  Rule  to  which  he 
had  referred,  when  the  division  was  296 
against  212,  ought  to  induce  Members 
to  vote  for  his  Amendment,  which  was 
not  influenced  in  any  way  by  the  two- 
thirds'  majority  question.  He  intended 
to  press  it  to  the  fullest  extent,  and  if 
he  were  defeated,  it  would  be  by  a  ma- 
jority voting  not  according  to  convic- 
tion, but  under  the  pressure  of  Party. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  -moving 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  9,  after  the  word  '*  Members,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  **  and  to  have  been  opposed  by 
ess  than  one  hundred  and  fifty  Members." — 
(Mr.  Brodrick.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

IFourUenth  Ni^ht.'] 
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Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  respected  the 
gallantry  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Brodrick)  in  moying  such  an  Amend- 
ment after  the  division  which  had  taken 
place  on  the  preyious  night;  but  the 
GoTemment  could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, when  a  less  stringent  one  had 
been  negatived  by  the  proceedings  of  the 
night  before.  One-third  of  the  House 
amounted  to  216  or  217  Members,  and 
now  they  were  asked  to  accept  an  Amend- 
ment enabling  an  even  smaller  portion  of 
the  House  to  veto  eldturs,  for  the  effect 
of  this  Amendment  would  be  that  a 
debate  could  not  be  closed  if  it  were 
opposed  by  150  Members.  It  ought  not 
to  be  forgotten  that  there  was  an  essen- 
tial difference  between  a  voluntary  ar- 
rangement, by  which  hitherto  an  end 
had  been  fixed  for  debate,  and  a  legal 
Rule  for  the  compulsory  closing  of  de- 
bate. Under  the  old  practice,  there  was 
a  concurrence  between  both  sides  of  the 
House  as  to  the  time  when  a  debate 
should  terminate ;  but,  owing  to  changes 
which  had  recently  come  over  the  House, 
the  Government  found  it  necessary  to 
make  legal  provision  for  the  purpose, 
and  the  action  could  not  be  left  to 
depend  upon  voluntary  concurrence. 
This  was  not  an  unqualified  cldture,  be- 
cause it  required — first,  the  interposition 
of  the  Speaker ;  and,  secondly,  that  it 
should  be  supported  by  a  substantial 
number  of  votes.  These  safeguards  the 
Government  considered  fair  and  reason- 
able ;  and,  looking  to  the  decision  which 
had  been  come  to  last  night,  tlioy  must 
decline  to  accept  the  hon.  Member's 
Amendment. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  thought  that 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Dodson)  was  a  little  re- 
markable, and  showed  a  strange  change 
of  front  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
Whereas  it  appeared  at  first  that  the 
'* evident  sense  of  the  House"  was  to 
be  that  of  the  Whole  House,  now  it 
seemed  as  if  that  term  was  to  be  applied 
to  a  majority  of  the  Liberal  Party  only. 
It  was  really  romakable  how  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Government  seemed  to 
have  changed,  for  it  appeared  now  that 
what  the  Government  meant  was  the 
sense  of  the  majority  of  their  own  side. 
If  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Brodrick)  went 
to  a  division,  he  should  support  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Dodson) 


had  said  that,  owing  to  altered  dicom- 
stances,  the  arrangements  between  F&r- 
ties  as  to  closing  debates  could  not  now 
be  come  to.     He  (Mr.  Warton)  should 
like  to  ask  what  those  altered  drcnm- 
stances   were  ?     They  on   that  side  of 
the  House  had  not  changed.    He  could, 
therefore,  see  no  reason  why  the  tvo 
Front  Benches  should  not  be  able,  whoa 
necessary,  to  make  an  arrangement  for 
putting  down  Obstruction,  unless  it  was 
the  determination  of  a  domineering  and 
tyrannical  Government  to  oppress  their 
opponents. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said,  he 
was  glad  the  Prime  Minister  had  re- 
turned,   as  when   he  was   absent  the 
House  seemed  to  be  without  intelligent 
leadership.     He  looked  upon  his  hon. 
Friend's  (Mr.  Brodrick's)  Amendment 
to  fix  the  number  at  100  or  150 — ^he  was 
not  sure  of  the  number  —  as  a  loau 
penitentia  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  hoped  the  right    hon.   Gentleman 
would  accept  it ;  for,  if  ho  did  so,  as  i 
matter  of  course  the  whole  of  the  Mem- 
bers behind  him  would  immediately  give 
their  adhesion  to  it.     He  would  not  say 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  whole  career 
had  been  one  of  inconsistency ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  always  shown 
that  he  could  look  back  and  retrace  his 
steps.     Here,  then,  was  an  opportunity 
afforded  him  of  exercising  the  virtue  of 
repentance.     The  effect  of  carrying  that 
Resolution,  without  some  such  compro- 
mise as  that  now  proposed,  would  be  to 
take  away  from  minorities  their  r^P^' 
sibilities  as  well  as  their  rights.    The 
Party  in  power  would  be  in  a  position 
to  pass  whatever  measures  they  liked  in 
the  form  in  which  they  were  introduced. 
The  maxim  of  the  majority  was  ''  MapM 
est  Veritas,  ied  non  valetV  The  practice  of 
tho  Houso  had  been  for  centuries  to  allov 
the  minority  a  right  of  veto.     Only  in 
the  Long  Parliament  and  in  the  days  of 
tho  Tudors  that  tradition  was  broken. 
And  now,  again,  the  minority  were  once 
more  to  be  treated  as  the  "  Delinquents" 
and  "  Malig^ants  "  of  those  days.  From 
that  day  forth  compromise  would  be  got 
rid  of.     *'  Sic  volo  iie  juheo^*  would  be 
the  principle  of  the  future.    The  Prime 
Minister  had  already  become  like  i& 
E^istern  Nabob  surrounded  by  flatterers. 
Ho  (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton)  was  shocked 
at  the  grossness  of  the  flattery  exhibited 
towards  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bj 
some  of  his  Colleagues  in  their  speechee 
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outside  the  House.   Under  the  principle 
of  compromise,  the  minority  had  always 
accepted  some  responsibility  for  the  legis- 
lation of  the  country.     Under  the  new 
system,  after  Bills  had  been  introduced 
with  two  or  three  long  speeches  by  the 
Ministers,   an    organization   qf    silence 
would  be  established  on  the  Government 
side  of  the  House.    After  a  one-sided 
debate,  at  length  the  el6tur$  would  be 
applied,  and  the  measure  passed  in  its 
integrity  without  the  slightest  amend- 
ment.    How  could  the  Opposition  take 
any  responsibility  for  measures  which 
they  were  not  allowed  in  any  way  to 
shape  ?    Then  an  agitation  would  begin 
in  the  constituencies,  and  the  power  of 
the  House  of  Commons  would  be  shaken. 
The  Tory  Democracy  might  at  length  be 
inclined  to  get  rid  of  the  sleek,  self-seek- 
ing Radicals,  the  mummies  of  Brooks's, 
and  the  Bepresentatives  of  all  those  an- 
tique, corrupt,  pocket  boroughs,  one  of 
which  was  represented  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Galne  (Lord  Edmond 
Eitzmaurice).    The  tendency  would  be 
more  and  more  to  throw  absolute  power 
into  the  hands  of  the  Ministers,  and  as 
soon  as  absolute  power  was  given  to 
men  they  were  sure  to  abuse  it.     The 
Prime  Minister  gave  his  opponents  no 
quarter  now;    perhaps  the  time  would 
come  when  they  would  give  him  or  his 
Successors  no  quarter.   Surely  the  Prime 
Minister  might  be  content,  for  never 
was  there  a  Minister  backed  by  so  large 
a   following,   and    faced    by  so  gentle 
an  Opposition.    The  Prime  Minister  did 
not  appear  to  have  fully  measured  the 
intensity  of  the  dislike   entertained  to 
this  measure,  or  the  country  to  have  yet 
fully  grasped  the  fact  that   the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  trying  to  put  down 
something  more  than  Obstruction,  and 
to  lay  his  heavy  hand  upon  Parliament 
itself.      He  lauded  and  magnified  the 
attributes  of   the  majority.     He  could 
well  imagine  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
8a3ring,  when  he  looked  into  the  glass  in 
the  morning — "  I  am  the  majority,  the 
brains,  the  voice,  the  heart  of  the  majo- 
rity.    Without   me  the  majority  is  a 
vain,     fugitive,    unsubstantial    thing." 
And  then    the   right    hon.  Gentleman 
walked  down  to  the  House,  and  found 
that  his  imagination  had  not  told  him 
a  flattering  tale,  for  there  were  some 
350  hon.,  right  hon.,  and  independent 
Gentlemen  falling  down  upon  their  faces 
and  worshipping  the  image  of  clay,  the 
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reflection  of  which  in  the  glass  pleased 
him  so  much  in  the  morning. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAET  DYKE  said, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  more  the 
House  progressed  in  the  discussion  of 
that  Hesolution,  the  more  puzzled  were 
they  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  to  find 
the  position  in  which  they  were  placed. 
They  were  puzzled  more  especially  by 
the  variety  of  reasons  given  for  urging 
this  very  strong  and  tyrannical  measure. 
One  day  they  were  informed  that  the 
Resolution  was  to  arrest  Obstruction, 
another  day  they  were  told  by  many  of 
the  supporters  of  the  Government,  with 
a  candour  which  did  them  all  possible 
credit,  that  the  only  possible  reason  why 
they  could  support  the  Besolution  was 
because  they  saw,  in  the  not  very  dis- 
tant future,  the  power  of  using  it  as  an 
engine  for  forcmg  Eadical  and  Demo- 
cratic measures  against  the  will  of  the 
minority  through  the  House.  But  what 
was  still  more  puzzling  was  the  fact  that 
not  only  did  the  reasons  vary  from  time 
to  time,  but  they  were  still  more  bewil- 
dered by  the  variety  of  arguments  ad- 
duced in  support  of  the  Resolution  itself. 
Arguing  against  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stafl'ord  (Mr.  Salt), 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  said  that  there  was  one  very 
fatal  objection  to  it — namely,  that  300 
Members  could  not  be  assembled  in  the 
House  on  one  side  more  than  four  or 
five  times  in  the  Session.  But  in  reply- 
ing to  his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton),  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment tried  to  upset  his  argument  by 
saying — *'  What  would  you  do  with  600 
Members  in  the  House  ? ''  Then  they 
were  told  that  people  out-of-doors  had 
made  up  their  minds  upon  the  question, 
that  the  Prime  Minister  had  the  country 
at  his  back,  and  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  must  swallow  the  dose 
with  as  good  a  grace  as  they  might.  No 
doubt,  the  country  had  made  up  its 
mind  that  something  must  be  done  to  put 
down  the  system  of  Obstruction  which 
had  prevailed.  They  were  all  agreed 
on  that  point ;  but  with  regard  to  the 
question  the  House  was  now  discussing, 
whether  it  would  be  a  good  thing  for 
England  in  the  future,  or  for  that  As- 
sembly in  particular,  that  any  Govern- 
ment should  be  able  by  a  bare  majority 
to  stop  debate,  he  maintained  that  the 
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country  was  as  ignorant  as  a  child  six 
years  of  age.  He  denied  that  the  Opposi- 
tion pressed  this  point  for  the  purpose 
of  obstructing  the  Resolution  ;  but  they 
had  a  right  to  demand  that  such  an 
Amendment  as  the  present  should  be 
fairly  discussed  in  the  House,  so  that 
people  outside  might  hear  both  sides  of 
the  question.  If  that  was  done,  he  be- 
lieved that,  before  long,  the  Opposition 
would  be  able  to  show  how  those  who 
supported  the  Resolution  were  shifting 
their  arguments  from  time  to  time,  and 
how  very  unstable  was  the  position  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  taking  up 
in  seeking  to  pass  the  whole  of  this  Re- 
solution. He  would  state  frankly  that 
he  supported  the  present  Amendment  in 
this  sense  alone,  that  he  considered 
half  a  loaf  better  than  no  bread.  He 
supported  it  because  he  believed  it  to 
be  a  good  one,  which,  if  carried  to  its 
legitimate  conclusion,  would  enable  them 
to  avoid  an  evil  which  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  wore  as  anxious  to  avoid 
as  themselves — the  evil  of  the  spirit  of 
Party  conflict  entering  into  their  debates 
and  divisions  ;  and  this  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  if  carried,  would  cer- 
tainly have  that  efi'ect.  They  were  told 
that  these  matters  should  not  be  made  the 
subject  of  Party  debate.  They  on  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  wore  not  respon- 
sible for  that  state  of  things.  No  one 
more  regretted  than  he  did  to  see  the 
House  divided  into  hostile  camps,  or  to 
hear  the  speeches  of  hon.  Members  who 
avowed  their  intention  of  working  this 
Resolution  in  a  Party  sense,  thus  de- 
grading the  House  into  an  arbitrary 
machine.  But  the  course  of  the  Opposi- 
tion was  a  simple  one,  not  by  illegitimate 
Obstruction,  but  by  the  force  of  fair 
argument  on  fair  Amendments,  to  endea- 
vour to  show  as  clearly  as  they  could  to 
people  out-of-doors  who  had  not  studied 
the  question  what  the  effect  of  the  Reso- 
lution was  likely  to  be.  If  they  took 
such  a  course,  he  believed,  before  very 
long,  there  would  be  a  strong  revulsion 
of  feeling  among  our  fellow-countrymen 
with  regard  to  this  proposal.  Ho  dis- 
liked using  threats ;  but  he  was  strongly 
of  opinion,  as  one  who  loved  the  House 
as  much  as  anyone  in  it,  as  one  who  had 
received  much  kindness  from  all  quar- 
ters in  the  performance  of  duties  always 
difficult  and  often  impossible,  that  if  the 
Resolution  was  not  to  undergo  some 
BOoh  Amendment  as  that  now  proposed, 
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and  was  to  be  pressed  to  the  bitter  end, 
ho  feared  that  when  the  first  Party  con- 
flict occurred  under  this  Rule  it  would 
be  the  most  evil  day  that  had  ever  hap- 
pened in  that  House.  Knowing  vbkt 
the  spirit  of  Englishmen  was,  he  vas 
certain  that  anything  like  dictation  or 
unjust  treatment  at  the  bands  of  a  ma- 
jority would  result  in  grievous  evils. 
The  question  of  injustice  did  not  rest 
with  the  majority,  but  with  the  minoritj; 
and  when  they  had  been  unjustly  treated 
by  a  majority — and  there  it  was  where 
the  pinch  would  be  felt — then  an  evil  day 
would  assuredly  come  upon  the  House. 
He  used  those  words  in  no  spirit  of 
threat,  but  of  friendly  warning ;  and  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  see  their 
way  to  modify  the  Resolution  in  the 
manner  proposed,  otherwise  he  felt 
assured  that  there  were  many  troublous 
daya  in  store  for  that  Assembly. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said^  that  since  the 
Speaker  had  directed  the  officer  of  the 
House  to  read  the  Order  of  the  Daj, 
they  had  passed  through  an  evening 
somewhat  amusing,  and,  perhaps,  from 
an  arithmetical  point  of  view,  some- 
what instructive.  It  was  like  those  pro- 
longed festivities  of  which  they  Bome- 
times  read,  which,  in  the  beginning  of 
the  week,  were  very  brilliant,  but  luter 
a  few  days  became  a  little  wearisome  as 
they  proceeded  from  their  repetition. 
That  had  been  the  characteristic  of  the 
present  week's  discussion.  They  had 
liad,  in  the  course  of  the  evening,  expla- 
nations from  some  Members  why  toef 
had  voted  yesterday;  from  others whj 
they  had  not ;  but  the  extraordinaiy 
thing  was  that  no  one  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  speak  to  the  Amendment  before 
the  House.  Hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to 
think  that  what  occurred  yesterdav  was 
the  matter  to  which  they  should  aadress 
themselves,  and  that,  having  prepared 
speeches  for  yesterday,  they  ought  to 
deliver  them  to-day.  Not  one  of  the 
speeches  which  had  been  delivered  bj 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  was  pertinent 
to  tho  Amendment  before  the  House.  It 
was  very  difficult  to  say  when  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Shrop- 
shire (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton)  was  in- 
tended to  be  delivered,  but  probably  for 
the  previous  day.  Most  certainly  it  was 
not  for  that  evening,  and  not  upon  the 
Amendment,  because  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  he  did  not  know  whether  the 
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Amendment  was  for  100  or  150;  but 
what  he  had  to  say  he  would  say.  The 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  think  that  be- 
cause there  had  been  compromises  in 
past  times,  the  Government  ought  to 
compromise  itself  that  evening,  though 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
had  been  so  decisively  defeated.  So  far 
as  there  had  been  any  argument  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke), 
it  was  that  a  minority  ought  not  to  be  op- 
pressed by  a  majority.  That  was  pre- 
cisely what  had  always  been  said  by  the 
smaU  minority  of  the  Irish  Members; 
but  if  that  were  accepted  as  valid,  no 
suspension  of  an  individual  Member, 
and  no  enforcement  of  the  cl6tur$,  how- 
ever great  the  majority,  would  ever  be 
justifiable.  There  had  been  so  much 
digression  that  he  doubted  whether 
Members  \^ho  had  not  the  Amendment 
Paper  in  their  hands  had  the  slightest 
notion  as  to  what  Amendment  was  before 
the  House.  He  would,  therefore,  point 
out  that  the  Amendment  was  concerned 
with  one  of  those  arithmetical  problems 
which  had  recalled  to  their  minds  their 
early  struggles  with  simple  fractions. 
On  Thursday  the  House  had  discussed 
the  question  whether  one- third  of  those 
having  the  right  to  vote  should  be  given 
the  power  to  veto  the  closure.  That  pro- 
position having  been  negatived,  on  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Harcourt),  they  had 
discussed  whether,  instead  of  one-third, 
three-eighths  —  a  difference  of  one- 
twenty- fburth — should  have  the  power 
to  veto ;  and,  that  also  having  been  nega- 
tived, they  were  now  discussing  whether 
two-ninths  should  have  the  power.  No 
one  could  suppose  that  such  debates  con- 
stituted earnest  Business.  The  discus- 
sions that  had  taken  place  that  evening 
were  nothing  more  than  attempts  to 
"  keep  the  question  going."  Much  had 
been  said  about  the  hostility  which  the 
Government  were  alleged  to  feel  to- 
wards hon.  Members  opposite,  and  they 
had  been  warned  not  to  divide  the 
House  into  two  hostile  camps.  Such 
allegations  were,  of  course,  groundless ; 
but  if  hon.  Members  should  continue  to 
charge  men  who  had  spent  a  great  part 
of  their  lives  in  that  House  with  having 
sacrificed  their  honour  and  the  honour 
of  the  House  to  Party  motives,  it  would, 


indeed,  become  difficult  for  them  not  to 
manifest  feelings  of  hostility.  The  dis- 
cussion of  the  Amendment  had  not,  iu 
his  opinion,  been  serious,  and  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  Government  to  accept  it. 
Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  must 
confess  to  a  feeling  of  some  surprise 
that,  after  the  somewhat  unaccountable 
delay  which  had  been  imposed  upon  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  who  always 
spoke  with  great  ability  and  practical 
knowledge  of  matters  affecting  the  House, 
he  should  have  kept  them  so  very  much 
^in  the  dark  as  to  the  grounds  on  which 
these  Resolutions  should  be  supported. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  com- 
plained that,  during  the  whole  of  that 
evening,  the  House  had  been  occupied 
with  the  consideration  of  mere  arithme- 
tical calculations,  which  he  appeared  to 
think  beneath  the  notice  of  Members  of 
that  Assembly.  But  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  should  bear  in  mind  that  the 
necessity  for  a  recurrence  to  their  early 
knowledge  of  simple  fractions  had  not 
originated  with  those  who  opposed  the 
Resolution.  Calculations  had  been  forced 
upon  them  by  the  author  of  the  Reso- 
lution himself.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  difficult  to  please,  for  he 
objected  to  details,  and  still  more  to  any 
discussion  of  the  general  principle  in- 
volved. The  fact  was  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  those  around 
him  did  not  desire  that  the  question 
should  be  discussed  at  all.  They  seemed 
to  consider  that,  as  a  majority  had  ex- 
pressed its  opinion  upon  one  branch  of 
the  question,  therefore  even  important 
details  should  be  left  alone.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  wrong  in 
stating  that  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Surrey  (Mr.  Brodriek) 
merely  reproduced  an  issue  already  de- 
cided. As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  as 
widely  separated  from  the  point  decided 
on  the  previous  day  as  the  poles  were 
asunder,  for  the  Amendment  now  before 
them  dealt  with  a  reasonable-sized  mi- 
nority, and  not  with  the  case  of  a  large 
minority.  They  had  been  told  that  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House  no  longer 
meant  the  sense  of  the  House,  but  only 
of  a  section  of  it.  The  Prime  Minister 
generally  spoke  as  if  Parliament  con- 
sisted of  but  one  Chamber;  and  now, 
apparently,  the  House  of  Commons  was 
to  consist  of  one  side  only.  He  (Mr. 
J.  Lowther)  trusted,  however,  that  the 
House  would  remember  that  it  had  tra- 
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ditions  and  privileges  which  were  com- 
mon to  all  its  Members,  and  that  they 
would  maintain  that  the  **  evident  sense 
of  the  House"  meant  the  evident  sense 
of  the  House  as  constituted;  and  he 
hoped  that  the  discussion  would  not  be 
allowed  to  terminate  before  tliey  received 
some  really  authoritative  explanation  of 
the  real  meaning  of  a  phrase  which  was 
of  such  vital  importance  to  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Aves  45  ;  Noes 
84  :  Majority  39.— (Div.  List,  No.  369.) 

Mr.  speaker  asked  if  any  other 
Member  had  an  Amendment  to  pro- 
pose? 

Mr.  WARTON  thereupon  rose  to 
move  an  Amendment. 

Me.  E.  stanhope  rose  to  a  point 
of  Order,  and  asked  whether  it  was  not 
the  duty  of  the  Chairman  to  call  upon 
Members  having  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  it  was  not  cus- 
tomary for  the  Chairman  to  call  upon 
Members,  and  all  through  this  debate  he 
had  waited  for  hon.  Members  to  rise  on 
their  own  account.  If  any  hon.  Member 
had  an  Amendment  to  propose,  it  was 
his  duty  to  rise. 

Mr.  WARTON  moved  to  omit  the 
word  **  less  *'  in  line  10  of  the  let  Reso- 
lution, and  to  insert  **  fewer  "  in  place 
thereof.  He  suggested  the  alteration  for 
the  purpose  of  improving  the  phraseo- 
logy of  tlie  Rule,  which  would  be  more 
intelligible  if  it  spoke  of  not  **  fewer" 
instead  of  not  **  less  "  than  200  Members. 
The  word  '*less"  was  generally  used 
with  regard  to  quantity,  and  "fewer" 
with  regard  to  numbers. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  10,  to 
leave  out  the  word  **less,"  in  order  to 
insert  the  word  '*  fewer." — ( J/r.  JFarton.) 

Question,  **  That  the  word  *  less  '  stand 
part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  beged  to  move  an 
Amendment  providing  that  the  Mture 
should  not  be  put  in  force  if  40  Mem- 
bers voted  against  it.  His  reason  for 
doing  so  was  that  40  was  the  quorum  of 
the  House,  and  he  contended  that,  what- 
ever the  quorum  might  be,  the  cldture 
ought  not  to  be  put  in  force  against  its 
wiO.      Whether    the    number    of   the 
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quorum  should  be  altered  was  another 
question. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  10,  to 
leave  out  the  word  ''  Members  "  to  tke 
end  of  the  Question." — (i/r.  Chaplin.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  opposed  the 
Amendment,  observing  that  proposals 
were  brought  forward  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  on  the  principle  on  which 
the  Sibylline  books  were  tendered;  as 
their  quantity  deoreased,  their  price  in- 
creased. Last  night  the  House  dedined 
to  give  one-third  the  power  to  arrest 
the  exercise  of  the  closing  power ;  bat 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  to-night, 
with  the  exception,  he  must  say,  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  E.  W. 
Harcourt),  made  not  smaller  but  greater 
demands ;  and  the  Government  had  beea 
called  upon  successively  to  permit  smallor 
and  smaller  minorities  to  arrest  the  exe^ 
cise  of  the  power.  But  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  had  at- 
tained what  he  thought  was  the  climax; 
he  had  fairly  distanced  all  his  competi- 
tors in  imitating  the  tactics  of  the  Sibjl 
by  asking  that  one-sixteenth  of  the 
House  should  have  the  power  of  arrest- 
ing the  action  of  fifteen-sixteenths. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  It  is  a  quorum. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  proposed,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  add  at  the  end  of  the 
llesolution  the  following  Proviso:— 

**  Provided  also,  That  any  number  of  Mon- 
bers  exceeding  ten  who  shall  be  dissatisfied  witk 
such  decision  shall  bo  entitled  at  the  next  nttiDg 
of  the  Uouso  to  make  a  protest  in  writiofi 
which  shall  be  recorded  in  the  Joomalf  of  tb* 
House." 

If  the  action  of  the  Speaker  or  the  Cluu^ 
man  in  closing  the  debate,  pursuant  to 
what  he  considered  to  be  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House,  was  taken  against 
a  considerable  minority  of  the  HooMr 
it  was  impossible  but  that  great  dii- 
satisfaction  would  prevail  in  conseqaeoea 
of  the  majority  having  tyrannicallj 
closed  the  mouths  of  the  minority.  In* 
stead,  therefore,  of  driving  the  minority 
to  the  country  or  the  Press  for  the  wn- 
tilation  of  their  grievances,  he  propoaad 
that  the  minority  should  in  such  casee 
have  the  power  of  recording  the  ground! 
of  their  dissatisfiftction  by  a  prot^  to  bo 
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recorded  in  the  Journals  of  the  Honse, 
as  was  the  case  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
He  could  not  conceiye  anything  more 
dangerous  to  the  House  than  that  there 
should  be  no  means  of  stating  the  grounds 
of  dissatisfaction ;  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  a  far  more  Constitutional 
course  to  allow  that  dissatisfaction  to 
find  expression  in  the  Journals  of  the 
House  than  elsewhere.  He  believed 
that  this  would  appear  to  be  a  moderate 
and  reasonable  course  to  the  country  at 
large.  He  wished  to  preserve  the  power 
of  the  House  to  deal  with  its  own 
Business,  so  that  its  Members  might  not 
find  a  mode  of  giving  expression  to  their 
wrongs  elsewhere  than  in  that  House. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  consent  to  this  addendum  to 
the  Besolution.  He  did  not  disguise 
the  fact  that  he  was  opposed  to  the  Ke- 
Bolution  altogether  ;  but  if  it  passed,  he 
wished  it  should  do  so  with  the  least 
possible  danger  to  the  House,  and  he 
thought  his  Amendment  would  mitigate 
the  evils  which  a  very  large  section  of 
the  House  felt  were  attendant  upon  the 
Hesolution. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  Question,  to  acfd  the  words — 

•*  Provided  alao.  That  any  number  of  Mem- 
bers exceeding  ten  who  shall  be  diasatisfied  with 
such  decision  shall  bo  entitled  at  the  next 
sitting  of  the  Hoaso  to  make  a  protest  in  writ- 
ing, which  shall  be  recorded  in  the  Journals  of 
the  House."— (iff.  W,  H.  Smith.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
he  thought  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  went  further  than  his 
Amendment.  What  he  understood  from 
his  argument  was  that  a  minority,  when 
aggrieved  by  a  decision  of  the  House, 
ought  to  have  the  power  of  recording 
their  dissatisfaction  in  writing  with  the 
course  the  House  had  taken,  so  that  the 
dissatisfaction  would  find  expression  in 
that  House  rather  than  outside.  But 
why  should  he  stop  there  ?  The  right 
hon.  Oentleman  and  his  Friends  had 
been  parties  to  a  Hesolution  that  pro- 
fessed to  deal  with  grievances  which  in- 
terrupted the  Business  of  the  House,  and 
had  introduced  a  Bule  by  which  the 
Speaker,  with  the  support  of  the  House, 
could,  in  the  course  of  a  debate,  suspend 
a  Member ;  but  he  did  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  thought  it  neces- 


sary that  that  Member  should  be  entitled 
to  record  on  the  Journals  of  the  House 
his  opinion  of  his  own  suspension.  If 
that  were  allowed,  there  would  be  some 
danger  of  the  Journals  of  the  House  be- 
coming a  document  which  might  lead  to 
the  institution  of  legal  proceedings  ;  for 
hon.  Members,  in  the  heat  of  discomfi- 
ture, might  make  remarks  concerning  the 
authorities  of  that  House  not  of  the  most 
complimentary  character.  As  regarded 
protests  in  the  House  of  Lords,  he  be- 
lieved they  had  diminished  in  modem 
times,  for  there  were  other  means  of  a 
more  effective  character  for  making  sen- 
timents known  than  by  a  record  in  the 
Journals  of  the  House.  He  thought  the 
practice  might  lead  to  serious  evils.  If 
any  man  thought  fit  to  say  what  he  liked 
about  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  in  a 
moment  of  exasperation  or  temper,  there 
would  be  no  means  of  preventing  him 
from  doing  so.  He  did  not  believe  that 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  when  on  a 
former  occasion  he  was  a  consenting 

Earty  to  the  closing  of  debate,  would 
ave  supported  such  a  proposal  as  this. 
For  the  reasons  he  had  stated  the  Oo- 
vemment  could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

SiE  R.  A8SHET0N  CROSS  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  question  of 
personal  insults  to  which  the  Home 
Secretary  had  referred  was  entirely 
different  from  the  question  now  before 
the  House.  Those  who  offended  against 
the  Rules  of  the  House  by  insulting  its 
authorities  would  be  dealt  with  under 
Rules  framed  to  meet  cases  of  that 
nature,  and  which  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  question  now  under 
discussion.  What  mischief  could  pos- 
sibly arise  through  allowing  persons 
suffering  from  closure  of  debate  to  put 
their  complaints  in  writing  on  the  Re- 
cords of  the  House  ?  Supposing  the 
Speaker  stated  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
debate  should  be  closed,  having  been 
adequately  discussed,  and  that  he  had 
acted  upon  what  he  thought  was  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House,  but  that 
when  the  division  came  it  turned  out 
that  it  was  not  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House,  there  being  only  a  majority  of 
1 ,  why  should  it  not  be  recorded  that 
under  such  circumstances  it  was  not  the 
evident  or  general  sense  of  the  House 
that  the  debate  should  be  closed  ?  He 
could  not  see  what  conceivable  objec- 
tion there  ooidd  be  to  the  responsible 
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Ijeaders  of  the  OppoBition  being  allowed 
to  record  their  opinions  in  the  Journals 
of  the  House  that  the  question  had  been 
wrongly  decided.  The  protest  would 
not  be  entered,  as  the  Home  Secretary 
supposed,  at  the  moment  when  those  who 
made  it  were  smarting  under  a  sense  of 
defeat,  but  on  the  next  day,  after  time 
had  been  given  for  reflection.  They 
might  depend  upon  it  that  such  a  protest 
would  never  be  recorded  without  some 
practical  reason  for  it ;  and  if  the  right 
to  record  it  were  now  refused  it  would 
only  tend  still  further  to  show  that  the 
Prime  Minister  desired  to  overrule  the 
House  of  Commons  and  to  make  his 
will  law.  He  would  remind  the  Home 
Secretary  of  a  speech  which  he  had  made 
in  1879,  in  which  he  said  that  majorities 
would  in  time  become  minorities ;  and 
nothing  that  was  not  accepted  by  the 
general  sense  of  the  House,  when  they 
were  altering  its  ancient  Eules,  could  be 
expected  to  work  satisfactorily. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  wished  to  point 
out  that  the  Amendment  itself  said  no- 
thing whatever  about  the  protest  which 
it  contemplated  emanating  from  respon- 
sible Leaders  of  the  Opposition.  Was 
it  to  be  considered  impossible  that,  under 
any  circumstances,  any  10  Members  of 
the  Opposition  should  desire  to  enter  a 
protest  on  the  Joui*nals  unless  it  was 
prompted,  or  at  least  approved,  by  their 
responsible  Leaders  ?  His  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Home  Secretary  had 
never  argued  that  the  punishment  of 
Members  who  were  noted  by  the  Speaker 
for  wilful  and  persistent  Obstruction  was 
one  and  the  same  question  with  the  ap- 
plication of  the  cMiure  by  the  House ; 
but  he  had  argued  that  there  was  an 
analogy  between  them,  and  also  circum- 
stances of  resemblance  in  them  on  a  vital 
point.  If  it  was  a  hard  thing  for  a  mi- 
nority to  have  to  submit  to  the  cidture,  and 
when  defeated  not  to  be  able  to  enter  a 
protest  on  the  Journals  of  the  House, 
surely  it  would  be  little  less  hard  for 
those  who  were  punisliod  by  suspension, 
undeservedly,  as  they  might  think,  not 
to  be  allowed  to  record  their  protest  also. 
The  principal  arguments  of  the  Mover 
of  the  Amendment  was  that  in  that 
case,  unlike  the  ordinary  decisions  of  the 
House,  there  had  been  no  opportunity 
of  discussion,  and  that,  therefore,  there 
should  be  a  subsequent  opportunity  for 
a  protest.  Well,  but  that  was  precisely 
the  case  of  any  Gentleman  or  number  of 

Sir  R,  Ai9?ie(on  Cross 


Gentlemen  who  might  be  suspended  by 
vote  of  the  House  for  wilful  and  penis- 
tent  Obstruction.  They  might  plead  tint 
they  were  generally  weaker  and  more  in 
need  of  defence  and  protection,  and  that 
they  had  suffered  in  their  own  penon. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  Bald 
there  was  no  conceivable  objection  to 
that  proposed  right  of  protest  Nov, 
the  right  of  protest  which  had  exietod 
in  the  House  of  Lords  was  totally  dif- 
ferent from  that  which  was  now  pro- 
Eosed,  because  in  the  House  of  Lords  it 
ad  been  a  protest  upon  the  merits  of 
public  measures  and  public  proceedings. 
He  had  never  heard  of  a  right  of  pro- 
test on  a  matter  of  discipline  under  the 
Hules  of  Procedure  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  He  did  not  believe  that  any  pre- 
cedent of  that  kind  existed.  The  pro- 
posed right  would  be  attended  with  the 
greatest  practical  inconvenience.  The 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
must  be  the  direct  subject  of  attack. 
The  Speaker  must  give  his  responsible 
opinion  that  the  question  had  been  ade- 
quately discussed,  and  that  it  was  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House  that  the  de- 
bate should  be  closed.  The  protest,  he 
presumed,  would  deny  that  the  question 
had  been  adequately  discussed.  TbB 
protest  would  contest  the  judgment  and 
the  action  of  the  Speaker.  Was  it  de- 
sirable or  tolerable,  or  at  any  rate  ex- 
pedient, that  Members  of  the  House 
should  have  the  right  of  inscribing  on 
the  Journals  of  the  House  lengthened 
arguments,  questioning  the  judgment  of 
the  Speaker,  and  attempting  to  show 
that  he  had  acted  on  insufficient  gproondsf 
Such  protest  could  not  fail  to  assume  ft 
very  personal  character.  The  Speaker 
was  the  organ  and  the  highest  authoritj 
of  the  House ;  and  was  he  to  make  any 
reply,  or  was  he  to  remain  under  any  im- 
putation which  any  10  Members  chose 
to  cast  upon  him?  They  must  sorelj 
prepare  the  means  for  a  regular  defenoe 
of  the  Speaker  from  the  attacks  which 
might  bo  made  upon  him.  Thereforei 
although  there  might  be  at  first  sight 
some  considerations  to  recommend  that 
proposal,  he  thought  that  when  it  was 
looked  into  that  it  could  not  be  made 
workable. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  he  thought 
that  the  objections  of  the  Home  8ea«- 
tary  to  the  Amendment  were  remarkably 
weak,  and  those  of  the  Prime  Minister 
did  not  appear  to  be  much  stronger. 
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The  Home  Seoretanr  said  it  was  very 
inoonsistent  for  Gentlemen  on  the  Oppo- 
sition side  to  claim  that  right  of  protest, 
because  they  had  brought  forward  a 
Besolution  providing  for  the  suspension 
of  an  individual  Member,  and  had  given 
that  individual  Member  no  guch  protec- 
tion. But  the  House  would  see  that 
there  was  a  vital  difiference  between  the 
two  cases.  The  contention  was  that  if 
free  discussion  was  to  be  checked  there 
must  be  some  further  safeguard  pro- 
Tided.  The  Home  Secretary  had  made 
a  reference  to  the  Law  of  Libel.  He 
never  heard  of  such  a  thing.  Protests 
were  common  enough  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  they  had  never  heard  the  Law 
of  Libel  mentioned  there.  Of  course,  he 
agreed  with  the  Prime  Minister  that  the 

Srotests  of  the  House  of  Lords  were 
ifiBsrent;  indeed,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  House  of  Lords  would  shortly 
be  the  only  Assembly  in  which  freedom 
of  discussion  would  be  allowed.  In  that 
House  they  were  going  to  be  gagged ; 
and,  therefore,  they  contended  that  they 
had  a  right  to  enter  their  protest  in 
order  that  the  country  might  know,  and, 
at  any  rate,  future  times  might  judge  of 
the  course  they  had  adopted.  He  was 
afraid  they  must  criticize  the  Speaker's 
acts ;  the  only  alternative  was  to  agitate 
upon  public  platforms.  It  was  perfectly 
absurd  to  say  because  a  respectful  pro- 
test was  recorded,  that,  therefore,  the 
Speaker  was  made  the  subject  of  attack. 
They  knew  that  Notices  had  been  placed 
on  the  Paper  impugning  the  conduct  of 
the  Chairman,  and,  if  he  remembered 
rightly,  of  the  Speaker  also ;  but  no  one 
had  ever  suggested  that  in  doing  so 
hon.  Members  were  in  any  way  going 
beyond  what  they  were  perfectly  en- 
titled to  do. 

Mb.  JOHN  BRIGHT:  The  hon. 
Gtentleman  has  admitted  that  there  is 
great  difference  between  the  proposition 
now  before  the  House  and  the  protests 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  But  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  quoted  the  House  of  Lords, 
who  have  had  this  practice  for  many 
years,  as  in  some  sort  an  argument  in 
fkvour  of  introducing  the  practice  into 
this  House.  The  protests  of  the  House 
of  Lords  go  back  for  about  300  years, 
and  there  have  been  Sessions  in  which 
as  many  as  20  protests  have  been  en- 
tered in  the  Journals  of  that  House. 
Some  Members  have  tried  to  perpetuate 


their  memory  by  incessantly  protesting, 
and  I  am  not  at  all  certain  that  we 
might  not  find  Members  of  that  charac- 
ter in  this  House.  That  mode  of  protest 
has  latterly  fallen  into  disuse,  for  rea- 
sons which  must  bo  obvious  to  every- 
one who  thinks  for  a  moment  on  the 
matter.  In  those  days  there  was  no 
Press  to  report  the  ^proceedings  of  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  to  the  public ; 
and,  therefore,  so  far  as  the  public 
goes,  no  public  opinion  and  no  power 
that  could  in  the  slightest  degree  correct 
or  influence  any  action  which  took  place 
in  either  House  of  Parliament.  All  this 
is  changed  now.  Hon.  Members  have 
their  protests  in  the  Division  List  next 
day  in  the  newspapers.  The  238,  who, 
at  1  o'clock  this  morning,  voted  against 
this  dreadful  Besolution,  or  rather  in 
favour  of  one  brought  forward  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
which  the  House  considered  still  more 
dreadful,  they  have  their  protest  now 
before  the  whole  public  of  the  United 
Kingdom  in  the  newspapers,  and  they 
have  had  20,  30,  or  40  speeches  in  sup- 
port of  their  view.  There  can  be  no 
kind  of  reason  why  they  should  appeal 
to  the  public,  as  if  they  had  not  been 
heard.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
introduced  this  Amendment  made  one 
serious  mistake.  He  seems  to  think  that 
when  the  House  has  decided  that  a  sub- 
ject has  been  adequately  discussed,  and 
that  as  he  sees  the  mouths  of  Members 
are  stopped,  there  will  be  great  discon- 
tent. I  never  saw  any  sign  of  discontent 
during  the  nearly  40  years  I  have  been 
a  Member  of  this  House  at  any  decision 
at  which  the  House  arrived.  Men  in 
this  Hause  have  sense  enough  upon  that 
question,  if  some  of  them  are  wanting  it 
on  others,  to  know  that,  as  far  as  that 
particular  debate  might  go,  the  deci- 
sion of  the  House  is  final,  and  they  sub- 
mit. No  man  is  simple  enough  to  go  to 
the  public  and  complain  of  the  decision 
of  the  House,  that  the  discussion  has 
proceeded  to  an  adequate  length,  and  a 
decision  has  been  taken  when  everybody 
expects  it.  It  would  be  a  preposterous 
idea  to  say  that  after  the  decision  has 
taken  place — and  it  is  the  action  of  the 
House  and  not  of  the  Speaker  that  de- 
cides— the  public  of  the  United  King- 
dom would  not  accept  the  decision  as  a 
final  and  just  judgment.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman   opposite  and    his    Frietid^ 
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claim  to  be  tlio  Conservative  Party ; 
they  rest  not  only  upon  law,  but  upon 
tradition.  They  arc  anxious  to  object  to 
almost  everythinjj  new  that  is  proposed 
from  this  side  of  the  House.  [ ' '  No,  no ! "] 
More  til  an  one  Member  has  protested  in 
this  debate  against  the  Resolution,  be- 
cause they  said,  and  said  it  most  untruly 
— [CriMo/"  Oh,  oh!"  ii«rf'*  Withdraw!"] 
Well,  if  the  hon.  Member  for  White- 
haven (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck)  objects, 
I  will  say  that  they  said  it  labouring 
under  a  gross  mistake.  They  said  that 
the  main  object  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Government 
was  to  get  some  machinery  by  which  he 
might  pass  Bills  to  which  they  were  op- 
posed. It  may  be  that  measures  to 
which  they  are  greatly  opposed  will 
I)a88.  I  have  never  known  any  measure 
that  the  public  wished  for  that  they  did 
not  oppose.  But  if  they  are  thus  Con- 
servative, why  is  it  that  they  introduce 
these  new-fangled  propositions?  The 
proposition  last  night  was  that  two-thirds 
of  the  ITouse  should  be  required  to  do 
something,  when  in  all  other  cases  only 
a  majority  of  the  House  is  required ;  and 
now  they  propose  to  introduce  into  this 
House  a  system  which  had  its  rise  300 
years  ago  in  the  House  of  Lords,  which 
that  House  itself  has  almost  entirely 
abandoned.  On  the  Records  of  that 
House  there  are  many  records  that  are 
protests  of  wisdom ;  but  there  are  not  a 
few  that  are  protests  of  folly,  and  the 
posterity  of  those  who  uttered  those  pro- 
tests would  wish  that  they  should  be 
obliterated  from  the  Records  of  the  House 
of  Lords.  I  advise  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, in  their  anxiety  to  find  something 
to  do,  at  least  not  to  bring  forward  the 
novel,  absurd,  and  in  this  case  very 
childish  proposition  which  has  been 
offered  to  the  House.  I  do  not  like  to 
use  that  expression  in  reference  to  the 
ritjjht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  be- 
cause he  is  not  generally  absurd  or 
childish  ;  but  I  think,  in  the  difficulty  in 
which  he  and  his  Friends  find  them- 
selves in  fighting  this  matter,  they  have 
really  dropped  upon  a  proposition  which 
deserves  the  words  which  I  have  applied 
to  it.  I  am  quite  certain  that  the  whole 
idea  of  a  protest  is  one  which  the  House 
will  not  accept.  I  am  sure  that  if  we 
accept  it  wo  should  sink  very  much  in 
the  eatimation  of  the  public.  All  our 
proceedings  are  reported  in  the  Press, 

Mr,  John  Bright 


and  every  Member — the  hambleit— 
every  Party — the  smallest — ^has  a  loll 
opportunity  of  making  its  protest,  and 
nothing  on  the  Journals  of  the  Hoqn 
would  be  of  gpreater  advantage  than  the 
means  now  at  his  disposal. 

Lord  JQHN    MANNERS  said,  ilie 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oon- 
sisted,  as  usual,  of  two  parts,  the  first 
being  an  attack  upon  the  policy  of  the 
Conservative  Party,  and  the  second  t 
liberal  tender  of  advice  to  them.    He 
was  sure  that  they  would  be  g^atly  in- 
debted to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
his  watchfulness  on  behalf  of  their  Party. 
When,  however,  they  came  to  examine 
his  arguments  they  were  not  found  to 
be  quite  so  satisfactory.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated  that  this  practice 
of  minorities  entering  protests  had  been 
in  existence  for  800  years,  and  yet  he 
taunted  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  with  having  proposed  in  tbo 
House  of  Commons  a  new-fangled  mode 
of  procedure.     How  could  it  be  new- 
fangled when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
admitted  that  it  was  a  very  old  estab- 
lished practice  in  the  House  of  Lords? 
Many  of  those  protests  which  used  to  be 
applied  in  the  House  of  Lords  were  ad- 
mirable   specimens  of   argument    and 
English,  and  not  very  long  ago  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  side  of  the  House  had  thought 
it  worth  while  to  preserve  them  as  s 
record  for  future  generations.     But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  not  only 
were  those  protests  antiquated  and  use- 
less,  but  that    every  Member  of  the 
House  would  have  a  fuU  opportunity  of 
expressing  his  views  before  the  dirision 
was  taken.     But  that  was  precisely  whit 
would  not  take  place ;  and,  in  order  to 
convince  them  that  it  would  not  take 
place,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  illai- 
trated  his  position  by  what  occurred  luk 
night.     What  had  occurred?     There 
had  been  a  full  and  ample  discussion  of 
the  question  at  issue,  and  when,  with  the 
full  consent  of  both  sides  of  the  Honi^ 
a  division  was  taken,  there  was  no  fiB^ 
ther  need  of  any  protest.     Bat  it  was 
precisely  because  there  would  not  be 
that  full  and  ample  discussion  in  fotore 
that  they  asked  for  this  power.  It  might 
be  that  Parties  in  that  House  would  be 
discontented   at  the  discussion  hating 
been  prematurely  cut  short,   and  hii 
right  hon.  Friend  asked  that  they  should 
recur  to  this  old-established  instead  of 
new-fangled  practice,  and  place  a  p^ 


817  Parliament^JSusiness  of  the  [Noyember  S,  1882}    JBause-'The  Kew  buUi.  618 


test  on  the  Journals  of  the  House.  The 
illustration  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman brought  forward  to  prove  the 
yalidity  of  nis  argument  completely 
upset  and  reversed  it,  and  the  position 
taken  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Westminster  held  good. 
None  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite had  adduced  any  reason  why,  after 
the  introduction  of  those  new-fangled 
Begulations,  a  Member  should  not  be 
allowed  to  have  recourse  to  the  system 
of  dignified  and  harmless  protest. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  referred  to  the  advice  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright)  had 
often  given  to  the  Conservative  Party ; 
and  it  must  have  been  a  sad  reckoning 
to  him  how  much  better  the  fortunes  of 
that  Party  would  have  been  if  that 
advice  had  been  more  frequently  fol- 
lowed. The  right  hon.  Member  for  South- 
West  Lancashire  fSir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
asked  why  the  Amendment  should  be 
objected  to,  as  recourse  would  only  be 
had  to  the  protest  after  consultation 
vith  the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition,  who 
would  use  language  of  extreme  courtesy 
and  take  care  that  what  they  said  would 
add  to,  rather  than  detract  from,  the 
dignity  of  the  Speaker.  But  what  would 
that  protest  be?  It  would  not  be 
an  expression  of  the  opinion  of  that 
House ;  but  any  ingenious  person  might 
frame  a  statement  of  facts  wholly  erro- 
neous and  enter  them  upon  the  Journals 
of  the  House.  No  one  could  contradict 
that  statement,  and  there  would  be  no 
remedy  except  a  Motion  to  expunge  it 
from  the  Journals.  Thus  that  which 
had  been  devised  to  put  an  end  to  un- 
necessary debate  would  be  the  means  of 
giving  rise  to  a  debate.  A  studied  insult 
to  the  House  and  the  Chair  might  be 
inserted  in  the  Journals,  and  the  only 
way  of  getting  rid  of  it  would  be  by  a 
Motion,  which  would  give  rise  to  a  de- 
bate in  which  there  would  have  to  be  the 
fullest  discussion.  And  the  Speaker, 
whom  the  House  was  so  rightly  earnest 
in  shielding  from  Party  warfare,  would 
be  the  object  of  general  attack.  Such 
an  Amendment,  therefore,  would  greatly 
detract  from  his  position.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that,  having  regard  to  the 
position  of  their  President,  whether 
Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  and  the  dignity  of  the  House  of 


Commons,  the  Amendment  would  not 
meet  with  support. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
rose  with  great  diffidence  after  so  many 
champions  of  debate.  He  was  surprised 
that  the  Attorney  General  should  have 
thought  it  worth  while  to  reproduce  an 
argument  so  weak  that  it  would  not  stand 
the  test  of  a  brief  criticism.  He  wanted 
to  know  why  the  Attorney  General,  look- 
ing at  the  clear  and  unmistakable  mean- 
ing of  these  words,  talked  about  this 
Amendment  constituting  a  censure  on 
the  Speaker  ?  There  was  not  a  single 
syllable  in  this  Amendment  which  could 
be  tortured  into  any  such  sense,  or  a 
syllable  which  referred  to  the  original 
action  of  the  Speaker.  They  were  told 
in  this  Amendment  that  any  number 
of  Members  who  were  dissatisfied  with 
''  such  decision  " — what  decision  ?  It 
was  not  the  Speaker  who  determined 
the  matter ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  not 
against  his  decision  that  tJiie  proposed 
protest  "was  to  be  made.  Subsequent  to 
his  decision  that  the  evident  sense  of 
the  House  was  opposed  to  prolongation 
of  any  debate,  the  House  proceeded  to  a 
division ;  and  if  the  minority  were  dis- 
satisfied with  the  result  of  that  division 
all  his  right  hon.  Friend  asked  was  that 
they  should  have  the  right  to  make  a 
protest,  and  to  cause  its  entry  on  the  Re- 
cords of  the  House.  The  decision  of  the 
Chair  in  declaring  the  evident  sense  of 
the  House  to  be  favourable  to  the  cur- 
tailment of  debate  was  vindicated  by  the 
majority  on  a  division;  but  what  his 
right  hon.  Friend  contended  for  was  that 
when  a  minority  exceeding  10  Members 
felt  dissatisfied  with  the  result  arrived 
at,  they  should  be  allowed  to  record  a 
protest.  What  was  the  use  of  trying  to 
confound  and  mystify  so  plain  a  proposi- 
tion? He  must,  however,  express  his 
dissatisfaction  with  the  Amendment,  for 
he  thought  there  was  something  to  be 
said  as  to  the  inconvenience  which  might 
arise  from  every  Member  of  a  dissatisfied 
minority  having  the  power  to  record  his 
individual  protest.  He  would,  therefore, 
suggest  that  the  Amendment  should  be 
so  altered  that  the  protest  must  be  of  a 
collective  character.  Again,  he  did  not 
see  why  a  minority  of  10  should  not  have 
a  right  of  recording  a  collective  protest 
as  well  as  a  larger  minority.  In  his 
opinion,  the  occasions  on  which  the  Re- 
solution would  be  used  harshly  against 
a  large  minority  would  be  very  rare,  bo'- 
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cause  a  large  minority  would  have  a 
considerable  amount  of  public  opinion 
to  which  they  could  appeal  out-of-doors. 
But  a  minority  of  10  could  not  success- 
fully make  such  an  appeal ;  and  he  con- 
fessed he  was  surprised  that  the  rip^ht 
hon.  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  should  have  qualified  his 
Amendment.  He  thought  the  Conser- 
vative Party  had  shown  a  want  of  sym- 
pathy with  small  minorities.  They  were 
told  that  Members  would  avail  them- 
selves of  the  right  of  protest  in  order 
that  they  might  make  use  of  insulting 
and  uncomplimentary  language;  but 
how  could  a  Gentleman  who  did  not 
possess  that  power,  when  addressing  the 
House,  acquire  it  the  moment  he  took  a 
pen  in  his  hand  ?  He  maintained  that 
a  protest  might  be  useful  in  acquainting 
the  public  outside  with  the  reasons  which 
induced  a  minority  to  ask  the  House  for 
a  fuller  hearing.  These  Resolutions  were 
intended  to  facilitate  the  despatch  of 
Public  Business,  which  certainly  could 
not  be  in  the  slightest  degree  hindered 
or  obstructed  by  a  protest  written  in  the 
Journals  of  the  House.  In  conclusion, 
he  begged  to  move  to  amend  the  Amend- 
ment by  omitting  the  words  **  exceeding 
ten,"  and  inserting  before  ** protests" 
the  word  **  collective." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
words  **  exceeding  ten." — (i/r.  0^  Connor 
Power.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
'  exceeding  ten '  stand  part  of  the  said 
proposed  Amendment." 

Me.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Westminster  (Mr.  ^Y.  H.  Smith)  had 
done  good  service  by  bringing  this  sub- 
ject forward.  He  (Mr.  Thorold  Rogers) 
was  not  one  of  those  who  thought  they 
should  have  a  partizan  Speaker  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  nor  did  he  believe 
that  any  10  Members  would  be  at  all 
likely  to  make  a  protest  the  vehicle  for 
insulting  the  Speaker.  He  was  surprised 
and  sorry  to  hear  the  language  of  the 
Attorney  General,  for  he  did  not  think 
that  in  the  other  House,  where  Party 
feeling  had  been  sometimes  very  strong, 
there  was  a  single  instance  in  which  a 
protest  had  been  made  the  vehicle  for 
attacking  the  institutions  of  the  country 
or  the  discipline  of  the  House.     Why, 
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then,  was  the  right  of  protesting  refuted 
to  the  House  of  Commons  ?    The  long 
series  of  the  protests  of  Peers  which  ha 
had  had  the  honour  of  collecting  wen, 
in  his  opinion,  among  the  most  valuable 
State  Papers  in  existence.     Statementi 
made  by  way  of  protest  by  minoritiei  in 
the  House  of  Lords  had  been  full  of 
practical  wisdom  and  suggestive  of  future 
action,  and  they  wore  part  of  a  remark- 
able history  of  progress  in  the  direction 
of    liberty.      Protesting   began  in  the 
House  of  Lords  with  the  Long  Parlia- 
ment, and  it  had  been  of   the  greatest 
assistance  to  English  liberty.     Almoit 
all  who  protested  were  the  leaders  of 
public    liberty    against     the    arbitraiy 
Government  of  Charles  I.     An  attempt 
was  made  to  introduce  into  the  Hooee 
of  Commons  the  power  of  protesting,  not, 
however,  for  the  purpose  of  promoting 
liberty,  but  for  that  of  stifling  it,  as  the 
grand  remonstrance   would   have  been 
marked  by  the  King ;  and,  therefore,  the 
Commons  refused  what  the  Lords  had 
granted.      The  case  was  now   entirely 
reversed,  and  there  were  occasions  when 
it  would  be  well  if  protests  were  allowed 
in  the  Commons.     If  the  custom  were 
adopted  it  would  furnish  many  valuable 
records  on  subjects  in  which  minoritiee 
had  failed  to  produce  conviction.    Hii 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.   Bright),  who 
had  criticized  this  practice,  would  hare 
found  it  useful,  during  his  experience  of 
the  anti-Corn  Law   struggle,   if,  after 
defeats  in  the  House,  he  could  have  pot 
on  record  in  the  Journals  the  conduava 
arguments    by  which    that    beneficent 
economic  reform  was  advocated.    In  hii 
(Mr.  Thorold  Bogers')  opinion,  the  op- 
portunity of  placing  on  record  the  reir 
sons  for  their  not   acquiescing  in  tha 
judgment  of  the  majority  would  be  used 
with  the  full  conviction  that  that  jnd^ 
ment   would  be  weighed,  and  that  ri 
would  then  be  approved  or  condemned 
by  the  country. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  there  was  soma 
confusion  which  it  would  be  well  to  clear 
up.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  had  started 
by  assuming  that,  according  to  the  Beso- 
lution,  the  Speaker  was  to  declare  it 
was  the  evident  sense  of  the  House  that 
a  subject  had  been  adequately  discusaedi 
and  also  that  the  Question  be  now  put; 
but  the  former  declaration  was  to  ba 
made  by  the  Speaker  or  the  Chainn>i^ 
on  his  own  exclusive  responsibihty. 
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Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER:  Whose 
is  the  decision  referred  to  in  the  Amend- 
ment ?    That  is  the  point. 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  the  decision  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Amendment  was  the 
decision  of  the  House  upon  the  question 
submitted  to  it  by  the  Speaker  upon  a 
judgment  formed  on  his  own  responsi- 
bility.    It  was  scarcely  possible  that  a 
protest  entered  on  this  decision  should 
not  take  the  form  of  a  protest  against 
the  Speaker's  initiative.  His  hon. Friend 
the  Member  for  Southwark  (Mr.  Thorold 
Rogers)  spoke  as  if  the  proposal  were 
in  pari  materid  with  the  protests  of  the 
House  of  Lords.    But  that  was  not  so. 
Those  in  the  House  of  Lords  were  pro- 
tests against  the  subject-matter  imder 
discussion ;  but  that  would  not  be  the 
case  with  those  in  this  House.   The  pro- 
tests referred  to  in  the  Amendment  would 
not  be  in  rem,  but  in  personam — [**  No, 
no ! ''] — and  the  person  protested  against 
would  be  no  other  than  the  occupant  of 
the  Chair.     ["  No  !  "J    Hon.  Members 
said  "No;'     but  any  such  vote  must 
be  given  on  a  Question  submitted  by 
the  Speaker  on  a  judgment  formed  on 
his  own  responsibility ;  and,  therefore, 
any  such  protest  as  that  proposed  would 
be  a  censure  on  him.   The  hon.  Member 
also  said  that  such  protests  would  be 
entered  in  guarded  and  well-balanced 
h^nguage  ;  but  was  that  likely  to  be  so 
when  the  protesters  were  to  be,  accord- 
ing to  the  view  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, in  the  position  of   gagged   men 
smarting  under  the  application  of  the 
Rule  in  that  particular  case,  and  who 
would  probably  compose  their  protests 
in  the  ecstacy  of  the  moment  ?  His  hon. 
Friend    also    said  that  these  protests 
would   facilitate   the  Business   of  the 
House.      On  the  contrary,   he  appre- 
hended that,  impugning,  as  they  would 
do,  the  conduct  of  uie  Chair,  they  would 
be  likely  to  impede  rather  than  facili- 
tate the  passage  of  Business  through 
the  House.     Whichever  way  he  looked 
at  it,  he  considered  the    Amendment 
most  objectionable,  and  he  trusted  the 
House  would  not  accept  it. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  every  new  develop- 
ment given  by  the  Government  of  the 
state  of  their  position  gave  the  House 
s  new  surprise,  and  every  new  surprise 
was  an  unpleasant  surprise.  When,  at 
the  earlier  stages  of  the  debate,  hon. 
Hembers  on  that  side  of  the  House  ex* 


pressed  their  fears  lest  the  power  of  the 
cldture  should  be  abused  by  a  tyrannical 
majority,  they  were  told,  especiedly  by  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
whose  opinion  had  since  been  echoed  by 
his  Colleagues,  that  there  would  soon 
be  an  appeal  to  the  country,  so  strong 
that  no  Government  could  resist  it. 
What  was  the  answer  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House  gave  to  that  statement?  They 
said  that  by  giving  the  Speaker  the  ini- 
tiative they  would  confer  upon  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  the  power  of  shel- 
tering themselves  under  the  authority  of 
the  Speaker,  and  of  saying  that  as  the 
Speaker  had  declared  that  the  subject 
had  been  sufficiently  discussed,  the  Op- 
position, in  disputing  the  decision  ar- 
rived at,  were  not  attacking  the  autho- 
rity of  the  House,  but  were  directly 
attacking  the  authority  of  the  Speaker 
in  the  Chair.  It  would  now  appear  that 
the  fears  they  originally  entertained 
were  not  altogether  illusory,  for  the  Go- 
vernment were  advancing,  in  support  of 
their  present  position,  arguments  alto- 
gether inconsistent  with  their  former 
one.  What  was  the  whole  case  of  the 
Government  on  the  Amendment,  whe- 
ther that  case  was  argued  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General,  or  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Dodson)  ? 
Their  case  was  that  the  minority  could 
not  attack  the  decision  of  the  majority 
of  the  House  without,  by  the  very  same 
act,  bringing  into  contempt  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Chair.  He  wished  to  know 
from  the  Government,  once  for  all,  whe- 
ther, when  this  Rule  was  passed  and 
put  in  action,  they  did  or  did  not  mean 
to  shelter  themselves  under  the  authority 
of  the  Speaker  of  the  day  ?  If  they  did 
not  mean  to  shelter  themselves  under 
that  authority,  then  let  them  adopt  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr!  W.  H.  Smith).  If  they 
did  propose  to  shelter  themselves  under 
that  authority,  then  let  them  explain  to 
the  House  of  what  value  was  the  security 
which  ihe  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  had  offered  them  that 
a  tyrannical  majority  would  not  abuse 
the  power  intrusted  to  them. 

Mb.  HUGH  SHIELD  said,  bethought 
the  question  before  the  House  was  prac- 
tically this— Could  a  protest  be  put  in 
any  form  without  reflecting   upon  the 
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Speaker  and   the   authorities    of     the 
House?     He  ventured  to   say  that  it 
was  demonstrable  that  such  a  protest 
must    reflect,    and    must    reflect    most 
injurionsl}',    upon    the   action     of    the 
occupant   of  the  Chair.     He  confessed 
that  ho  had  heard  the  statement  that 
the  recording  of  such  a  protest  upon  the 
Journals  of  the  House  would  not  have 
such  an  effect  with  absolute  astonish- 
ment ;  and  he  did  not  think  it  could  be 
the  outcome  of  serious  arp^ument.     Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  said  the   value   of 
this  protest  would  be  that  it  would  enable 
the  Members  who  protested  to  inform 
the  public  of  the  reasons  why  they  de- 
sired further  discussion.     That  was  the 
argument  of  liis  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
opposite  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power).     [Mr. 
O'Connor  Power  :  It  was  a  portion  of 
it.  J     He  (Mr.  Hugh  Sliield)  would  put 
this  alternative — either   tlio   protesting 
Members  would  have  had  sulKcient  op- 
portunity for  bringing  forward  the  rea- 
sons why  they  desired   further  discus- 
sion, or  the  matter  would  not  have  been 
adequately  discussed.   But,  by  the  hypo- 
thesis, the  Speaker  had  decided  that  the 
matter  had  been  adcqiiately  discussed. 
It  was  impossible,  therefore,   that  any 
body  of  hon.  Members  could  place  before 
the  public  the  reasons  why,  under  such 
circumstances,  they  wished  to  continue 
a  discus.siou,  without  at  the  same  time 
reflecting    on    the    Si)eaker'8    decision, 
which  was  the  first  step  of  the  process 
which  culminated  in  the  closure  of  the 
debate.     What  was  the  matter  that  was 
to  be  the  subject  of  protest?    It  was 
nothing  that  could   bear   the  slightest 
analogy  to  the  subjects  which  had  been 
usefully  made  matters  of  protest  on  the 
Journals  of  the  House  of  Lords.     What 
was  to  be  allowed  to  be  protested  against 
was  the  decision  of  the  House  under  this 
Resolution.   It  was  the  whole  process  de- 
scribed in  the  Eesolution,  and  what  was 
that  ?  It  commenced  with  the  Speaker  in 
the  Chair,  who  formed  in  his  own  mind 
a  conclusion  that  the  subject  under  the 
considoration  of  the  House   had  been 
adequately  discussed.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  Chair  then  rose,  inter- 
posed in  the  debate,  and  voluntarily  de- 
clared to  the  House  his  opinion  that  the 
matter  had  been  adequately  discussed, 
and  also  his  opinion  as  to  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House.     Then  followed  the 
vote,  and  the  result  of  that  vote  was  the 
decision  which  waste  be  protested  against. 
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Now,  a  protest  meant  a  complaint;  \ni 
was  it  the  complaint  that  the  majority  of 
250,  or  whatever  the  number  miglit  be 
which  carried  the  day  against  the  40  or 
50  who  formed  the  minority,  had  acted 
improperly  ?   Nothing  of  the  sort.  They 
could  not  protest  against  the  vote  of  the 
majority,  nor  could  they  enter  into  the 
mere  arithmetical  matters  of  the  calcalip 
tion.  What  they  must  protest  against^and 
the  only  debatable  matter  upon  which 
there  could  be  any  difference  of  opinion 
was,  whether  the    Speaker   had  acted 
rightly  in  first  declaring  that  the  matter 
had  been  adequately  discussed,  and  then 
in   declaring  that  it    was  the    evident 
sense  of  the  House  that  the  Question 
should  be  put.     He  (Mr.  Shield)  eab- 
mitted  that  in  the  remarks  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  South wark   (Mr.  Thorold 
Eogers)   had   made,  evidently  withoni 
having  heard  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister  and  other  Alembers  upon  the 
matter,  the  hon.  Member  had  discoesed 
questions  that  were  as  wide  apart  as  the 
poles  from  the  real  matter  which  it  wu 
proposed  to  make  the  subject  of  proteiL 
He  (Mr.  Shield)  contended  that  it  was 
impossible  to  concede  the  right  of  proteet 
asked  for  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  with- 
out incurring  the   grave  inconvenience 
of   placing    upon  the  Journals  of  the 
House  reflections  upon  the  highest  an- 
thority  of  the  House.     It  was  for  the 
House  to  say  whether  that  was  a  de- 
sirable consummation.   For  his  own  pari 
he  did  not  think  it  was,  and  he  shooU, 
therefore,  vote  against  the  Amendment 
Mr.  DALRYMPLE  said,  the   hon. 
Member    who    had   just   spoken,  and 
others   who   had   preceded  him,  were 
determined  to  assert  that  the  proteit 
must  necessarily  be  a  reflection  upon 
the  Chair.     Now,  neither  in  the  t^mi 
of  the  Amendment  itself,   nor  in  the 
speeches  in  which  it  had  been  com- 
mended, was  there  any  indication  of  the 
sort.     The  protest  would  be  a  proteit 
against  the  decision  of  the  House  after 
a  Motion  made,  and  only  after,  as  it 
were  in  the  third  place,  the  Speaker  had 
recognized  what  he  considered  to  be  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House.    It  waeontj 
a  far-fetched  suggestion  of  the  Attotn^ 
General,    followed    up    by  other  hon> 
Members,  that  there  would  be  any  re- 
flection upon  the  occupant  of  the  Chair. 
He  could  not  congratiuate  the  right  hon> 
Gentleman  the  Jrresident  of  tl^  Local 
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OoTemment  Board  (Mr.  Dodson)  upon 
the  success  he  had  aohieved  in  deliver- 
ing the  House  from  the   confusion  in 
which  he  said  it  had  heen  left  hy  the 
speeches  of  thelion.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  South wark  (Mr. 
Thorold    Hogers).     The  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mayo  was 
a  most  yaluable  one ;  and  he  thought, 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  that 
it  would  be  better  to  have  a  collective 
protest  than  one  which  proceeded  from 
eight  or  ten  individual  Members.     In 
regard  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Southwark,  it  must  be  true,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Shield) 
said,   that  the  hon.   Member  had  not 
heard  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright), 
because  the  proposal  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  SouUiwark  now  supported, 
with  full  knowledge  of  the  subject,  was  a 
proposal  which  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  had  described  as  new- 
fangled, absurd,  and  childish.    He  (Mr. 
Dalrymple)  sometimes  thought  the  pro- 
posals which  were  made  on  that  side  of 
the  House  might  be  commended  to  hon. 
Oentlemen  opposite  a  little  more,  if  they 
could  imagine  themselves  for  a  moment 
in  the  position  occupied  by  the  Opposi- 
tion.   It  was  possible  that  at  some  time 
or  other  the  Conservative  Party  would 
be  in  power,  and  he  did  not  know  that 
that  was  so  very  remote  a  possibility 
when  he  thought  of  the  capacity  for 
fatiguing    and  disgusting  the  country 
which  the  Liberal  Party  possessed.    He 
would  ask  them  to  imagine  the  Conser- 
vative Party  in  power  and  the  eUture 
being  put  in   force.     What  would  be 
said  then  ?     Hon.  and  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen   opposite,    whenever  that  time 
came,  would  highly  value  the   oppor- 
tunity of  making  a  protest ;  and  it  would 
be  better   to   make  a   protest  on  the 
Journals  of  the  House  than  to  make 
protests    which  were  recommended  to 
them  in  the  pages  of  the  public  news- 
papers.   Certainly  he  thought  it  would 
be  far  better  to  enter  a  protest  upon  the 
Journals  of  the  House  than  in  the  pages 
of  a  well-paid  magazine.     In  August, 
1879,  the  first  article  of  one  of  these  well- 
paid  magazines  was  an  article  entitled 
"The  Government  and  the  Country," 
which,  to  the  best  of  his   belief,  was 
called  "  A  Protest,"  and  it  was  an  article 
written  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 


Prime  Minister.  He  would  not  at  this 
moment  venture  to  quote  the  language 
of  the  article ;  but  he  remembered  that 
it  contained  words  to  this  effect— that  so 
far  as  any  good  to  the  human  race  or  to 
the  cause  of  humanity  was  concerned, 
during  the  years  the  Conservative  Party 
had  been  in  power,  this  country  might 
almost  better  not  have  existed  at  all.  His 
(Mr.  Dalrymple's)  opinion  was,  that  a 
protest,  entered  upon  the  Journals  of  the 
House — and  certainly  not  in  any  degree 
reflecting  upon  the  occupant  of  the 
Chair— would  be  far  better  than  the 
violent  articles  which  now  appeared  in 
the  newspapers  and  magazines. 

Mb.  MOBGAN  LLOYD  said,  he  was 
anxious  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  sub- 
ject before  the  House  divided.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  any  sensible  protest 
to  be  made  against  the  closing  of  a 
debate  must  be  one  of  two  things.  It 
must  either  be  a  protest  against  the  de- 
bate being  closed  because  the  question 
had  not  been  adequately  discussed,  or  it 
must  be  a  protest  against  the  right  of  a 
majority  to  close  the  debate  when  the 
question  had  been  adequately  discussed. 
If  it  were  the  latter,  it  would  be  a  pro- 
test against  the  legislation  now  going 
on  in  the  House ;  and  if  the  former,  then 
it  would  be  a  direct  protest  against  the 
action  of  the  Speaker.  He  would  ask 
any  hon.  Member  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House  who  still  desired  to  address 
the  House  to  be  kind  enough  to  answer 
these  remarks,  and  to  answer  them  satis- 
factorily. There  could  be  no  sensible 
protest  except  the  one  or  the  other.  The 
one  alternative  would  lead  to  an  absur- 
dity, and  the  other  would  be  an  attack 
upon  the  Speaker  for  his  action  in  the 
Chair. 

Captain  ATLMER  said,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  argument  which 
had  been  used  against  the  Amendment 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had 
been,  to  use  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  John  Bright),  childish  and  absurd. 
They  had  heard  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Shield)  that  any 
protest  against  the  decision  of  the  Speaker 
would  be  very  wrong  and  very  improper 
on  the  part  of  a  minority  ;  but,  however 
unwilling  to  attack  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  however  desirous  the  mino- 
rity might  be  to  support  him  or  his  Suc- 
cessors in  the  Chair  in  any  decision  the 
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Chair  might  arrive  at,  he  did  not  think 
that  was  a  matter  that  was  called  in 
question  in  any  way  except  by  the  Reso- 
lution of  the  Government.  The  Iteso- 
lution  of  the  Government  was  that  the 
decision  of  the  Speaker,  declaring  the 
subject  to  have  been  adequately  dis- 
cussed, and  that  the  Question  might  be 
put,  could  only  be  put  to  the  vote  after 
a  direct  Motion  had  been  made.  He 
would  remind  hon.  Members  that  there 
must  be  two  sides  to  the  vote,  and  those 
who  voted  in  the  minority  must  neces- 
sarily be  protesting  against  the  decision 
of  the  Speaker  in  the  most  distinct 
manner  possible.  How,  then,  could  it 
be  urged  that  a  protest  in  words  and  a 
protest  in  faCt  could  convey  a  different 
reflection  on  the  Chair?  Those  who 
voted  with  the  minority  would  declare 
that  they  did  not  agree  in  the  decision 
which  the  Speaker  had  arrived  at ;  and 
it  was  but  reasonable  that  they  should 
be  allowed,  after  the  vote  had  been 
given,  to  state  the  reasons  which  had 
induced  them  to  take  that  course.  All 
that  was  asked  now  was  that,  when  hon. 
Members  did  differ  from  such  a  high 
authority  as  the  Speaker,  they  should 
have  the  option  of  explaining,  in  reason- 
able and  courteous  language,  the  reasons 
which  induced  them  to  differ.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  spoken  on  the  Li- 
beral side  of  the  House,  and  especially 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Dodson),  seemed  unfairly  to  argue  that 
the  Speaker  closed  the  debate  by  having 
come  to  the  conclusion,  in  his  own  mind, 
that  the  subject  had  been  adequately 
discussed,  and  that,  therefore,  the  Ques- 
tion ought  to  be  put,  and  that  by  that 
decision  the  discussion  would  have  been 
there  and  then  closed.  It  was  no  such 
thing  ;  but  the  closing  of  the  debate  was 
left  to  the  decision  of  the  Hon  so,  and  it 
was  against  that  decision  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  supported  the  Amendment 
wished  to  protest.  Then,  again,  it  was 
urged  that  tho  decision  was  simply  the 
decision  of  the  cMture ;  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  last  spoke  (Mr.  Morgan 
Lloyd),  if  ho  had  caught  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's words  aright,  seemed  to  think  that 
they  wanted  to  protest  against  what  was 
being  passed  by  these  Rules  of  Pro- 
cedure. It  must  not  be  forgotten  that, 
after  the  Speaker  had  declared  his  opi- 
nion, the  Question  then  put  would  lie 
that  the  debate  be  closed  and  the  Ori- 
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ginal  Question  put.  ThetwothingtmiiBt 
be  taken  together,  and  the  protest  would 
take  this  form — that  there  were  reaaoDi 
which  might  be  g^ven  why  the  discoBnoA 
should  not  be  closed,  because  certtia 
statements  or  certain  other  speeches  con- 
nected with  the  Main  Question  had  not 
been  adequately  put  before  the  Houm. 
The  two  things  must  be  taken  together. 
It  was  absurd  to  say  that  the  fact  ol 
one  Question  being  put  before  the  other, 
after  a   brief   interval    in  which  hon. 
Members  had  been  engaged  in  marching 
through  the  Lobbies,  should  invalidnte 
the  power    to  enter  a  protest  in  the 
Journals  of  the  House,  giving  reason 
for  the  view  entertained  by  the  minoritj 
that  the  debate  had  not  been  adequately 
discussed.     He  denied  that  such  a  pro- 
test could  either  be  an  insult  or  an  atteck 
upon  the  Speaker. 

Mr.    ILLINGWOBTH    aaid,  he 
thought  the    question    should  be  dis- 
cussed purely  as  one  of  utility,  and  dii- 
cussed  as  a  matter  of  taste.     Whether 
a    protest  would  be  insulting  to   the 
Chair  must  be  left  to  the  taste  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  protested ;  and  he  ven- 
tured to  think  that  the   hon.  Member 
for  Southwark   (Mr.   Thorold  Kogers) 
was  asking  too  much  when  he  <»lled 
upon  them  to  take  up  as  a  new  experi- 
ment in  the  House  of  Commons  that 
which  had  become  obsolete  in  the  Houaa 
of   Ix)rds.     What  questions  were  the 
protest  to  deal  with  if  it  were  allowed 
to  find  its  way  upon  the  Journals  of  the 
House  ?    Nothing  in  regard  to  the  sab- 
ject  of  debate  or  of  the  material  qnee- 
tion  which  had  been  before  the  Honis 
could  be  contained   in   it.       The  onlj 
advantage  would  be  to  hon.  Memben 
who   had  not  had   the  opportunity  of 
firing  off  their  speeches,   by  affording 
them  an  opportunity  of  expressing  their 
disappointment  that    others  had  vii 
before  them  all  that  was  neceaaaiy  to 
be  said.    It  would  be  patent  to  ereiy- 
body  that  the  Speaker  had  declared,  ia 
the  first  instance,  that  the  subject  had 
been    adequately   discussed,   and  that, 
in  his  opinion,  it  was  the  evident  eenio 
of  the  House  that  the  debate  shonU 
close.     This  view  of  the  Speaker  muit 
also  have  been  confirmed  by  the  nugO" 
rity  of  the  House  ;  and,  therefore,  thete 
would  be  nothing  left  for  these  hon.  Oen* 
tlemen  to  protest  against  except  that,  ia 
their  view,  they  might  have  uaed  some- 
thing in  the  debate  which,  according  to 
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the  majority  of  the  House,  had  already 
been  stated  by  others,  and  probably 
better  than  they  could  haye  stated  it. 
Such  a  protest  would  be  of  so  shallow  a 
character,  and  so  indirect  in  its  opera- 
tions, that  there  was  no  Party  in  the 
House,  whether  large  or  small,  who 
could  regard  it  as  of  the  slightest  ad- 
vantage in  the  way  of  instructing  the 
country.  There  had  been  past  debates, 
during  the  time  he  had  been  in  Parlia- 
ment, upon  the  Irish  Question,  in  which 
a  good  deal  of  feeling  had  been  aroused 
that  was  adverse  to  the  views  enter- 
tained by  the  Irish  Bepresentatives ; 
but  what  had  been  the  course  pursued 
by  the  Irish  Party?  Would  anybody 
say  that  they  had  not  had  ample  oppor- 
tunities of  making  the  Irish  people  per- 
fectly aware,  in  the  course  of  a  very  few 
hours,  of  all  that  had  passed  in  the  House 
the  night  before.  Therefore,  what  was 
really  asked  by  this  Amendment  was 
that  they  should  open  the  Journals  of 
the  House  for  the  purpose  of  satisfying 
some  disappointed  speaker  on  the  one 
hand  or  on  the  other — of  affording  an 
opportunity  to  hon.  Members,  who  were 
not  in  the  most  amiable  frame  of  mind, 
for  conveying  reflections  upon  the  Chair 
which  it  was  not  desirable  to  indulge 
in. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  real  objects 
of  this  scheme  of  cldture  were  becoming 
more  clear  as  they  proceeded.  He  dare 
say  they  would  soon  begin  to  understand 
them.  Up  to  the  present  time  the  con- 
tention of  the  Government  was  that  the 
Speaker  would  not  be  responsible  for 
the  application  of  the  cloture,  that  it 
would  be  the  act  of  the  House;  and 
when  hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  said  that  the  result 
of  the  proposal  would  be  to  degrade  the 
Speaker  into  the  position  of  a  partizan, 
they  were  told  that  the  Speaker  would 
hold  an  independent  position,  and  that 
the  act  would  be  the  act  of  the  House 
itself.  But  now,  when  the  other  side  of 
the  argument  was  taken,  and  when,  ac- 
cepting the  independence  and  irrespon- 
sibility of  the  Speaker,  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  that  side  said — ''Allow  us  to  ques- 
tion the  act  of  the  majority,"  the  Go- 
vernment replied — **  No ;  for  by  ques- 
tioning the  act  of  the  majority  you 
proceed  to  insult  the  Speaker  and  to 
attack  his  authority."  Was  there  not 
a  radical  irreconcilability  between  the 
two  arguments?     If  the  Speaker  and 


the  majority  had  their  identity  and  their 
responsibility  so  irreconcilably  bound 
up  with  one  another,  what  was  the  use 
of  this  intricate  scheme,  which  would 
simply  be  hypocritical  in  its  effect? 
Why  did  not  the  Government  simply, 
at  once,  instead  of  erecting  before  the 
Speaker  the  fence  of  a  majority  which 
they  themselves  confessed  to  be  illusory, 
frankly  proceed  to  legislate  that  the 
Speaker  should  declare  a  question  ade- 
quately discussed,  and  that  on  the  an- 
nouncement of  his  decision  the  debate 
should  be  closed?  That  would  be  a 
much  more  frank  and  honest  way  of 
proceeding  than  the  course  now  adopted. 
He  ventured  humbly  to  submit  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Dodson) 
was  much  too  childlike  in  his  frankness  to 
hold  the  position  of  a  Cabinet  Minister. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  risen  at 
the  Table,  and,  by  way  of  enforcing  his 
argument  that  a  protest  entered  upon 
the  Journals  of  the  House  might  em- 
body an  insult  to  the  Speaker,  he  drew 
a  vivid  picture  of  the  feeling  of  excite- 
ment and  discontent  under  which  the 
gagged  men  might  act  in  drawing  up 
their  protest.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  no 
doubt  that  the  Prime  Minister,  who 
was  a  much  more  deft  artificer  in  words 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
already  considered  that  "  gagged  men  " 
was  a  vile  phrase.  Hitherto  the  House 
had  been  familiar  with  two  Parties  only 
in  the  House  of  Commons — the  Minis- 
terialists and  the  Opposition.  He  ven- 
tured to  think  that,  thanks  to  the 
enlarged  vocabulary  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,,the  divisions  in  future  would 
be  simplified  into  **  the  gaggers  and  the 
gagged."  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
by  way  of  further  enforcing  the  argu- 
ment that  to  allow  a  protest  against  the 
eldture  might  lead  to  insults  to  the  Chair, 
referred  to  a  debate  which  had  been 
conducted  by  the  Irish  Party.  He  (Mr. 
Sexton)  ventured  to  suggest  that  were 
was  no  parity  rn  that  case  and  any  case 
which  might  arise  under  the  scheme  of  the 
eldture,  because  in  that  case  the  Speaker, 
without  any  order,  or  real  authority, 
or  Besolution,  or  formal  warrant  of  any 
kind,  but  in  the  exercise  of  his  own  dis- 
cretion, interposed  his  own  will  between 
the  Irish  Party  and  the  exercise  of  free 
speech  in  that  House ;  and  that  extra- 
ordinary oocasioni  never  known  before 
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in  the  Parliamentary  history  of  the 
country,  and  never  likely  again  to  arise, 
was  not  to  be  quoted  as  a  referential 
precedent.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  of  the  confusion  of  the  debate. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
sat  near  him  (Mr.  Dalrymple)  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  only  made 
confusion  worse  confounded  ;  for,  on 
looking  at  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  and  reading 
it  by  the  light  of  the  Resolution  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, he  failed  to  see  how  the  collective 
protest  of  discontented  Members  could 
be  an  attack  upon  the  action  of  the 
Speaker.  What  was  the  Speaker  to  do 
under  the  1st  Kesolution  ?  He  was  to 
declare  to  the  House  his  impression  that 
the  subject  under  consideration  had  been 
adequately  discussed,  and  that  it  was 
time  to  close  the  debate.  He  simply 
declared  an  impression,  and  communi- 
cated certain  information  to  the  House. 
He  made  no  decision  upon  that  infor- 
mation, but  the  House  proceeded  to  act 
upon  his  information ;  and  the  first  men- 
tion they  had  of  any  decision  in  the 
Besolution  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  occurred  in  line  9 — 

W  *•  And  if  a  Motion;  be  made  •  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put,'  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman 
shall  forthwith  put  such  Question ;  and,  if  the 
same  bo  decided  in  the  affirmative,  the  Question 
under  discussion  shall  be  put  forthwith.'* 

Therefore,  the  decision  would  result  upon 
the  division,  and  not  upon  the  action  of 
the  Speaker ;  and  he  would  remind  those 
who  talked  of  insult  to  tlie  Speaker  or 
to  his  Successor  in  the  Chair,  that  he  was 
in  danger  of  a  worse  insult  than  any 
that  could  be  levelled  against  him  by  a 
protest ;  because  if,  on  any  occasion,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  declared  that  the 
question  had  been  adequately  discussed, 
and  that  it  was  the  evident  sense  of 
the  House  that  the  Question  ought  to  be 
put,  and  the  majority  decided  against 
him,  a  much  greater  indignity  would  bo 
flung  upon  his  word  and  judgment  by 
the  majority  than  any  that  could  be 
conveyed  by  a  protest  placed  by  the 
minority  upon  the  Journals  of  the  House. 
It  was,  therefore,  perfectly  plain  that  a 
protest  would  not  touch  the  authority 
uf  the  iSpeaker,  because  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had 
wisely  and  prudently  interiK)8ed  the 
fence^tho  wide  and  impassable  fence  of 
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the  vote  of  the  House  between  the  pro- 
test and  the  Chair ;  and  he  invited  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  any  protest 
by  the  minority  could  be  considered  u 
insult  to  the  Speaker  ?  But/as  to  insult, 
was  not  the  Speaker  the  Editor  of  the 
Journals  of  the  House?     Was  he  not 
the  authority,  one  of  whose  functions  it 
was  to  guard  the  Journals  of  the  Honie 
against  being  made  the  medium  of  insnit, 
eitlier  to  himself  or  to  the  House  ?  From 
day  to  day  the  Speaker  took  upon  himself 
the  duty  of  altering,  correcting,  and  re- 
vising the  terms  of  Questions  and  Mo- 
tions, and  of  expunging  altogether  from 
the  Journals  and  Papers  of  the  Hoose 
anything  he  might  deem  an  insult.    He 
wished  to  know  if  the  discretion  and 
functions  of  the  Speaker,  as  Editor  of 
the  Journals,  were   to    disappear  alto- 
gether under  the  now  eclieme  of  rlt^im, 
or  if  any  1 0  Members  of  the  House,  or 
even  a  smaller  number,  were  to  hand  to 
the    right   hon.    Gentleman    a  protest 
couched  in  offensive  or  indecent  termi, 
the  same'power  would  not  rest  withhinit 
as  now,  of  guarding  the  dignity  of  the 
House  ?    He  had  not  had  the  pleasure 
of  hearing  the  entire  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright) ;  but  what  he  did  hear  seemed 
to  him  to  consist  of  an  assumption  and 
a  fallacy.      The    assumption    was  un- 
founded,  and  the  fallacy  was    patent 
The  fallacy  was  that  because  the  Mouse 
of  Lords  had  had  the  faculty  of  exer- 
cising a  protest  for  300  years,  and  be- 
cause it  had  not  used  it  always  prudently 
and  wisely,  that,  therefore,  it  should  ni^ 
be  given  to  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
failed  to  recognize  the  sufficiency  of  the 
argument  that,  because  the  power  might 
have  been  misused  in  past  times  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  it  ought  not  to  be  con- 
ceded to  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  The  hon. 
Member  has  entirely  misconceived  vhat 
I  said.  I  said  nothingabout  the  mis- 
use of  protests  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
I  do  not  believe  that  there  has  beenanj 
misuse  of  protests.  I  did  say  that  some 
wise  and  some  very  unwise  things  had 
been  said,  and  that  the  privilege  whidi 
was  given  to  the  House  of  Lords  is 
scarcely  ever  used  now.  I,  therefore, 
objected  to  the  proposal  to  use  them 
now  for  the  first  time  in  this  House. 

Mk.  sexton  said,  he  was  glad  that 
he  had  elicited  this  expluiation  from  the 
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right  hon.  GFentleman.  He  had  heard 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  there 
were  many  protests  on  the  pages  of  the 
Jonrnal^  of  the  House  of  iiords  which 
the  descendants  of  the  Peers  who  made 
tiiem  wished  had  never  been  placed 
there.  If  that  was  not  a  condemnation 
of  the  use  of  protests  by  the  House  of 
Lords,  he  did  not  know  the  meaning  of 
language.  The  assumption  of  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that 
the  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
having  had  an  opportunity  of  express- 
ing their  opinion,  there  was  no  need  of 
the  further  superfluous  opportunity  of 
expressing  it  by  protest.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  appeared  to  forget  that  they 
were  considering  a  scheme  which  would 
deprive  the  Members  of  the  House  of 
the  opportunity  of  expressing  their 
opinion  at  all.  The  scheme  of  the 
I^me  Minister  had  never  been  clearly 
understood  until  last  night,  when  it 
was  outlined  in  lines  of  light  by  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton).  It  was  now  perfectly  plain 
that  what  the  Government  meant  was 
this — they  meant  to  arrange  their  pro- 
gramme at  the  beginning  of  the  Session ; 
to  consider  how  many  fiills  they  could 
pass  during  the  Session ;  to  do  a  sum  in 
simple  division^  and  decide  the  number 
of  hours  in  the  Session  they  would  de- 
vote to  the  consideration  of  each  par- 
ticular Bill.  If  any  Party  wished  to  be 
heard,  they  would  be  required  to  select 
two  or  three  spokesmen  from  their  side, 
or  else  remain  silent.  Hon.  Members 
who  had  hitherto  come  there  each  man 
for  himself,  to  speak  for  himself  the 

X'  iion  of  his  constituents,  would  here- 
r  find  themselves  not  the  spokes- 
men of  the  people,  but  each  political 
Party  would  be  a  College  of  electors 
with  the  right  of  nominating  two  or 
three  Gentlemen  to  speak  for  them.  The 
assumption  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  speech  would  be  allowed  to 
each  Member  had  been  sufficiently 
shown  not  to  be  the  case ;  and  he  was 
surprised,  when  he  considered  the  pro- 
fessions of  the  Government  in  bringing 
forward  this  scheme  of  cldture,  at  the 
manner  in  which  they  had  received  the 
Amendment.  They  professed  to  exercise 
these  drastic  powers  with  tender  regard 
for  the  rights  of  Members ;  but  he  found 
them  refusing  in  any  case  in  which  the 
Mture  was  applied  to  allow  any  number 
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of  Members  of  the  House  who  con-* 
sidered  themselves  to  have  been  im«- 
properly  put  to  silence  to  use  the  limited 
safety-valve  of  a  protest  which  might 
serve  to  assuage  discontent  and  allay 
political  excitement. 

Mb.  BAMSAY  said,  he  had  listened 
with  attention  to  the  debate,  and  he 
thought  the  difference  of  opinion  which 
existed  on  the  two  sides  of  the  House 
had  arisen  in  consequence  of  a  misunder- 
standing as  to  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith).  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Dodson)  said  that  the  effect 
of  a  protest  against  the  decision  of  the 
House  would  be  a  reflection  and  an  in- 
sult upon  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means.  Now,  he  thought 
it  would  be  a  most  invidious  thing  to 
place  any  protest  upon  the  Journals  of 
the  House  against  the  proceedings  of 
the  Speaker  or  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. But  he  did  not  understand  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  intended  that  that  should 
be  the  case.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  already  disclaimed  any  such  in- 
tention, and  there  was  evidently  a  mis- 
understanding between  the  Government 
and  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
as  to  the  object  they  had  in  view.  As 
to  the  Amendment  itself,  he  should  like 
to  say  a  word  upon  it.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  misapprehension  arose 
from  the  language  of  the  Besolution  it- 
self, and  it  arose  in  this  way.  In  the 
first  place,  the  Speaker  was  to  inform 
the  House  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House  that 
the  subject  had  been  adequately  dis- 
cussed. Having  informed  the  House 
on  that  point,  a  Motion  would  imme- 
diately be  made  "That  the  Question 
be  now  put,"  and  there  would  be  a 
division  taken  thereupon.  The  division 
of  the  House  would  either  affirm  the 
opinion  expressed  by  the  Speaker,  or 
deny  the  accuracy  of  his  conclusion. 
In  the  next  place,  the  Kesolution  went 
on  to  provide  that,  if  the  House  affirmed 
the  judgment  of  the  Speaker,  then  the 
Main  Que*stion  under  discussion  was  to 
be  put  forthwith.  As  he  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  the 
protest  was  to  be  made  against  the  deci- 
sion arrived  at  by  the  House  on  the 
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Main  Queetion  under  discussion ;  and  if 
that  were  the  case — and  he  felt  that  it 
was  the  obyious  meaning  of  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Amendment — it  was  not  ne- 
cessary for  the  Government  to  proceed 
upon  the  assumption  that  the  protest 
would  be  a  protest  against  the  decision 
of  the  Speaker,  or  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means.  He  thought  that 
some  explanation  might  be  allowed.  If 
he  misapprehended  the  meaning  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to  the 
protest,  and  if  the  protest  was  to  be 
taken  against  the  decision  of  the  Speaker 
as  to  the  adequate  discussion  of  the  sub- 
ject before  the  Ilouse,  then  he  thought 
the  House  and  all  sides  would  agree  in 
refusing  to  allow  a  protest  on  that  ground 
to  be  put  on  the  Journals  of  the  House. 
But  if  the  protest  was  to  be  against  the 
decision  of  the  House  upon  the  subject 
which  had  been  under  discussion,  he  did 
not  see  why  it  should  be  necessary  for 
the  Government  to  object  to  it. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Falkirk  (Mr.  Hamsay)  had 
accurately  and  thoroughly  realized  the 
object  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  in 
view.  It  had  never  entered  into  his 
mind,  and  nothing  he  had  said  and  no 
words  he  had  put  upon  the  Paper  justi- 
fied the  assumption  that  he  desired  to 
cast  any  imputation  upon  the  decision  of 
the  Speaker,  or  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means.  If  the  Government  would 
read  their  own  Eesolution,  they  would 
find  that  after  the  Speaker  had  made 
his  statement  to  the  House  it  would 
become  necessary  that  a  Motion  should 
be  made.  That  Motion  would  be  made 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House, 
and  the  whole  responsibility  would  rest 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  made 
it.  The  evident  sense  of  the  House 
would  have  been  conveyed  to  the  Speaker 
— the  Speaker  or  Chairman  would  state 
what  his  view  was,  and  then  the  Minis- 
ter, rising  in  his  place,  would  move,  *  *  That 
the  Question  be  now  put."  It  would 
thereupon  be  put  without  question  and 
without  debate.  It  was  because  he  be- 
lieved that  there  ought  to  be  the  oppor- 
tunity of  recording  a  protest — it  might 
be  from  a  discontented  body  of  Members, 
such  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Dodson)  had  described — 
composed  of  gagged  men. 

Mr.  dodson  said,  the  statement  was 
notbiB. 

Mr,  RtUMay 


Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  had 
taken  down  the  words  of  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  dodson  begged  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon.  He  had  simply 
quoted  language  which  had  been  nssd 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  who 
used  it  ?  Who  did  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  quote? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  was  not 
aware  that  the  words  had  been  used  on 
that  side  of  the  House.  He  had  nlld6^ 
stood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — and  be 
was  sure  the  whole  House  tmdentood 
theright  hon.  Gentleman — to  express hii 
own  appreciation  of  the  sentiment  which 
would  agitate  and  move  the  minority,  if 
subjected  to  the  process  now  sought  to 
be  put  upon  them.  The  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  that  a  mino- 
rity composed  of  gagged  men,  in  the 
hour  of  smarting,  would,  in  the  ecstaiy 
of  the  moment,  retire  to  the  Libraiyand 
put  on  record  a  protest  which  was  not  to 
be  presented  to  the  Speaker  or  theCleik 
at  the  Table  until  4  o'clock  the  next  dtj. 
It  was  contrary  to  their  experience  of 
human  nature  that  anything  of  the  kind 
should  be  done ;  and  he  said,  poaitiTelj, 
that  if  this  power  of  recording  a  re- 
spectful protest  on  the  Journals  of  the 
House  were  refused,  a  protest,  compoeed 
in  the  ecstacy  of  the  moment,  would  he 
made,  and  would  be  transmitted  and 
appear  in  the  newspapers  the  next  morn- 
ing ;  and  then,  indeed,  it  would  partake 
of  the  character  which  had  been  attri- 
buted to  it  by  some  hon.  Gentlemen, 
and  repeated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Dodson) — namely, 
that  of  having  been  composed  by  gagKBd 
men  in  the  hour  of  smarting.  He 
earnestly  desired  to  afford  dissenting 
Members  what  had  been  justly  describea 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  as  a  safety- valve  for  their  feel- 
ings. If  this  power  must  be  applied,  if 
this  pressure  must  be  inflicted  on  a  mi- 
nority in  the  House  of  Commons,  it  wai, 
at  all  events,  better  that  their  dieseni 
should  find  expression  in  respectfal 
terms  in  the  Journals  of  the  House  than 
that  they  should  give  vent  to  their  dis- 
satisfaction out-of-doors.  With  regaxd 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Mayo(Mr.O'Oonnor  Power), 
he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  regretted  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  should  hatt 
attributed  to  him  the  motive  of  pzeveni- 
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ing  minorities  of  1 1  reoording  their  pro- 
teett,  because  it  never  entered  his  mind 
that  less  than  that  nnmber  would  consi- 
der it  necessary  seriously  to  dissent  from 
the  decision.  But  he  nad  no  objection 
to  make  a  provision  in  the  sense  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  indi- 
cated. He  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  believed 
it  was  apparent  that  this  power  ought  to 
exist,  and  up  to  the  present  he  had 
heard  no  argument  against  it,  except 
that  it  did  not  now  exist.  But  hon. 
Members  would  recollect  that  this  idea 
of  the  Miure  was  a  new  one ;  as,  indeed, 
were  all  the  Besolutions  on  Procedure 
now  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. There  was,  therefore,  nothing 
nnreasonable  in  the  proposition  he  had 
laid  before  the  House,  which  was  in- 
tended to  relieve  pressure  and  enable 
Members  to  justify  to  their  constituents 
the  course  they  might  feel  it  their  duty 
to  pursue. 

Thb  SOLIOITOR  general  (Sir 
Fabbxb  Hbbsohell)  said,  he  would  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  question  to  be 
considered  was  not  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intended  by  his  proposal,  but 
what  would  be  possible  and  even  pro- 
bable if  it  were  adopted.  The  objection 
of  the  Goverament  was  that  the  power 
of  entering  a  protest  was  not  likely  to 
be  of  practical  use,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  that  it  would  be  open  to  grave 
abuse.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated  that  the  protest  would  be  a  pro- 
test against  the  decision  of  the  House ; 
but  surely,  so  far  as  a  mere  protest 
against  that  decision  went.  Members 
would  have  already  protested  against  it 
in  the  most  complete  manner  by  voting 
against  it.  How  could  the  decision  be 
more  emphatically  protested  against 
than  by  this  ?  But  tnen  it  was  urged 
that  something  more  than  a  protest  was 
wanted;  reasons  were  to  be  recorded, 
which  meant  that  the  proceeding  was  to 
be  criticized.  Now  it  was  obvious,  if 
this  were  done.  Members  who  protested 
would  adopt  their  own  form  of  criticism, 
and  the  objection  of  the  Government 
was  that  this  might  take  a  form  offen- 
sive and  derogatory  to  the  Officers  of  the 
House.  It  was  suggested  that  the 
Speaker  had  a  certain  control  over  the 
record  of  the  proceedings  of  the  House ; 
but  was  it  seriously  meant  that  he 
would  exercise  this  power  by  expunging 
criticisms  consisting  of  reflections  upon 
^mself  ?    ["  No,  no !  "]  Be  was  argu- 


ing against  the  position  taken  up  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo,  who  said,  in 
effect,  that  there  was  complete  protection 
against  the  abuse  of  the  power  of  pro- 
testing, because  the  Speaker  could  pre- 
vent a  protest  remaining  on  the  Journals 
of  the  House.  But  surely  that  was  not 
a  desirable  position  in  which  to  place 
the  highest  authority  in  the  House.  No 
doubt,  any  protest  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  would  be 
couched  in  perfectly  respectful  language; 
but  then  he  would  be  unable  to  answer 
for  the  language  used  by  any  10  Mem- 
bers who  desired  to  protest.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  saia  that  the  adoption 
of  his  proposal  would  afford  a  kind  of 
safety-valve,  and  that  it  would  be  better 
that  these  protests  should  be  made  within 
the  House  than  out-of-doors.  But  did 
he  think  that  they  would  not  be  made 
elsewhere  as  well  as  in  the  Journals  of 
the  House  of  Commons  ?  For  his  own 
part,  he  was  certain  that  the  mere  entry 
in  the  Journals  of  the  House  would  not 
for  one  moment  prevent  a  single  Mem- 
ber from  protesting  elsewhere.  The 
Government,  therefore,  saw  no  use  in 
this  proposal,  which,  if  it  were  adopted, 
would,  as  he  had  shown,  be  liable  to 
abuse.  No  doubt,  in  some  cases  it  would 
be  perfectly  harmless ;  but  they  consi- 
dered that  in  others  it  would  be  produc- 
tive of  considerable  mischief.  For  these 
reasons  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
unable  to  accede  to  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  that  the  more  the  Government 
arguments  were  unfolded  the  more  they 
had  the  effect  of  mystifying  the  question 
at  issue.  They,  however,  went  far  to 
refute  certain  other  arguments  which 
had  been  adduced  more  than  once  in  the 
course  of  the  debates  which  had  taken 
place  on  these  Besolutions.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  told  them 
that  he  could  not  consider  the  intention 
of  the  Amendment,  but  that  he  felt 
himself  obliged  to  look  at  the  possible 
result  if  it  were  carried.  But  when 
the  Conservative  Party  submitted  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  they 
were  unable  entirely  to  pin  their  faith 
upon  their  eood  intentions  in  intro- 
ducing the  ehture  into  the  Procedure  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  when  they 
pointed  to  the  possible  and  probable 
results  that  would  ensue,  these  argu- 
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ments  were  laughed  to  scorn,  and  they 
were  told  they  should  not  prophecy  un- 
less they  knew.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  proceeded  to  say  that  the 
right  of  protesting  was  not  wanted,  be- 
cause the  most  complete  protest  would 
already  have  been  recorded  in  the  votes 

E'ven  by  Members.  But  in  the  House  of 
)rdsy  where  the  right  of  protest  existed, 
those  Peers  who  protested  had  already 
recorded  their  votes  ;  and  they  protested 
because  they  wished  to  record  the  rea- 
sons for  their  votes  in  the  most  formal 
and  distinct  manner.  Hon.  Members, 
then,  on  those  Benches  wished  the  same 
practice  to  be  followed  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  It  was  very  easy  for  the 
Solicitor  General  to  say  that  the  practice 
would  be  open  to  very  grave  abuse ;  but, 
surely,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  his 
side  (Mr.  Dodson),  who  for  so  many 
years  sat  at  the  Table  with  great  honour 
to  himself  and  credit  to  the  House,  ought 
still  to  be  sufficiently  jealous  of  the  cha- 
racter of  their  proceedings  not  to  allow 
it  to  be  attributed  to  Members  of  the 
House  that  they  would  be  guilty  of  con- 
duct of  which,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Southwark  (Mr.  Thorold  Rogers)  had 
stated,  there  had  been  no  instance  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  '*  But,"  said  the  Soli- 
citor General,  '^  think  what  a  dreadful 
thing  it  would  be  that  it  should  rest  with 
the  Speaker  to  have  the  unpleasant  re- 
sponsibility of  erasing  from  the  Journals 
of  the  House  a  protest  which  might  be 
directed  against  his  own  action."  He 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  humbly  sug- 
gested, however,  that  this  would  not 
rest  with  the  Speaker  at  all.  The  work 
which  he  held  in  his  hand  said — 

"  Any  protest  or  reason,  or  part  thereof,  if 
considerea  by  the  House  to  be  unbecoming  or 
otherwise  irregular,  may  be  ordered  to  be  ex- 
punged ;  *' 

and  that,  he  contended,  was  a  sufficient 
and  conclusive  answer  to  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He 
hoped  that  the  debate,  if  it  were  not 
closed  that  night,  might  be  enriched 
with  some  additional  argument  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  because  the 
more  they  argued  the  more  they  dis- 
proved that  bold  assertion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright),  that  this 
Motion  was  childish  and  absurd,  and  the 
more  clearly  they  showed  that  they  had 
not  considered  the  full  effects  of  the 
eldtureihej-weTQ  forcing  upon  the  House  I 

Sir  Miphaa  Eiehi'BetMh 


— that  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment  felt 
the  force  of  the  arguments  adduced  on 
that  side  of  the  House ;  but  that,  with 
reference  to  the  Main  Question,  they  dare 
not  admit  it,  because  they  knew  that 
would  be  fatal  to  their  policy. 

Viscouirr  FOLKESTONE  said,  he  had 
listened  to  the  debate  on  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  and  was  obliged  to  confess  that 
the  opinions  which  had  been  expressed 
as  to  its  probable  effects  were  somewhat 
mixed.     Some  hon.  Members  thought 
that  if  the  right  to  protest  were  con- 
ceded, the  effect  of  the  protests  made 
would  be  reflections  upon  the  Speaker 
as  the  first  Officer  of  the  House ;  while 
others  were  of  opinion  that  they  would 
reflect  upon  the  Government  or  the  ma- 
jority which  put  the  cldture  into  opera- 
tion.    But  he  did  not  believe,  no  matter 
from  whomsoever  they  came,  that  these 
protests  would  operate  as  a  reflection 
upon  the  Speaker,  nor  that  the  right  of 
protesting  would  be  improperly  used  by 
any  Member  of  the  House.      He  was 
fortified  in  that  opinion   by  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
wark, whom,  if  he  were  in  his  place,  he 
should  heartily  thank  for  having  so  ablj 
shown  that  there  was  still  some  amount  of 
proper  feeling  inherent  in  the  House  of 
Commons.     The  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  now  before  the  House 
had  been  supported  by  the  argument  that 
protests  were  in  use  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  that  they  were  sanctioned  bj 
ancient  usage.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
John  Bright),  however,  when  he  rose, 
stigmatized  the  practice  of  protesting  as 
being  quite  obsolete  at  the  present  daj. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was,  to  a  oe^ 
tain  extent,  supported  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Southwark,  who   said  protests 
had  been  used  on  a  few  occasions  in  the 
House  of  Lords — the  last  protest  being 
made  on  the  Disestablishment  of  the 
Irish  Church.    Having  heard  that  state- 
ment questioned  by  hon.  Members  near 
him,  he  went  to  the  Library  and  exft- 
mined   the  Journals  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  finding  that  no  protests  had 
been  made  in  the  years  1876,  1877,  and 
1878,  he  began  to  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  perfectly  right  in  his 
argument ;  but  it  occurred  to  him  thai 
during  those  years  a  Conservatire  Oo- 
vemment  was  in  power,  and  he  thea 
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turned  to  1880^  in  whiob  year  two  pro- 
tests were  made  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
That  showed  that,  any  rate,  the  practice 
of  making  protests  was  in  existence. 
Then  he  came  to  1881,  and  he  found 
that  in  that  year  there  were  no  less  than 
six  protests  made,  that  being  one  of  the 
years  in  which  the  Liberals  were  in 
power.  One  of  those  protests  was 
against  the  Army  Discipline  and  Begu- 
lation  (Annual)  Bill,  and  another  against 
the  Charitable  Trusts  Bill.  The  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill  was  also  protested 
against,  as  were  also  the  Law  of  Libel 
Bill,  the  Solicitors'  Bemuneration  Bill, 
and  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 
Bill.  The  use  of  protests  might  have 
become  obsolete  in  the  House  of  Lords 
at  one  time,  but  was  being  revived  at  the 
very  time  when  it  was  proposed  to  intro- 
duce this  practice  into  the  House  of 
Commons ;  but  if  the  Government  would 
leave  to  the  House  of  Commons  that 
freedom  of  debate  which  was  permitted 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  the  House  of 
Commons  could  very  well  dispense  with 
the  necessity  of  protests.  He  should 
most  heartily  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he 
was  very  glad  to  think  that  the  right 
hon.  GenUeman  had  so  cordially  ac- 
cepted the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  behind  him  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power),  because  he  thought 
that  that  was  a  decided  improvement. 

LoKD  BTJRGHLEY  said,  he  should 
be  very  happy  to  support  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  upon  his  Amendment, 
which,  however,  ne  thought  would  be 
gpreatly  improved  by  the  Amendment 
proposed  to  that  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  further  amended,  by  in- 
serting, before  the  word  "protest,"  the 
word  "  collective." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  '  Pro- 
vided also,  That  any  number  of  Mem- 
bers who  shall  be  dissatisfied  with  such 
decision  shall  be  entitled  at  the  next 
sitting  of  the  House  to  make  a  collective 
protest  in  writing  which  shall  be  re- 
corded in  the  Journals  of  the  House '  be 
there  added." 

The  House  divided:  Ayes  67;  Noes 
98:  Majority  31.— (Div.  List,  No.  360.) 

Main  Questiony  as  amended,  again 
proposed. 


Debate  arising ; 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

PARLIAMENT— ADJOURNMENT  OF 
THE  HOUSE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  this  House  at  its  rising  do  adjourn 
till  Monday  next. — {Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock 
till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  6M  November,  1882. 


MINUTES.]— Nbw  Member  Swobn— Samuel 
Banks  Waddy,  esquire, /or  the  City  of  Edin- 
burgh. 

NOTICE  OF  MOTION. 


EGYPT— EMPLOYMENT  OF  HER 
MAJESTY'S  FORCES. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
beg  to  give  Notice  that,  on  aa  early  a 
day  as  I  can  obtain,  I  shall  call  atten- 
tion to  the  present  employment  of  a 
portion  of  Her  Majesty's  Foroes  in 
Egypt,  and  move — 

**  That  this  House  is  entitled  to  a  fuller 
explanation  of  the  nature  and  proposed  dura- 
tion of  the  employment  of  Her  Majesty's 
Forces. in  E^pt,  and  of  the  estimated  cost 
thereof,  than  it  has  yet  received." 

I  shall  also  take  an  early  opportunity  of 
asking  the  Prime  Minister  whether  he 
can  afford  a  day  for  the  discussion  of 
that  Motion. 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 


THE  CRIMEAN   WAR  —  THE   BRITISH 
MILITARY  CEMETERY  AT  ABYDOS. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  the  British  Military  Cemetery  at  Aby- 
dos  has  recently  been  disturbed  and  the 
remains  of  the  dead  exhumed ;  and,  if 
it  be  true,  whether  steps  will  be  taken 
to  insure  the  reburying  of  the  dead  and 
proper  precautions  taken  to  prerent  any 
similar  act  of  desecration  ?     

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKB  :  The 
British  Yice  Consul  at  the  Dardanelles 
reports  that  the  French  authorities,  in 
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removing  the  remains  of  their  dead  from 
their  Military  Cemetery  at  Abydos  to 
Gallipoli,  by  mistake  began  excavating 
in  the  English  cemetery.  On  the  wror 
being  pointed  out,  they  ceased,  and  re- 
stored the  ground  to  its  previous  state. 
We  have  only  telegraphic  information 
on  this  subject;  and  I  think  it  better 
to  wait  until  we  get  the  Yice  Consul's 
Beport  before  stating  anything  as  to 
future  precautions  for  preventing  dese- 
cration. 

EGYFT   (MILITARY  EXPEDITION)— 

GRAVES  OF  THE  SLAIN  AT 

TEL-EL-KEBIR. 

CoLONET.  ALEXANDEE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  What  steps  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment propose  to  take  to  protect  from 
violation  the  graves  of  the  officers  and 
men  of  the  Army  and  Navy  who  fell  in 
the  battle  of  Tel-el-Kebir  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir  Ed- 
ward Malet  has  been  instructed  to  ex- 
press to  the  Egyptian  Government  the 
anxiety  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vernment 
that  adl  necessary  measures  should  be 
taken  to  protect  the  graves  of  those 
who  fell  at  the  battle  of  Tel-el-Kebir. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881,  AND 
ARREARS  OF  RENT  (IRELAND),  ACT 
—THE  EMIGRATION  CLAUSES. 

Sir  JAMES  LAWEENCE  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  What  steps  have  been  taken 
to  carry  out  the  Emigration  Clauses  in 
the  Land  Act  (Lreland)  and  the  Arrears 
Act? 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  :  I  have  a  report 
from  Dublin  on  this  subject;  but  I  find 
it  contains  almost  entirely  the  informa- 
tion I  gave  to  the  House  about  10  days 
ago.  I  have  sent  several  heads  to  Dublin 
on  which  I  require  information,  and  I 
expect  to  be  able  to  give  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman an  answer  on  Thursday. 

ARREARS  OF  RENT  (IRELAND)  ACT- 
RETURN  OF  APPLICATIONS. 

Mr.  LEWIS  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Government  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  at  an  early  date  a  He  turn, 
under  suitable  headings,  of  the  number 
of  applications  made  under  the  Arrears 
Act  up  to  the  end  of  October,  with  the 
results  then  arrived  at? 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 


Mr.  TBEYELYAN :  Ihavejiuilaid 
upon  the  Table  a  Betam  under  the 
Arrears  Act  of  the  number  of  applict- 
tiont  lodged  and  disposed  of  in  Hn 
Court  of  the  Irish  Land  Commissioii  np 
to  and  including  the  3l8t  day  of  Oc^ 
tober,  1882. 

METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OF  W0RK8- 
THE  APPROACHES  TO  THE  PEA- 
BODY'S  BUILDINGS,  WESTMINSTER. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  asked  the  honourable 
and  gallant  Member  for  Truro,  If  he  ii 
aware  of  the  state  of  the  road  and  ap- 
proaches to  the  new  Peabody's  Build- 
ings, St.  Anne  Street,  Westminster,  the 
tenants  having  to  wade  through  a  per- 
fect sea  of  water  and  mud  in  wet 
weather ;  that  the  water  is  getting  into 
the  foundations,  and  causes  the  build- 
ing^ to  be  very  damp  in  consequence; 
and,  if  he  will  take  some  steps  to  hare 
the  same  remedied  as  soon  as  possible  ? 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGG :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  beg  to  in- 
form him  that  the  specification  for  the 
paving  works  in  the  road  and  approachei 
referred  to  was  prepared  some  months 
ago  ;  but  its  approval  was  unavoidably 
postponed,  owing  to  difficulties  with  r^ 
gard  to  the  level  of  one  of  the  roadi, 
and  also  in  consequence  of  the  constrao- 
tion  of  a  sewer  by  the  local  authoritiei. 
These  hindrances  have  now  been  re- 
moved, and  I  hope  the  Board  will  be 
able  to  put  the  works  in  hand  almost 
immediately.  I  may  add  that,  though 
the  present  condition  of  the  road  and 
approaches  is  not  satisfactory,  I  am  not 
aware  that  it  is  so  bad  as  described  bj 
the  hon.  Member,  or  that  the  water  hss 
penetrated  the  foundations  of  the  build- 
ings. 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  NATIONAL  EDU- 
CATION  (IRELAND)— ROYAL  UNIVER- 
SITY EXAMINATIONS. 

Mr.  BIGGAK  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  any  of  the  Inspectors  or  other 
persons  in  the  direct  service  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education  at- 
tended any  of  the  Boyal  University 
examinations;  and,  if  so,  whether  aalaiT 
was  invariably  deducted  from  these  as 
in  the  case  of  the  ordinary  National 
School  teachers  who  attended  the  first 
matriculation  examination  of  the  same 
University  ? 
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Mb.  TBEVELYAN  :  Officers  in  the 
direct  servioe  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Natiooal  Education — namely,  one  In- 
•peotor,  three  Inspector's  Assistants,  and 
a  clerk,  attended  the  Boyal  Univorsifcy 
esaminations  and  obtained  full  pay  in^hile 
doing  so,  as  their  absence  was  during 
the  time  of  their  recognized  holidays. 
Payment  was  also  made  in  the  cases  of 
two  Model  School  teachers  who  attended 
the  examinations;  but  it  was  made  in 
error,  as  they  absented  themselves  from 
their  duties  to  do  so,  and  they  will  be 
required  to  refund  the  amounts  over- 
paid. 

RAILWAYS— FIRE  IN  A  PULLMAN  CAR 
—INQUEST  ON  DR.  ARTHUR. 

Mr.  Aldebmak  W.  LAWEENCE 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  If  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  evidence  taken  before  the  coroner 
at  the  inquest  now  being  held  on  the 
body  of  the  late  Dr.  Arthur,  who  was 
burnt  to  death  in  a  Pullman's  Gar  at- 
tached to  the  Midland  Northern  Express 
Train  ;  more  especially  to  the  evidence 
of  the  engine  driver,  who  stated  that, 
acting  according  to  his  instructions,  he 
did  not  immediately  stop  the  train  when 
requested  to  do  so  by  repeated  signals 
from  some  one  pulling  the  communica- 
tion oord,  because,  upon  looking  back, 
he  could  not  discover  there  was  anything 
amiss  with  the  train ;  and,  whether  he  will 
direct  immediate  inquiries  to  be  made 
of  other  Bailway  Companies  as  to  the 
instructions  issued  by  them  to  their 
engine  drivers  how  to  act  on  receiving 
a  signal  to  stop  the  train,  from  some  one 
pulling  the  communication  cord  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  have  com- 
municated with  my  hon.  Friend,  but  I 
am  afraid  he  has  not  received  my  letter. 
I  asked  him  to  postpone  his  Question 
until  I  had  received  the  Eeport  of  the 
judicial  inquiry  which  is  now  going  on, 
and  the  Report  of  Colonel  YoUand,  the 
Gk>vemment  Inspector  of  Railways,  to 
tiie  Board  of  Trade. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— CASE 
OF  THOMAS  RYAN. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, with  reference  to  his  statement  in 
the  case  of  Thomas  Ryan,  charged  with 
assaulting  Mr.  Frizeil,  junior,  to  the 
affect   tlukt    the    prosecution    was    not 


brought  under  the  Prevention  of  Crimes 
Act,  Whether  he  has  observed  the  fol- 
lowing passage  in  the  published  report 
of  the  trial — 

''  Acting  Constable  B3rme  said  he  was  directed 
to  bring  tins  prosecution  under  the  ]hreTention 
of  Crimes  Act ;  " 

and,  whether  he  will  make  further  in- 
quiry on  the  subject,  and  also  ascertain 
under  whose  direction  Acting  Constable 
Byrne  proceeded  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN:  There  is  nothing 
inconsistent  in  iby  statement  in  reply  to 
the  previous  Question  on  this  subject 
put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Member  and  the 
statement  made  by  the  constable.  The 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  1871,  which 
applies  to  the  United  Kingdom,  was  the 
Act  under  which  the  constable  proceeded 
in  the  charge  of  assault  upon  the  police, 
and,  in  doing  so,  he  proceeded  unaer  the 
direction  of  his  officer. 

CHILI— MURDER  OF  DR.  M'LEAN. 

Dk.  CAMERON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  anything  definite  has  yet  been 
done  in  the  way  of  advancing  or  secur- 
ing a  settlement  of  the  claim  against  the 
Chilian  Government  for  compensation 
for  the  murder  of  Dr.  MacLean,  the 
physician  to  the  British  Legation,  by 
Chilian  soldiery,  at  Chorillos,  in  Janu- 
ary last  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Representative  at  Santiago  was 
instructed  on  July  28  to  include  the 
claim  of  Dr.  McLean's  relatives  among 
those  already  presented  by  him  to  the 
Chilian  Government.  He  has  also  been 
instructed  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Chilian  Government  to  the  injustice 
which  the  continued  delay  is  causing  to 
the  numerous  claimants,  and  to  urge 
upon  them  the  necessity  for  taking  such 
steps  as  will  insure  a  settlement  of  these 
claims  within  a  reasonable  time. 

POOR  LAW  [(IRELAND)— MANOR  HA- 
MILTON UNION— CASE  OF  ALLAN 
NIXON. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
If  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
report  of  an  inquiry  held  at  Manor 
Hamilton  regarding  the  conduct  of  Allan 
Nixon,  one  of  the  rate  collectors  for  that 
Union  ;  whether,  under  the  facts  proved, 
namely,  that  the   said  Nixon  did,  on 
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several  occasions,  take  lep^al  proceedings 
against  persons  who  bad  already  paid 
their  rates,  and,  at  least  in  one  case,  was 
forced  by  legal  j)roceedings  to  refund 
money  he  had  received  in  excess  of  what 
was  due ;  also  that  he  threatened  elec- 
tors if  they  voted  for  a  particular  candi- 
date at  an  election  of  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians against  his  wish,  bo  will  consider 
whether  Nixon  should  not  be  dismissed 
from  his  position  as  Poor  Hate  Collector ; 
and,  whether  he  proposes  to  make  any 
inquiry  into  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  I  find  that  an 
inquiry  was  held  by  one  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  Inspectors  into  the 
circumstances  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member,  and  it  was  apparent  that  Mr. 
Nixon  had  committed  some  serious  mis- 
takes in  the  steps  taken  by  him  to  en- 
force the  collection  of  the  rates,  and  that 
he  had  solicited  votes  for  one  of  the  can- 
didates at  tho  election  of  Guardians; 
but  it  did  not  appear  that  he  was  guilty 
of  any  attempt  at  fraud.  Mr.  Nixon 
had  been  a  meritorious  officer  of  about 
32  years'  service;  and,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, the  Local  Government 
Board  considered  it  sufficient  to  caution 
him  to  be  more  accurate  and  careful  in 
the  discharge  of  his  duty  in  future,  and 
they  pointed  out  to  him  that  no  paid 
officer  of  the  Union  coiild  be  permitted 
to  interfere  with  the  election  of  Guar- 
dians beyond  the  exercise  of  his  right, 
if  a  ratepayer,  to  vote  or  nominate.  The 
subject  also  came  before  a  large  meet- 
ing of  the  Guardians  convened  to  consi- 
der a  notice  of  motion  given  by  one  of 
their  body  adverse  to  the  retention  of 
Mr.  Nixon's  services  as  a  collector  ;  but 
by  a  majority  of  13  to  4  the  Guardians 
passed  a  resolution  declining  to  consider 
the  motion.  I  do  not  propose  to  take 
any  further  action  in  tho  matter. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELA^'D)  ACT,  1881— LIST 
OF  CASES  IN  SUB -COMMISSION 
COURT.  MAYO. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  tho  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  will  state  how  many 
cases  under  the  Land  Law  Act  have  been 
listed  for  hearing,  and  how  many  havo 
been  heard  in  the  Civil  Bill  Court  of 
Mayo,  and  in  the  Sub-Commission  Court 
of  Uie  same  county,  since  tho  passing  of 
the  Act,  specifying  the  number  of  cases 
listed  for  nearing,  and  the  number  of 
cases  heard  in  each  court  respectively  ? 

Jfr.  Big$ar 


The  hon.  Member  said  that,  in  potting 
the  Question,  he  desired  to  explain  that 
in  referring  to  the  Sub-Commissiim 
Court  of  Mayo  he  did  not  intend  to  make 
any  reflection  on  the  gentleman  who 
presided  in  that  Court.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  desired  to  express  his  satiifao- 
tion  at  the  manner  in  which  the  busLnees 
was  conducted  in  that  Court. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  In  the  CivU 
Bill  Court  of  Mayo  1,920  cases  have 
been  listed  for  hearing.  In  721  cases 
fair  rents  have  been  fixed,  and  282  have 
been  dismissed,  withdrawn,  or  stnick 
out.  In  the  Sub-Commission  Coart 
1,571  cases  have  been  listed  for  hearing. 
In  744  cases  fair  rents  have  been  fixed, 
and  429  cases  have  been  dismissed, 
withdrawn,  or  struck  out. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  state 
the  proportionate  expense  incurred  in 
arriving  at  this  conclusion  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  No. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
would  put  a  Question  on  the  subject  on 
a  future  day  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  and  would  ask  him.  Whether, 
having  in  view  the  disparity  in  the 
results,  and  the  expenditare  invohed 
under  each  of  these  Courts  respectively, 
some  steps  should  not  be  taken  to  trans- 
fer the  business  of  the  Sub-Commisflion 
Court  to  the  County  Court  ? 

CRIME  (IRELAND)— MURDER  OF  CON- 
STABLE  KAVANAGH. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secie- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  would  state  who  the  persons  were 
that  received  the  reward  in  the  case  of 
Constable  Kavanagh's  murder ;  in  whit 
proportion  the  £  1 ,000  will  be  distributed 
amongst  them  ;  and,  whether  it  will  be 
paid  out  of  the  Secret  Service  Fund  or  be- 
come a  charge  on  the  Estimates ;  and,  if 
the  latter,  whether  it  will  be  set  down 
as  a  separate  item  or  be  included  under 
the  head  of  Law  Charges  and  Ptosectt" 
tions  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  I  must  daim 
tlie  indulgence  of  the  House  and  respect- 
fully decline  to  answer  the  first  portion  of 
this  Question,  as  I  feel  that  I  could  not 
give  the  information  asked  for  without 
danger,  and  certainly  great  inconveni- 
ence and  discomfort,  to  the  persons  on 
whose  evidence  a  conviction  was  ob- 
tained. With  regard  to  the  final  po^ 
tion  of  the  Question,  I  beg  to  say  that 
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expenses  of  this  kind  are  properly 
chargeable  to  the  Yote  for  Law  Charges 
and  Criminal  Prosecutions,  and  will  not 
form  a  separate  item  in  the  Estimates. 

Mr.  HEALY  explained  that  his 
reason  for  putting  the  Question  was  this. 
He  desired  at  a  future  Sitting  of  the 
House — next  Session,  perhaps — to  call 
attention  to  the  evidence  upon  which 
this  man  was  hung,  and  contrast  the 
evidence  of  the  paid  witnesses  with  the 
evidence  of  unpaid  witnesses. 

ABMT    OBGANIZATION-ARMY    RAIL- 
WAY CORPS. 

Me.  guy  DAWNAY  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  it  is  proposed  to  establish  per- 
manently a^  Army  Eailway  Corps  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  Yes,  Sir;  I  am 
considering  the  feasibility  of  converting 
one  or  more  Companies  of  Eoyal  Engi- 
neers into  a  Eailway  Corps,  with  per- 
manent cadres,  which  could  be  rapidly 
expanded  when  required  on  active  ser- 
vice ;  but  the  details  have  not  yet  been 
worked  out. 

INDIA  (RAILWAYS)— RANGOON  AND 
IRRAWADDY  RAILWAY. 

Load  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  it  is 
true  that  proposals  have  been  made  by 
a  private  firm  to  the  Indian  Government 
for  the  purchase  of  the  Eangoon  and 
Irrawaddy  Valley  Eailway ;  if  these  pro- 
posals have  received  the  approval  of  the 
JLocal  Government  of  Burmah ;  and,  if 
he  will  undertake  that  before  the  India 
Council  is  committed  to  the  policy  of  the 
purchase  of  State  Eailways  by  private 
individuals,  he  will  not  only  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  exact  nature 
of  the  present  proposals,  but  also  allow 
the  policy  of  the  whole  subject  to  be 
discussed  ? 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Proposals  have  been  made  by  a  private 
firm  to  the  Government  of  India  for  the 
purchase  of  the  Eangoon  and  Irrawaddy 
valley  Eailway,  and  the  Commissioner 
of  Burmah  has  expressed  himself  in 
favour  of  the  transfer  of  the  Eailway  to 
a  Company  on  certain  terms;  but  the 
consideration  of  the  question  has  been 
postponed  for  the  present  in  order  that 
the  views  of  the  Government  of  India 
may  be  fully  expressed  .on  the  general 
policy  involved  in  such  a  proposal.    I 


could  not  undertake  to  lay  on  the  Table 
Papers  relating  to  any  particular  pro- 
posal before  a  decision  has  been  arrived 
at  by  the  Government ;  but  as  soon  as 
any  decision  has  been  come  to  I  will 
give  full  information  to  the  House. 

MASTER  AND  SERVANT-BREACH  OF 
CONTRACT—"  GENGE  ▼.  SYMES." 

Mr.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that,  in  the  case  of 
Genge  v.  Symes,  tried  at  Bridport  on 
2dth  September,  and  in  which  defendant 
was  fined  £5  for  alleged  breach  of  con- 
tract in  absenting  himself  from  his  work, 
there  was  a  complaint  that  the  first 
breach  was  committed  by  the  com- 
plainant in  not  supplying  a  suitable  cot- 
tage, in  accordance  with  the  agreement; 
and,  whether,  under  the  circumstances, 
he  will,  if  he  has  the  power  to  do  so, 
remit  the  fine ;  and,  if  he  has  not  the 
power,  that  he  will  use  his  influence 
with  the  magistrates  who  tried  the  case 
to  remit  the  fine  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET,  in  re- 
ply, said,  the  case  was  that  of  a  breach 
of  a  civil  contract,  and,  therefore,  one  in 
which  he  had  no  authority  to  interfere. 

POOR   LAW    (IRELAND)-CASE    OF 
AGNES  MALCOLMSON. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irelandr 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
a  letter  published  in  the  ''  Belfast  Daily 
News,"  of  1st  instant,  and  signed  by 
C.  E.  Greene,  F.L.G.,  in  which  it  is 
stated  that  a  lunatic  woman  named  Mal- 
colmson,  who  had  resided  twenty-five 
years  in  Scotland,  had  been  removed 
from  a  lunatic  asylum  at  Bothwell  to 
Downpatrick  Workhouse ;  also  of  a 
letter  from  the  Parochial  Board  OfficCi 
Cambuslang,  denying  the  truth  of  Mr. 
Greene's  statement;  and,  whether  he 
will  inquire  into  the  case ;  and,  if  the 
letter  of  the  Downpatrick  Guardian  is 
correct,  he  will  use  the  proper  means  to 
prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  an  out- 
rage? 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  :  The  attention  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  al- 
ready been  directed  by  the  Guardians  of 
the  Downpatrick  Union  to  the  removal 
of  Agnes  Malcolmson  from  Scotland  to 
their  Union;  but  they  made  no  com- 
plaints as  to  the  alleged  ill-treatment  of 
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the  poor  woman  by  the  female  warders. 
The  Looal^Oovemment  Board  will  now 
make  inquiries  on  this  point,  and  I  will 
let  the  hon.  Member  know  the  result. 

PIERS   AND    HARBOURS    (IRELAND)- 
ARKLOW  HARBOUR  WORKS. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  is  aware  that  great  distress 
occurs  annually  amongst  the  labouring 
population  of  the  town  of  Arklow,  county 
Wicklow,  from  the  want  of  emjrfoyment 
in  the  winter  season;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  harbour  works,  for  which 
an  Act  of  Parliament  was  obtained  last 
Session,  have  not  yet  been  commenced ; 
and,  whether  he  will  communicate  with 
the  Board  of  Public  Works  (Ireland) 
with  a  view  to  their  being  started  at 
once? 

Me.  COURTNEY  (for  Mr.  Tbbvbl- 
yan)  :  The  Goyemment  are  quite  alive 
to  the  desirability  of  commencing  the 
Arklow  Harbour  works  as  soon  as  pos* 
sible.  The  only  delay  which  has  oc- 
curred was  due  to  a  request  that  the 
plans  might  be  examined  by  a  local 
committee.  This  has  now  been  done; 
tenders  have  been  called  for  and  re- 
ceived ;  the  selection  will  be  made  in  a 
few  days,  and  the  work  will  then  be 
commenced  very  shortly. 

ARMY   (INDIA)— INDIAN  "  LOCAL  " 
CAVALRY  OFFICERS. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  If  he  will  state  whetiier 
any  Memorials  from  "Local"  Officers 
on  the  Cadres  of  the  late  Bengal,  Ma- 
dras, or  Bombay  Cavalry  have  been  re- 
ceived at  the  India  Office  in  England, 
or  by  the  authorities  in  India,  for  sub- 
mission to  Parliament;  whether  he  is 
now  prepared  to  announce  what  remedial 
measures  he  has  suggested  for  the  alle- 
viation of  the  depressed  position  of  the 
*'  Local "  Cavalry  Officers  in  the  junior 
grades ;  and,  whether  any  hope  of  their 
early  promulgation  may  be  entertained 
by  the  Officers  concerned  ? 

The  Makquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Many  Memorials  from  officers  of  the 
local  Cavalry  lists  of  the  three  Presiden- 
cies, representing  the  slowness  of  their 
actual  promotion,  have  been  received 
through  the  Ghyvemment  of  India ;  but 
I  am  not  aware  that  any  have  been  ad- 
dressed to  Parliament.    In  September 
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the  Oovemment  of  India  were  autho- 
rized to  g^ve  effect  to  their  proposals  for 
ameliorating  the  position  of  the  offiosn 
of  the  local  Cavalry  suffering  from  re- 
tarded promotion.  I  believe  these  mea* 
sures  will  remove  all  legitimate  grounds 
of  complaint.  They  are,  briefly,  to  givs 
to  all  the  officers  on  the  lists  the  optica 
of  coming  prospectively  under  the  Staff 
C<vps  Rules  of  substantive  promotion, 
with  Staff  Corps  rate  of  pay  and  the 
attainment  of  colonels'  allowances  at 
Staff  Corps  officers'  rates  —  namely, 
£1,124  yearly  after  98  years'  service. 
Should  all  the  officers  concerned— 61  in 
number — accept  these  terms,  which  aie, 
of  course,  optional,  the  additional  cost 
will  not  fall  short  of  £70,000  yearly 
The  Government  of  India  will,  doubt- 
less, lose  no  time  in  promulgating  the 
terms  thus  authorized. 

CRIME  (IRELAND)— ATTEMPTED  MUR- 
DER OF  MR.  CARTER  IN  MAYO  CO.- 
COST  OF  ATTENDANCE  OF  SURGEON 
WHEELER. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  Surgeon  William  Ireland 
Wheeler,  Vice  President  of  the  Bojal 
Oollege  of  Surgeons,  at  the  request  of 
the  Irish  (Government,  attended  Mr. 
Thomas  Shaen  Garter,  who  was  in  the 
month  of  March  last  fired  at  and  danger- 
ously wounded  in  the  county  of  Mayo ; 
whether  Surgeon  Wheeler  paid  many 
visits  to  Mr.  Carter  in  Mayo,  leaving  bu 
large  practice  in  Duhlin  for  the  purpose, 
and  reported  the  result  of  eaoh  visit  to 
the  Irish*Oovemment ;  whether  Surgeon 
Wheeler  duly  furnished  his  account  for 
such  attendance  to  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, and  has  not  heen  paid ;  and,  when 
the  Irish  Government  intend  to  pay  this 
claim? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  Mr.  Morony, 
Resident  Magistrate,  reported  to  the 
late  Under  Secretary  that  Mr.  Garter, 
who  was  fired  at  and  dangerously 
wounded  on  the  15th  of  March  last  in 
the  Gounty  Mayo,  expressed  a  wish  to 
have  the  professional  aid  of  Surgeon 
Wheeler,  who  had  previously  attended 
him.  Mr.  Burke  thereupon  intimated 
to  Surgeon  Wheeler  that  if  he  visited 
Mr.  Garter,  and  if  that  gentleman  wsi 
unahle  to  pay  his  fees  for  auoh  attend- 
ance, he  might  sahmit  a  daim  for  the 
consideration  of  Government  Surgeon 
Wheeler  paid  many  visits  to  Mr.  Gsrisri 
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nd  I  beliere  reported  the  result  of  each 
io  the  late  Under  SeoretaTy.  He  has 
aaee  furnished  an  account  to  Govern- 
Mnt  for  £1,147  18«.  for  his  own  ser- 
vim,  and  for  fees  of  50  guineas  and  25 
gainets  respeotiyely  for  two  assistants 
ikoaooompaniedhim.  Mr.  Carter  states 
ftat  he  is  unable  to  pay  for  this  medical 
ittodance,  but  has  made  a  daim  for 
eottpensation  under  the  19th  section  of 
tte  rieyention  of  Crime  Act ;  and  pend- 
iig  the  result  of  that  claim  the  Gk>vem- 
ant  cannot  come  to  any  decision  on 
flngeon  Wheeler's  demand. 

BGTPT— TRIAL  OF  ARABI  PASHA. 

He.  BOUBKE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
entaiy  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Who 
ii  responsible  for  the  framing  of  the 
duuges  against  Arabi  Pasha ;  and,  is 
fte  British  Goyemment,  to  whose  offi- 
eanhe  surrendered,  responsible  for  these 
MDosations? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
%)nptian  GK>yemment  are  responsible 
tv  the  framing  of  the  charges  and  accu- 
Miions  against  Arabi  Pasha. 

KELAND  — THE   «*  ANNALS    OP 
ULSTER." 

Ml.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  can  state  the  cause  of 
the  delay  in  the  publication  of  the  im- 
portant Irish  chronicle  known  as  the 
"Annals  of  Ulster,"  for  which  a  grant 
tSB  made  by  the  Treasury  more  than 
fee  years  ag^ ;  and,  if  there  is  any 
liOBpeet  of  the  early  issue  of  this  work, 
we  publication  of  which  has  been  so 
imeetly  desired  by  historical  inquirers 
a  Oieat  Britain  as  well  as  in  Ire- 
Ind? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN:  The  following 
t^lanation  has  been  received  from  Dean 
Seeres,  who  is  the  editor  of  The  Annals 
fl  Vkter : — The  understanding  when  the 
pint  for  the  printing  of  The  Annals 
^  UUmr  was  made  was  that  the  work 
dttuld  be  executed  in  four  years ;  but 
ttdbreseen  difficulties  and  delays  have 
Mured  in  the  meantime,  and  the  editor 
W  been  unable  to  commence  the  print- 
4g  until  this  year.  The  printing  has 
Mr  been  begun,  and  it  is  hoped  that 
ttt  work  will  steadily  progress.  I  may 
^knrre  that  none  of  the  money  voted  by 
bdiament  for  the  publication  of  these 
Aiatls  has  yet  been  expended. 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  ACT— CONDEMNED 
HOUSES  AT  BRISTOL. 
Mr.  STEWAET  MACLIVEE  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  action  of  the  Sanitary  Autho- 
rity at  Bristol  in  summoning  the  owners 
(chiefly  working  men)  of  seventy-four 
houses  condemned  by  the  medical  officer 
of  health  ;  these  houses  having  been 
erected  on  the  strength  of  the  official 
sanction  to  the  plans;  and,  whether 
such  proceedings,  without  compensation 
to  the  owners  of  the  property,  are  ap- 
proved by  the  Board  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  My  attention  had  not 
been  called  to  this  matter  until  my  hon. 
Friend  gave  Notice  of  his  Question ;  but 
I  have  since  communicated  with    the 
Sanitary  Authority  on  the  subject.     I 
find  that  the  Medical  Officer  of  Health 
has  reported  a  number  of  houses  as 
being  unfit  for  human  habitation,  be- 
cause they  are  built  on  low  lands,  which 
are  liable  to  be  flooded  whenever  there 
is  an  excess  of  rain.    It  is  true  that  the 
houses  have  been  built  in  accordance  with 
plans  submitted  to  the  Sanitary  Autho- 
rity in  pursuance  of  their  bye-laws  ;  but 
when  the  plans  were  before  the  Sanitary 
Authority  they  had   only  to    consider 
whether  the  requirements  of  the  bye- 
laws  were  satisfied;  and  the  bye-laws 
referred  to  the  structure  of  the  buildings 
and  not  to  the  fitness  of  the  site.    The 
Sanitary  Authority,  therefore,  gave  no 
approval  to  the  site.    The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  no  control  over  the 
Sanitary  Authority  in  this  matter ;  but 
the  case  will  be  brought  before  the  Jus- 
tices before  the  houses  are  closed,  and 
it  will,  of  course,  be  necessary  to  satisfy 
them  that  the  houses  are,  in  fact,  unfit 
for  habitation. 

JAPAN— IMPORTATION  OP  DRUGS 
AND  CHEMICALS. 

Mb.  B.  N.  F  0  WL  E B  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether,  referring  to  the  answer 
he  gave  on  August  6th  1880,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Minister  in  Japan  has  been  able 
to  induce  the  Japanese  Government  to 
permit  the  importation  of  drugs  and 
other  chemicals  into  that  country  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  not  aware 
that  there  has  been  any  interferenoe 
with  the  importation  of  drugs  and  other 
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chemicals  into  Japan  other  than  medi- 
cinal opium.  Bestrictions  are  placed  by 
the  laws  of  Japan  on  the  sale  of  bad  or 
spurious  drugs,  and  they  are  submitted 
to  an  examination  by  the  Board  of  Health 
before  they  can  be  sold  to  the  Japanese. 
Complaints  were  made  in  1879  that  cer- 
tain drugs  had  been  unfairly  condemned  ; 
but  since  that  time  no  further  complaints 
have  been  received. 

"army— QUEEN'S  CADETSIIIPS  AND 
ARMY  MEDICAL  OFFICERS. 

Dr.  LYONS  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  it  is  the  fact  that  under 
existing  regulations  the  sons  of  medical 
officers  of  the  Army  are  ineligible  for 
nomination  to  lionorary  Queen's  cadet- 
ships;  and,  if  he  will  take  steps  to 
remedy  this  inequality  in  the  position  of 
the  Medical  Department  which  is  felt 
as  a  slight  to  those  who  risk  their  lives 
in  the  service  of  the  State  ? 

Mr.  CniLDERS  :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  remind  him 
that  the  sons  of  medical  officers  are 
eligible  for  Queen's  cadetships.  The 
arrangements  as  to  Queen's  honorary 
cadetships  are  under  consideration ;  but 
I  can  give  no  assurance  that  I'  can  ex- 
tend this  system,  which  is  a  delicate  one 
to  alter. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— 
RE:\[0VAL  of  NATIONAL  LEAGUE 
PL.\CARDS,    CO.  LOUTH. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  aware  of  the  fact  that 
Acting  Constable  Glynn,  of  the  Louth 
Constabulary  Station,  County  Louth,  ac- 
companied by  Sub-Constable  Jebb,  of 
the  same  station,  tore  down  some  pla- 
cards giving  public  notice,  as  follows : — 

**  Irish  National  League.  In  accordance  with 
a  Resolution  adopted  at  a  preliminary  meeting 
held  on  Sunday  last  to  consider  the  advisability 
of  establishing  a  Brandi  of  the  above  in  the 
town  of  Louth,  a  public  meeting  will  be  held, 
immediately  after  last  Mass,  on  Sunday  next, 
6th  November  1882,  for  the  purpose  of  forming 
a  Branch  of  the  Irish  National  League  for 
Louth  District.  Men  of  Louth,  assemble  on 
Sunday,  and  show  by  your  presence  and  by 
your  subscriptions  your  desire  and  determina- 
tion to  take  your  place  in  the  ranks  of  those 
who  are  labouring  to  make  Ireland  a  Nation ; " 

whether  the  acting  constable,  on  being 
questioned  as  to  the  legality  of  the  pla- 
cards, declared  that  the  words  ''  desire 
and  determination  "  were  "  unconstitu- 
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tional,"  and,  when  asked  as  to  hii  au- 
thority for  tearing  down  the  placaidB, 
replied  ''Begone,  and  don't  obstruct u 
in  the  discharge  of  our  duty  ; "  whether 
the  acting  constable  exceeded  his  legil 
right  in  tearing  down  the  placards,  in 
giving  a  decision  upon  the  legality  of 
tlieir  language,  and  in  threatening  thow 
who  asked  him  to  state  his  authority  for 
his  conduct ;  whether,  as  promised  tome 
time  ago,  the  Irish  Executive  have 
issued  instructions  to  the  Police,  caution- 
ing them  with  ^ference  to  the  tearing 
down  of  placards;  and,  whether  thi 
Executive  will  now  take  any  steps  to 
protect  the  right  of  public  meeting,  and 
guard  against  breaches  of  the  peace,  bj 
restraining  the  tendency  of  individual 
members  of  the  Constabulary  Force  to 
interfere  unduly  with  the  publio  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  No  report  of 
the  occurrence  mentioned  in  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  had  reached 
the  Inspector  General  up  to  the  4th 
instant.  He  therefore  telegpraphed  the 
substance  of  the  Question  to  the  Sub- 
Inspector  at  Ardee,  in  which  district 
Louth  Station  is  situate  ;  but  I  have  not 
vet  learnt  the  result.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  under  some  misapprehension  with 
regard  to  the  issue  of  instructions  to  the 
police  relative  to  placards.  What  I  pro- 
mised should  be  done  was  to  issue  in- 
structions to  them  not  to  interfere  vith 
placards  relating  to  the  Labour  Leagae 
and  Shepherds'  Association,  and  thii 
has  been  done.  I  think  similar  in8tru^ 
tions  may  be  requisite  with  regixd 
to  the  placards  of  the  Irish  National 
League,  and  I  will  therefore  give  orden 
for  their  issue  at  once. 

EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITIONM®' 
TRIBUTION  OF  HONOURS -THB 
ROYAL  MARINE  ARTILLERY. 

Colonel  MAKINS  asked  the  Seoe- 
tary  to  the"  Admiralty,  Whether  the 
names  of  Colonel  H.  S.  Jones,  Boyil 
Marines,  and  Colonel  Tuson,  Eoyal  it*- 
rine  Artillery,  will  be  added  to  the  li^ 
of  Begimental  Colonels  who  have  beei 
recommended  to  receive  Companionihip 
of  the  Bath,  those  two  Officers  hsTinC 
been  specially  mentioned  for  their  feu 
and  ability  by  General  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN: 
Sir,  I  hope  I  shall  not  be  deemed  dtf- 
courteous  if  I  venture  to  appeal  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  whetherioeh 
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a  Question  as  this  should  be  asked  in 
this  House — a  Question,  namely,  as  to 
the  intention  of  the  Goyernment  to  re- 
commend to  Her  Majesty  for  a  certain 
honour  two  individual  officers  out  of  the 
whole  number  who  served  in  Egypt.  I 
feel  compelled  to  add  that  I  am  sure  the 
two  gallant  officers  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  would  be  the 
first  to  disclaim,  on  their  own  part  and 
on  that  of  the  distinguished  corps  to 
which  they  belong,  any  desire  to  have 
their  names  brought  in  this  way  before 
the  House. 

Colonel  MAKINS  :  I  assure  the 
House  I  had  no  intention  of  doing 
anything  that  would  seem  invidious.  I 
simply  saw  that  a  number  of  Army 
officers  were  recommended  for  promo- 
tion ;  and  I  wondered  why  the  Marine 
officers,  while  they  had  been  honourably 
mentioned  by  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley,  were 
not  mentioned  as  likely  to  be  rewarded 
in  the  same  way. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— RELIEF  WORKS, 
ARKLOW,  CO.  WICKLOW. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, with  reference  to  the  action  of  the 
county  surveyor  of  Wicklow  in  putting 
a  stop,  at  the  request  of  Lord  Carysfort, 
to  the  works  for  the  improvement  of  the 
town  of  Arklow,  which  had  been  passed 
by  the  grand  jury,  fiated  by  the  judge 
of  assize,  a  contract  duly  entered  into 
under  bail  bonds,  and  which  had  been 
actually  commenced,  If  he  can  now  state 
whether  the  county  surveyor  acted  justi- 
fiably or  within  his  powers  on  the  occa- 
sion ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  wUl  take 
any  and  what  steps  to  have  the  works 
proceeded  with  at  once  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN:  It  has  been 
stated  to  me  that  the  Grand  Jury  who 
passed  the  presentment  did  so  subject  to 
the  consent  of  the  adjoining  owners  being 
obtained.  The  secretary  to  the  Ghrand 
Jury  has  been  asked  to  report  specifically 
on  this  point ;  but  I  have  not  yet  re- 
ceived his  reply. 

EGYPT  —  COMMAND  OF  THE  EGYP- 
TIAN ARMY  —  APPOINTMENT  OF 
BAKER  PASHA. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  any  com- 
munications have  at  any  time  passed  be- 
tween Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  and  Baker 


Pacha  in  reference  to  the  appointment 
of  the  latter  to  the  command  of  the 
Egyptian  Army;  and,  if  so,  whether 
the  Government  has  been  informed  as 
to  the  nature  of  the  communications; 
and,  whether  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  ad- 
vised the  Khedive  to  appoint  Baker 
Pacha  to  the  command  of  the  Egyptian 
Army ;  and,  if  so,  whether  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  acted  with  the  approval  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government? 

Mr.  CHILDEES  :  No,  Sir ;  I  have 
asked  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley,  and  he  tells 
me  that  no  official  communications  of  any 
sort  have  passed  between  him  and  Baker 
Pasha  in  reference  to  the  command  of 
the  Egyptian  Army ;  and,  further,  that 
he  did  not  advise  the  Khedive  to  ap- 
point Baker  Pasha  to  that  command. 

SCOTLAND— DEER  FORESTS    IN    THE 
HIGHIiANDS— EVICTIONS. 

Mb.  MACFABLANE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  case  reported  in  the 
"  Scotsman"  of  the  28th  Oct.  in  which 
the  plaintifip,  Mr.  Winans,  sought  to 
compel  the  defendant,  Mr.  Mackenzie, 
to  evict  shepherds  **  and  other  occu- 
pants "  from  a  place  rented  as  a  deer 
forest ;  and,  if  he  will  g^ant  a  Beturn 
of  the  area  of  land  converted  into  sheep 
walks  and  deer  forests  in  the  Islands  and 
Highlands  of  Scotland  since  1831,  and 
the  number  of  persons  and  families  re- 
moved for  that  purpose  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  have  no  in- 
formation on  this  subject  of  a  character 
to  enable  me  to  pronounce  upon  the 
matter  as  to  its  merits,  although  I  have 
been  cognizant  by  common  repute  with 
what  has  been  going  on.  With  regard 
to  the  inquiry  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
think  it  would  be  a  very  useful  thing  if, 
upon  this  contested  question,  there  could 
be  a  Beturn  to  the  e£fect  he  describes  ^ 
but  I  believe  it  is  wholly  beyond  our 
power  to  give  it. 

Mb.  MACFABLANE  :  I  shall  caU 
attention  to  the  subject,  and  move  a  Be- 
solution. 

LoBD  ELCHO  :  My  impression  is  that 
there  is  some  information  upon  the  sub- 
ject in  the  Beport  of  a  Committee  in 
1872. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  think  there  is 
information  on  the  subject  in  the  Beport 
of  a  Committee.  At  the  same  time,  I 
have  no  doubt  my  hon.  Friend  is  better 
acquainted  with  it  than  I  i^m, 


859 


Efftfpi^Trial  cf 


(OOMMONSl 


Arahi  Paiha, 


860 


SCOTLAND— HARBOURS  OX  THE  EAST 
COAST— BREAKWATER  AT  PETER- 
HEAD. 

Mb.  MAEJOHIBANKS  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  statement  is  correct  that  the  Oovem- 
ment  has  resolved  to  construct,  by  the 
aid  of  convict  labour,  an  extensive 
breakwater  at  Peterhead ;  and,  if  so, 
whether,  before  undertaking^  so  ffreat  a 
work,  they  will  appoint  a  Koyal  Com- 
mission to  inquire  ezhaustivelv  into  the 
deficient  harbour  aooommodation  on  the 
East  Coast  of  this  country,  and  to  report 
in  what  manner  that  deficiency  may 
best  be  dealt  with  for  the  benefit  of  our 
seafaring  population  and  the  Nation  at 
large  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY:  My  right  hon. 
Friend  has  asked  me  to  answer  this 
Question,  which  relates  to  a  matter 
which  has  not  yet  come  before  him  in  a 
definite  form.  The  question  of  the  dis- 
posal of  the  convict  labour  which  will 
shortly  be  set  free  is  engaging  the  at- 
tention of  Gbvemment;  but  no  deci- 
sion has  as  yet  been  arrived  at  upon  it. 
Peterhead  is  among  the  places  where  it 
has  been  suggested  that  convict  labour 
may  with  advantage  be  employed  in  the 
construction  of  a  harbour  of  refuge.  As 
the  employment  of  the  convicto  is  a 
matter  that  scarcely  brooks  delay,  the 
appointment  of  a  Itoval  Commission  of 
Inquiry  is  highly  unaeairable,  and  it  is 
believed  to  be  unnecessary,  as  the  infor- 
mation at  the  command  of  the  Qovern- 
ment  is  sufficient  to  enable  a  decision  to 
be  formed  when  that  becomes  im- 
perative. 

WAYS  AND  ME ANS— INLAND  REVENUE 
—BEER  AND  WINE  LICENCES. 

Mb.  BIOQAB  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  If  he  is  aware  that  persons 
licensed  to  sell  beer  and  wine  by  retail 
for  consumption  off  the  premises  for- 
merly paid  the  Duty  on  wine  licences  in 
April  and  on  beer  licences  in  October ; 
whether  the  collectors  of  Inland  Bevenue 
have  in  many  oases  recently  noticed  the 
holders  of  these  licences  to  take  out  the 
new  combined  beer  and  wine  licence 
which  is  payable  in  the  month  of  Octo- 
ber every  year;  whether  the  traders 
when  paying  for  the  combined  licences 
applied  for  and  were  refused  a  rebate 
for  the  half-year's  unexpired  time  of  the 
wine  licence  paid  for  in  the  moatb  of 


April  previous;  and,  whether,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  will  reoommeDd 
the  Commissioners  of  Bevenue  to  refand 
the  amount  (£  I  5«.)  for  the  unexpred 
time  of  the  wine  licences  to  those  persons 
who  took  out  the  combined  licence  re* 
f erred  to  ? 

Ma.  COUBTNEY:  I  believe  that  the 
hon.  Member  has  more  than  once  raised 
this  question  before.  It  is  quite  optional 
whether  to  take  out  the  new  combined 
licence  or  to  remain  under  the  old  system. 
If  a  trader  chooses  the  former  alterna- 
tive, he  obtains  a  permanent  relief  of 
15«.  a-year  at  the  cost  of  sacrificing  one 
half-year's  user  of  the  wine  licence, 
which  may  be  valued  at  25«.  This 
change  is  dearly  to  the  benefit  of  the 
trader,  and  the  Oovemment  have  no  in- 
tention of  making  it  more  so  by  allowing 
the  refund  suggested.  But  no  pressare 
is  put  upon  the  trader  to  choose  one 
course  rather  than  the  other. 

EGYPT— TRIAL  OF  ARABI  PASHA 

Mb.  BOUBKE:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister,  Whether  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  War  ordered  the  rebels  in 
Egypt  to  be  treated  according  to  the  re- 
cognized rules  of  civilized  warfare,  in- 
cluding the  exchange  of  prisoners ;  and, 
is  the  delivery  of  such  prisoners  to  be 
tried  by  the  civil  authorities  of  their 
enemy  in  accordance  with  these  instruc- 
tions r  At  the  same  time  I  beg  to  ask 
him  another  Question  —  namely,  Whe- 
ther the  following  statement  is  a  correct 
report  of  the  surrender  of  Arab!  Pasha : 
— A  prefect  of  police  was  ordered  by 
Colonel  Stewart  to  invite  Arabi  to  attend 
upon  him.  He  came  at  once,  accom- 
panied by  Toulba.  He  was  received  by 
General  Drury  Lowe.  Arabi  asked  an 
officer  of  the  Queen*  s  Service  what  he 
was  to  do.  He  was  told  to  surrender 
his  sword.  He  was  asked  if  he  surren- 
dered unconditionally,  and  he  said, 
**  Tes  ;  that  he  surrendered  to  the 
clemency  of  England  ?  "  If  this  be  a 
correct  report,  I  should  like  to  ask  what 
justification  there  is  for  trying  him  by 
the  Egyptian  authorities  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  had  better, 
perhaps,  first  take  the  second  Question 
put  to  me  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  asks  me  wheSier  a  statemeat  is 
accurate  in  respect  to  which,  as  £ar  as  I 
understand,  I  have  to  say  that  it  ia 
anonymous  as  well  as  unauihoritatiTe> 
and  Qot  accurate  at  all,  because  it  ^rea 
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the  impreeriooi  that  by  a  request  of  an 
optional  character  Arabi  Pasha  was  in- 
fited  to  surrender  himself,  and  in  that 
vt7i  by  an  act  of  his  own  free  will,  came 
kto  oar  possession  as  a  prisoner.  That 
18  exactly  the  reverse  of  the  case. 
The  Prefect  of  Police  was  not  com- 
BiiaaoDed  by  the  Military  Commander, 
Oohmel  Stewart,  to  invite  Arabi  Pasha ; 
\nX  he  was  ordered  to  bring  in  Arabi 
Ptoha,  and,  I  think,  within  a  very 
Binoir  limit  of  time,  and  under  penalties 
lo  himself  that  he  knew  were  pretty 
SBfere — Arabi  Pasha  being  within 
fBidi,  as  Colonel  Stewart  knew  very 
veD.  It  was  a  simple  command  to 
Iriog  him  in.  That  being  so,  the  basis 
of  the  statement  is,  I  think,  in  the  main, 
teken  away.  It  is  quite  true  that  he 
mrendereid  himself — that  was  his  own 
lugQage  —  unconditionally.  With  re- 
qieet  to  the  Question  which  the  right 
fion.  Gentleman  has  put  on  the  Paper — 
Bamely, 

"Whether  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
«dmd  the  rebels  in  Eg^t  to  be  treated  ac- 
eoriing  to  tiie  recognized  rules  of  civilized  war- 
futyindnding  the  exchange  of  prisoners  ;  and, 
is  the  dfiUrery  of  such  prisoners  to  be  tried  by 
the  diil  aatiiorities  of  their  enemy  in  accord- 
iBM  with  instmctions  P  *' 

fliat  raises  a  point  of  g^at  importance 
onwhiehl  shall  endeavour  to  giye  an 
answer.    The  direction  that  the  rebels 
uder  Arabi  Pasha  should  be  treated  by 
the  General  Commanding-in-Chief  of 
Ae  English  Forces    according  to   the 
rales  of  civilized  warfare  was  given,  in 
fte  first  place,  in  the  interests  of  hu- 
Bamty ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  it  was 
adfantsigeous  to  the  position  of  the  Eng- 
lish Army,  and  would  be  in  accordance 
vith  usage  and  with  authority.     The 
Ben  under    Arabi    Pasha's    command 
vers  a  disciplined  force,  controlled  by 
ftsir  acknowledged  officers;     and,   in 
order  to  subdue  them,  operations  of  re- 
fihr  warfare  had  to   be  undertaken, 
for  the  sake  of  humanity,  and  in  order 
to  avoid    reprisals  upon    the    British 
Knee— on  both  the  one  ground  and  the 
^sr — such  men,  during  the  operations 
tf  war,  had  to  be  treated  as  soldiers  in 
Aa  field.    About  that  we  had  no  doubt 
whatever;   and  if  a  different  doctrine 
Vers  to  prevail,  the  horrors  of  civil  war 
V^DoId  be  increased  a  hundredfold.   But 
^  soon  as  those  operations  in   arms 
igaaist  the  Sovereign  of  the  country — 
V  a^iinat  the  Buler  of  the  country, 


as  I  had  better  call  him — were  sub- 
dued, the  municipal  rights  of  tho 
Euler  of  the  country  became  capable 
of  being  enforced,  notwithstanding  that 
during  the  civil  war  the  rights  of 
belligerents  had  been  acknowledged ;  for 
their  belligerent  rights  were  acknow- 
ledged within  certain  limits  and  for  the 
special  purposes  of  war.  [Mr.  Bigoajei  : 
Oh !]  The  hon.  Member  will,  perhaps, 
answer  the  Question  himself.  I  say  the 
rights  of  belligerents  were  acknowledged 
for  certain  purposes  relative  to  the  ope- 
rations of  war.  But  directly  the  military 
operations  were  brought  to  a  close  a 
new  state  of  things  supervened,  and  we 
then  had  to  acknowledge  the  rights  ap- 
pertaining to  the  Government  of  the 
country.  We  were  not  there  as  con- 
querors ;  and,  in  our  opinion,  it  would 
have  been  exceedingly  wrong  if  we  had 
not  acknowledged  the  rights  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  country.  And  those 
rebels  who  are  left  outside  of  the 
amnesty  are  liable  to  be  proceeded 
against  under  the  municipal  law  of 
Egypt. 

Mb.  BOURKE  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state  whether  the  act  of 
Colonel  Stewart  was  not  one  of  the  ordi- 
nary operations  of  war,  carried  on  by 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  officers  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Yes ;  I  consider 
it  was.  Taking  prisoner  of  a  rebel  leader 
was  an  operation  of  war. 

Sib  WILFRID  LA WSON :  I  under- 
stood the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  to  state  a  few  days  ago  that  the 
third  charge  against  Arabi  and  three 
others  was  continuing  war  after  peace 
was  concluded.  I  have  puzzled  over 
these  words,  and  I  am  still  at  a  loss  to 
know  what  they  mean. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  I  have 
already  stated  in  a  previous  answer  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  not  re- 
sponsible for  any  of  tbe  charges  made 
against  Arabi  Pasha. 

EGYPT— THE  SUEZ  CANAL. 

Mb.  CHARLES  PALMER  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  attention  of  the  Government  is 
directed  to  the  importance  of  utilising 
the  opportunity  afforded  by  the  present 
state  of  affairs  in  Egypt  to  secure,  in 
the  interest  of  British  trade  and  ship- 
ping, a  greater  share  than  it  has  hitherto 
possessed  in  the  control  and  management 
of  the  Suez  Canali  especially  as  iq«^^\;e^ 
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the  remoral  of  Texatioua  regulations  and  bankers,  at  his  offices  is  tlia  Citj,  inl 

K  periodical  revision  of  chart^es?  to  be  expended  upon  the  certificatMof 

Mu.  GLADSTONE :  At  this  moment  hie    enf^ineer  ?     I    should    haTe  giTni 

I  am  afraid  I  muat  ret^uest  the  indul-  longer  Notice  of  this  Unestioi)  did  not 

geaceof  my  hon.  Friend,  and  only  convey  this   extraordinary  invitation  clow  on 

to  him  the  assurance  that  this  subject  Thursday  next. 

is  now  under  consideration,  and  that  the        Ma.  GLADSTONE  :  My  bon.  Friend 

full  and  careful  attention  of  the  Govern-  was  kind  enough  to  send  me  a  note  ihii 

ment  is  being  given  to  it.     I  hope  no  forenoon,  saying  that  he  would  pui  a 

great  time  will  elapse  before  I  am  able  Question  on   this  subject ;  and  I  havs 

to  make  a  more  definite  statement.  taken  advantage  of  the  interval  to  u- 
certain  the  facts  of  the  oofle.     Whea  ha 

IRELAND— THE  IRISH    LABOURERS-  asks  me   whether  Sir    (Jharles  Kivsit 

QUESTION.  Wilson    continues    to    be    ComptroUn 

Me.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  First  ^Tw^^^i**^  ""^7**. J'^.*''' IT!!! 

Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  the  ^^  J?"*  ^l  1°^'  ""^  ^•"  **"«  mterots  rf 

intention  of  the  Government  to  proceed  J^.S^".  ^  ^T^  ".^'^  'f^"  J«  ^f"? 

with  any  scheme  for  the  settlement  of  that  he  should  con  inue  to  be,  for  he  ii 

the  Irish  Labourers'  question  during  the  f  ^"^  efficient  public  officer^  But  that 

next  Session  of  Parliament  ?  [f  °°  T^"!  ^  "^  ^u"'  ^^""l-    ?' 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  not  quite  fa«njF"end  knows   the  general  nJM 

certain    how  much    the    hon.   Member  which  prevail  m  the  Pubhc  Service ;  bat 

comprehends  in  the  phrase  "  the  Irish  ?  must  alao  prefix  to  my  answer  that  thu 

LabSurers-    question;"    but,    whatever  '',r  ''",M'"'^"''l  ^  '"^*^'   "  ^* 

may  be  its  meaning,  it  certainly  will  be  •=«""  "U^"  J^'^^^^"^^^'^'-^^'^  "P?^' 

included  in  the  reply  which  I  have  to  "sponsible;  because  the  National  Debt 

give,  and  that  is  the  same  that  I  have  to  ^f  *=«  '>!  ™  /^'<"°?'^;  """^  1"^"  ^ 

live  to  all  Members  on  all  subjects.  The  p'"'5i°«ll<"  °^  t'»«.^"^'«1««^thanund«r 

Government  will  announce  no  intention  t^e  Treasury.     Sir  Charles  Hive™  Wil- 

on  the  subject  of  important  measures  to  T  'i  -    !  ^'""^^^f  ."£  tj-^  Association,  rf 

be  taken  during  the  next  Session  until  \^  ol'jects  of  which  I  am_  totally  and 

the  House  has  placed  them  in  a  position  "^"'' "l"^  ignorant ;  but  with  r«si>«ctb> 

to  form   a  judgment   on    the  question  which  he  assures  me  of  those  two  thing. 

whether  the  House  means  to  vindicate  "^f*  ^  «"J  ^  *'!«'"  '^»  ■"""J.  "°P^°* 

for  itself  the  application  of  its  own  time,  "edence-first,    that    the  duties  rf  » 

and  what  amount  of  that  time  will  be  ^Tf""'  1         I  ''PP^tend  are  d.ff«- 

available  for  legislative  purposes.  Until  ™'  ^"^  *?,f  ."^  »  Director  of  the  In- 

we  know  that,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  «t't'it'«'..  will  in  no  way  interfere  in 4 

make  any  announcement  or  engagement  **>«.  effi<»«°t   discharge    of  any  of  ta 

on  the  pL  of  the  Government^'^  ^^^  Co-P^cY^  "l^^t^S. 

CIVIL   8ERVANTS    OP    THE    CROWN-  StUfy' ^iS^^S^^unJl^^^^^^ 

SIR     C.     RIVERS     WILSON,     COMP.  that  the  undertaking  is  one  of  a  wsnd 

TROLLEE    GENERAL    OP    THE    NA-  and  solvent  character.     Inmyanswsrto 

TIONAL  DEUT.  the    hon.    Member   I    confined  mj«J( 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD:  I  beg  to  strictly  to  the  dry  faoU  of  the  case, 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  a        Ma.  J.  G.  HUBBARD :  I  b^to|i« 

Question  of  which   I  have    given  him  Notice  that  on  Thursday  I  will  aiktlM 

Erivate    Notice.      It    is.    Whether    Sir  Prime  Minister,  Whether,   in  his  opi- 

harles  Rivers  Wilson  still   holds   the  nion,  it  is  consonant  with  the  ralMof 

office    of    Comptroller-General    of    the  the  Public  Service,  and  consistent  with 

National  Debt ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  the  interests  of  the  Public  Service,  thil 

Lords  of  the  Treasury  approve  of  the  high    officials,    especially    in    finanMl 

exhibition  of  his  name  in  all  the  jour-  positions,  should  become  Trustees  ud 

nale  of  the  Kingdom  inviting  the  public  guarantors  of  what  appears  to  me  to  ba 

to  purchase  S^.UOO.OOO  of  bonds  in  the  a  speculative  undertaking?    But,  «!>*' 

liUgle  Pass  and  Air  Lioe  Railway   of  ther  speculative  or  not,  Il>eg  to  c&U  ^ 

Texas,  together  with  the  announcement  teatiou  to  the  fact  that  thissdiMUi' 

that  the  money   is  to  be   paid  to   bis  mentioned  in  all    the  papers,  and  ^ 
Mf,  Cherlen  Palmer 
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Sublic  are  advised  to  glre  entire  confi- 
ence  to  it,  seeing  the  high  personal 
oharaoter  of  the  two  Trastees,  Lord 
Sherbrooke  and  Sir  Charles  Birers 
Wilson,  who  were  personally  respon- 
sible. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  stated 
before,  and  I  repeat,  that  I  confined  my- 
self in  my  answer  to  the  dry  facts  of  the 
case.  I  may  add,  however,  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  used  the  expres- 
sion ''  guarantors."  These  gentlemen 
are  Trustees,  and  they  do  not  give  any 
guarantee  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  that 
if  he  could  find  an  opportunity  on  goine 
into  Committee  of  Supply  he  would  cafi 
attention  to  the  drcumstanoes,  and 
should  move — 


•< 


That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
acceptance  of  such  an  appointment  hy  a  Go- 
▼emment  official  connected  with  the  Public 
Debt  was  in  the  highest  degree  improper  and 
reprehensible.^' 


M 


Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
the  Prime  Minister,  If  the  House  was  to 
understand  that  he  had  given  any  opi- 
nion or  sanction  as  to  the  employment 
of  Sir  Rivers  Wilson  on  this  Company ; 
or  whether  they  were  only  to  understand 
that  he  had  received  from  that  gentle- 
man an  explanation  on  the  matter  of 
fact? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  thought  it 
would  be  quite  clear  from  my  former 
answer  that  I  had  no  knowledge  what- 
ever of  this  transaction  y  in  any  shape  or 
form,  until  I  received  Notice  of  the 
Question  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  I  re- 
ceived that  note  and  gave  the  dry  facts 
which  I  have  laid  before  the  House. 

EGYPT— TRIAL  OF  ARABI  PASHA. 

LoBD  ELCHO  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  a  Ques- 
tion, of  which  he  had  not  given  him 
Notice,  with  reference  to  the  trial  of 
Arabi  Pasha.  He  wished  to  know, 
Whether  the  Government  had  any  infor- 
mation to  give  the  House  with  respect 
to  the  letters  which  appeared  in  Th$ 
Timoa  of  that  morning  purporting  to 
be  ti-anscripts  of  his  papers  by  Mr. 
Broadley,  and  being  communications  on 
behalf  of  the  Sultan  to  Arabi  Pasha  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  we 
have  heard  nothing  whatever  from  Her 
Majesty's  Consul  at  Caivo  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

VOL.  CCLXXIV.     [third  sERras.] 


EaYPT— RESTTMPTION  OP  MUNICIPAL 

RIGHTS. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
the  Prime  Minister,  in  connection  with 
the  Question  of  the  late  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether 
the  date  at  which  the  usages  and  laws 
of  war  ended  in  Egypt,  and  the  date  at 
which  the  municipal  rights  of  the  Go- 
vernment began,  was  to  be  understood 
as  the  date  of  the  surrender  of  Cairo  or 
the  surrender  of  Arabi  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  On  a  Question  of 
that  kind,  relating  to  a  matter  of  nicety 
which  may  or  may  not  admit  of  some 
close  definition,  I  would  like  the  hon. 
Member  to  give  Notice  of  his  Question. 

AFFAIRS  OF  BURMAH— PAPERS. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  he  was  in  a 
position  to  place  any  further  Papers  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  with  respect  to 
affairs  in  Burmah  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Negotiations  have  been  going  on,  and 
although  they  have  not  ended  in  the 
conclusion  of  a  Treaty,  the  Envoys  have 
drawn  up  a  draft  Treaty,  which  is  open 
for  completion  until  the  Slst  of  Decem- 
ber. I  think  it  would  not  be  desirable 
to  place  any  further  Papers  on  that  sub- 
ject before  the  House  until  the  question 
of  the  Treaty  has  been  finally  decided ; 
but  any  other  Papers  of  general  interest 
I  will  lay  before  the  House.  The  draft 
Treaty,  as  the  hon.  Member  is  probably 
aware,  has  been  published  in  the  Indian 
papers. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  he  would  post- 
pone his  Motion  for  Papers  until  next 
Session. 

EGYPT  —  EMPLOYMENT  OF  HER  MA- 
JESTY'8  FORCES— THE  CONDUCT  OF 
THE  OPPOSITION. 

Sib  WILFKID  LAWSON  :  I  beg  to 
ask  a  Question  of  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position —  [  Cries  of  '*  Which  ?  "1  —  of 
which  I  have  given  him  private  Notice 
— I  mean  the  riffht  hon.  Member  for 
North  Devon.  1  beg  to  ask  him,  Whe- 
ther he  proposes  to  bring  forward  any 
Motion  condemning  the  military  position 
in  Egypt,  which  in  the  country  he  de- 
clared to  be  unjustifiable  and  unneces- 
sary?         

Mb.  LEWIS :  I  rise  to  Order.    I  beg 
to  call  your  attetxUon  to  the  fiaet  that 
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there  in  no  Motion  or  Bill  on  the  Paper 
to  which  this  QuoRtion  refers. 

Sir  WILFEID  LA WSON  :  At  least, 
I  might  ask  whether  I  am  entitled  to 
put  the  Question. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Strictly  speaking, 
the  hon.  Baronet  is  not  entitled  to  put 
the  Question. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  I 
do  not  know  whether  I  may  be  allowed 
to  ask,  as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  whether 
the  hon.  Member  received  a  note  from 
me  last  week,  in  which  I  stated  that  I 
presumed  I  would  not  be  allowed  to 
answer  the  Question,  but  telling  him 
what  my  answer  would  be,  and  that  I 
would  do  nothing  to  compromise  my 
freedom  in  the  matter  ?  I  have  already 
to-night  given  a  Notice  with  reference 
to  this  Question. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON :  I  should 
not  have  asked  the  Question  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  any  Notice 
concerning  the  war ;  but  the  Motion  of 
which  he  has  given  Notice  concerns  the 
future  policy  of  the  Government. 

ORDER    OF    TEE    DAT. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE —  FIRST  RULE  (PUTTING 
THE  QUESTION). 

[adjourned  debate.]     [fifteenth 

NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [20th  Febru- 
ary], as  amended, 

**  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  IIouso,  (luring  any 
Debate,  that  the  subject  has  been  adequately 
discussed,  and  that  it  is  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House,  or  of  the  Committee,  that  the  Question 
bo  now  put,  he  may  so  inform  the  House  or  the 
Committee ;  and,  if  a  Motion  bo  made  *  That 
the  Question  be  now  put,'  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the 
Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put  such  Question ; 
and,  if  the  same  bo  decidcni  in  the  affirmative, 
tho  Question  under  discussion  shall  bo  put  forth- 
with: Provided  that  tho  Question,  'That  the 
Question  be  now  put,'  shall  not  be  decided  in 
the  afiirmative,  if  a  Division  be  t^iken,  unless  it 
shall  appear  to  have  been  supported  by  more 
than  two  hundred  Members,  or  unlcjss  it  shall 
appear  to  have  been  opposed  by  less  than  forty 
Members  and  supported  by  more  than  one 
hundred  Members." — {Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again 
proposed. 

Debate  retumsd. 
Jfr.  Lewis 


Lord  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  rinng 
to  move  to  add  to  the  Besolation  the 
words  "  Provided  also,  That  in  any  roch 
Division  the  Votes  shall  be  taken  by 
secret  Ballot,"  said,  that  in  the  past 
they  had  had  in  that  House  every  oppor- 
tunity for  fully  and  freely  discoaaQg 
every  change  that  was  proposed.  The 
consequence  was  that  great  legidative 
changes,  after  a  full  discussion,  were 
accepted  by  both  sides  of  the  House  aod 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  received 
the  approbation  of  the  country  ;  and  no 
one  felt  himself  impelled  to  continue 
their  discussion.  He  would  remind  the 
House  that  it  was  now  many  years  sinee 
it  had  adopted  the  principle  of  the  ballot 
with  reference  to  the  election  of  Mem- 
bers of  that  House,  and  on  the  oocarion 
when  that  subject  was  debated  it  wu 
most  fully  and  completely,  and  some 
people  were  under  the  impression  most 
exhaustively,  discussed.  Having  been 
fully  discussed  and  fairly  carried,  it  was 
loyally  accepted  and  carried  out.  Now,  as 
one  of  those  who  had  originally  opposed 
the  ballot  when  it  was  proposed  in  that 
House,  but  who  had  loyally  accepted  it, 
he  claimed  the  right  to  inquire  if  its  prin- 
ciples could  not  be  carried  farther ;  and 
he  thought  it  might  well  be  applied  to 
this  totally  novel  form  of  Procedure  for 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
seeking  the  sanction  of  the  Honse. 
What  were  the  main  objects  which  the 
ballot  was  held  to  have  in  view,  and 
what  were  the  principal  objections  taken 
to  it  ?  It  was  hoped  by  those  who  sop- 
ported  it  that  the  ballot  would  have  a 
very  gp*eat  effect  in  preventing  bribeiy 
and  corruption.  On  the  other  hand,  it 
was  argued  that  it  would  have  no  effect 
in  that  direction.  He  was  afraid  that 
recent  disclosuresbefore  Election  Judges 
and  Commissions  had  shown  that  the 
anticipations  of  those  who  apprehended 
that  the  ballot  would  not  put  down 
bribery  and  corruption  had  been  more 
nearly  realized  than  those  of  the  sup- 
porter s  of  the  measure.  It  was  also 
contended  by  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
that  the  ballot  would  have  the  effect  of 
putting  an  end  to  intimidation  and  undue 
influence,  while  on  his  side  of  the  HouM 
some  doubts  were  expressed  on  that 
point.  He  was  free  to  admit  that  in 
that  respect  it  had  had  the  effect  which 
its  promoters  anticipated  ;  at  all  events, 
they  had  no  evidence  to  show  that  inti- 
midation and  undue  influence  prevailed 
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in  electoral  straggles  to  any  appreciable 
degree  under  the  ballot.  Under  these 
drcumstancesy  he  asked  himself  whether 
there  was  any  apprehension  that,  under 
this  new  system  of  procedure,  bribery 
and  corruption  would  be  likely  to  take 
effeot  within  those  walls  ?  He  did  not 
believe  that  such  a  thing  was  to  be 
feared ;  but  he  could  not  say  the  same 
of  some  forms  of  intimidation  and 
undue  influence  for  which  the  ballot 
would  be  the  most  appropriate  and  effec- 
tiTe  remedy.  During  these  debates,  pro- 
longed now  over  many  months,  they  had 
liaa  statements  from  various  Gentlemen 
in  different  parts  of  the  House  that  they 
apprehended  intimidation  and  undue  in- 
fluence in  carrying  the  eldture  ;  and  if  it 
was  carried  by  intimidation  and  undue 
influence,  was  it  not  most  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  it  would  be  applied  under 
similar  influences  and  similar  auspices  ? 
They  had  no  disclaimers  except  from 
Ghentlemen  representing  either  county 
constituencies  or  very  small  boroughs. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen)  indignantly 
denied  that  any  such  influences  had 
been  brought  to  bear  on  him.  Well,  he 
was  not  acquainted  with  the  borough  of 
Bipon ;  but  he  doubted  whether  the  ele- 
ments of  a  Caucus  were  to  be  found 
within  the  entire  constituency.  But  let 
them  take  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
(Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor),  a  far  more  representa- 
tive Gentleman.  He  found,  not  in  a 
speech  in  that  House,  which  might  have 
Imen  delivered  under  the  influence  of 
excitement,  but  in  a  very  carefully 
written  letter,  the  following  passage : — 

«*That  the  Radical  Party  in  tho  House  of 
Oommona  ahonld  sit  quietly  by  and  see  the 
GoTemment  deliberately  forgo  the  weapon 
whose  chief  force  it  is  certain  will  in  the  future 
be  used  against  the  Party  of  Progress  is,  to  my 
mind,  amazing.  It  becomes,  however,  less  an- 
noying, thoogh  not  less  painful,  when  one  bo- 
eomes  aware  that  not  a  few  of  the  aforesaid 
Radicals  are  acting  under  the  strongest  pressure 
from  without  and  in  the  teeth  of  their  own  con- 
victiona.  A  well-known  Radical  Member  re- 
plied to  my  question  as  to  whether  it  was  pos- 
sible he  was  going  to  support  the  elotnre  by 
laying — '  I  detest  it :  but  I  am  no  more  free  to 
Tofce  against  it  than  I  should  be  to  refuse  my 
pnuBe  on  a  dark  night  to  a  man  who  held  a 
rt?<dTer  at  my  head.'  " 

That  statement  had  never  been  qualified 
or  contradicted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester.  Struck  by  that  statement,  he 
(Lord  John  Manners)  examined  the  Di- 
Tidon  Lists  the  other  day  to  see  on  which 


side  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  might  be  found,  and,  to  his 
surprise,  it  was  on  neither.  He  could 
not  conceive  a  more  convincing  proof 
of  the  necessity  for  the  ballot  than 
the  letter  from  which  he  had  read  an 
extract,  combined  with  the  absence  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  Then  there  was 
another  class,  the  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway — the  Irish  Party — who  de- 
served some  consideration,  and  to  whom 
the  Prime  Minister  alhided  when,  in  a 
remarkable  part  of  his  speech  the  other 
night,  he  illustrated  the  necessity  of  M- 
ture  by  a  bare  majority  by  pointing  to 
the  possibility  of  the  Government  and 
the  Irish  Members  combining  in  a  wish 
to  close  a  debate,  but  being  overruled 
by  an  irresponsible  Opposition.  It  was, 
therefore,  of  some  importance  to  consi- 
der under  what  conditions  the  Irish  vote 
properly  so-called  was  not  unlikely  to  be 
had  recourse  to  when  the  cidture  was 
established.  They  had  some  curious 
statements  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  County  of  Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
Irish  vote  was  given  the  other  night. 
He  did  not  want  to  lay  too  much  stress 
upon  those  cases  ;  but  the  fact  was,  that 
the  Irish  Members  voted  not  as  they 
wished  or  intended,  but  as  they  were 
compelled  to  vote  by  the  action  of  their 
comrades.  In  his  (Lord  John  Man- 
ners's)  opinion,  if  the  principle  of  the 
cloture  were  to  be  applied  at  all,  it  ought 
to  be  applied  by  every  Member  of  the 
House,  free  from  all  fear  or  favour. 
Tho  Prime  Minister,  in  his  speech  the 
other  night,  also  pointed  out  that  when 
there  was  on  both  sides  a  general  feel- 
ing that  a  debate  ought  to  come  to  a 
close,  some  influences  might  be  worked 
to  prevent  the  Leaders  of  the  Opposi- 
tion from  voting  as  they  would  like,  and 
they  would  be  compelled  by  Party  spirit 
in  support  of  their  Friends  to  vote  against 
the  chture  when  they  would  like  to  vote 
for  it.  He  did  not  know  what  feelings 
might  actuate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Friends  when  they  should  be  in 
Opposition;  for  himself  and  his  Col- 
leagues, he  hoped  such  influences  would 
not  exist ;  but  if  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  desired  to  vote  accord- 
ing to  their  wishes,  there  ought  to  be 
no  objection  to  the  ballot  in  the  piti- 
able case  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sup- 
posed, for  that  was  their  onl^j  t^vil^^^  . 
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Now,    in  considering  this  question,  he 
had   naturally  turned    to    the    Papers 
which  had  been  laid  upon  the  Table,  to 
see  how  the  cloture  was  applied  in  those 
countries  in  which  it  existed;  but,  strange 
to  say,  there  was  hardly  anything  to  be 
found  in  them  on  the  subject.     Without 
any  disparagement  to  the  intelligent  and 
skilled  gentlemen  who   prepared  those 
Papers,  he  did  think  it  odd  that  in  the 
letter   from   the   Foreign  Office,  asking 
for  information  on  the  subject,  no  re- 
quest was  made  that  the  foreign  Embas- 
sies would   inform   Tier  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  the  House  of  Commons 
how  the  cidture  was  applied  in  different 
Legislative  Assemblies.  The  consequence 
was  that  there  was  no  authentic  infor- 
mation on  the  subject.     In  the  French 
Chambers,    he    believed,     the     voting 
usually  took  place  by  ballot ;  but  he  ad- 
mitted that  it  was  a  curious  exception  in 
the  case  that  when  they  came  to  apply 
the  cidture — although  there  was  no  sys- 
tem of  open  voting,  such  as  prevailed 
in  the  House  of  Commons — ballot  was 
not  resorted  to.     Ho  made  that  admis- 
sion freely.    What  happened  was  this — 
the  President  called  upon  the  Members 
to  decide,  by  what  he  would  call  a  show 
of  hands — that  was,  by  some  Members 
standing  up  and  others  sitting  down — and 
when  that  operation  had  been  performed 
twice,  if  the  President,  assisted  by  his 
secretaries,  could  not  make  up  his  mind 
on  which  side  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House  had  manifested  itself,  the  debate 
went  on  just  as  if  nothing  had  happened. 
There  was  a  reference,  too,  he  thought, 
in  these  Papers  to  a  similar  system  pre- 
vailing in  Germany ;  but  he  could  not 
make  out  from  those  Papers  that  in  any 
one   of  the   Pepresentative  Assemblies 
abroad  there  was  any  such  system   of 
applying  the  c'dfure  in  that  form  of  divi- 
sion which  the  House  of  Commons  had 
hitherto  practised,  and  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asked  them  to  continue. 
It  was,  he  believed,  altogether  unknown ; 
and  by  the  system  which  prevailed  both 
in  Germany  and  France  individual  Mem- 
bers, it  was  clear,  were  not  subjected  to 
that  pressure  from  their  constituents  or 
from   those    organized   Associations   of 
which  so  much  was  heard,  and  to  which 
English  Members  would   be   subjected 
under  this  new  system,  unless  the  pro- 
tecticm  which   he   proposed  was  estab- 
lished.    Whatever  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman might  think  of  the  course  of 
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these  debates,  however  well  satiafied  be 
might  be  with  the  arguments  with  wbicli 
he  and  his  Colleagues  had  recommended 
his  Hesolution,  and  with  the  fact  that 
he  had  carried  the  great  body  of  his 
Party  with  him,  at  all  events,  he  mnrt 
admit  that   the   opposition    to   it  wu 
serious  and  sincere,  that  the  objectioni 
to  the  cidture  were  traly  and  deeply  feh 
by  its  opponents,  and  that  he  did  not 
carry  with  him,  irrespective  of  Party, 
the  general  sense  of  the  House.   Appre- 
hensions were  deeply  felt  that  the  new 
system,  when  established,  would  be  ap- 
plied under  most  severe  outside  pressnre 
acting  on  the  fears  and  ambitions  of  the 
supporters  of  the  Government.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not  be  blind  to 
those  considerations.     Tlie  Amendment 
was  not  proposed  out  of  any  hostility  to 
this  new  system,  because  now,  at  anj 
rate,  was  not  the  time  further  to  contest 
it,  but  with  a  view,  if  possible  of  soften- 
ing the  asperities  which  he,  for  one,  felt 
perfectly  convinced   must   arise  unless 
every  safeguard  were  taken  to  prevent 
a  constant  sense  of  injustice  arising  from 
the   belief  that  the  debate   had  been 
closed,  not  by  the  free  will  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  House,  but  by  indirect 
influences  from  without  being  brought 
to  bear  upon  individual  action.    It  was 
for  this  purpose  that  he  asked  the  Gb- 
vernment  and  the  House  to  assent  to  his 
proposal  that,  whenever  a  division  was 
taken  on  the  question  that  the  ddfvre 
should  be  applied,  it  should  bo  taken 
under  a  system  of  secret  ballot.    He  be- 
lieved  that  if  the   Government  would 
adopt  this  Amendment,  they  would,  at 
any  rate,  secure  to  the  beaten  minority 
the  consolation  of  knowing  themselTes 
beaten  by  the  free  and  unprejudiced  de- 
cision of  the  House,  and  not  in  obedience 
to  the  pressure  exercised  on  the  majoritr 
by  Democratic  Caucuses  and  affiiiatea 
Clubs.     The  noble  Lord  then  moved  the 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  tho  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  vords 
**  Provided  also,  That  in  any  auch  Diruion  the 
Votes  shall  be  taken  by  secret  Ballot."— (^^^ 
Jo/in  Maunere.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  cask 
a  glance  into  those  quarters  of  the 
House  where  the  Members  sat  on  whose 
behalf  the  noble  Lord  had  shown  such 
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a  generous  and  chivalrons  feeling.  It 
was,  indeed,  touching  to  see  a  Member 
of  the  High  Tory  Party,  who  had  been 
a  pretty  stout  Party  man  all  his  life, 
now,  upon  an  occasion  when,  as  he 
thought,  great  suffering  was  about  to  be 
endured  by  the  Members  of  two  other 
sections  of  the  House  the  most  remote 
from  him,  with  unparalleled  generosity, 
come  forward  to  cast  over  them  the 
shield  of  secrecy — the  old  phrase  re- 
vived, "the  protection  of  the  Ballot." 
One  would  have  thought  that  if  the  re- 
presentative Badicals,  who  had  so  large 
a  share  in  the  sympathies,  or,  at  all 
events,  in  the  compassion  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  the  Members  of  that  portion 
of  the  Irish  Hepresentatives  who  sat  be- 
low the  Gangway  on  the  other  side, 
were  likewise  in  apprehension  of  those 
evils,  they  would  have  been  the  best 
witnesses  to  their  own  case,  and  he 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  knew  nothing  to  lead 
him  to  believe  that  they  would  not  have 
been  able  and  disposed  to  plead  their 
own  cause.  The  truth  was,  that  the 
noble  Lord,  in  order  to  get  up  and  to 
build  up  his  case — in  order  to  manufac- 
ture with  incredible  ingenuity  a  speech 
of  some  length  upon  a  question  where 
he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  really  believed  it  to 
have  been  absolutely  impossible — ^he  had 
been  led  to  interpret,  out  of  the  resources 
mainly  of  his  own  mind,  coming  events 
whioh  were  to  affect  severely  certain 
Members  of  the  House — these  Members 
being  apparently  quite  insensible  to  the 
mischiefs  that  were  coming  upon  them, 
or  quite  incapable  of  stating  those  mis- 
chiefs to  the  House,  and  dependent  on 
the  mercy  and  compassion  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  take  up  the  cudgels  on  their 
behalf.  That  was  a  singular  and  very 
peculiar  case.  If  there  was  going  to  be 
intimidation  in  voting  of  this  kind — and 
he  was  not  very  much  afraid  of  it — it 
appeared  to  him  that  it  would  come  from 
another  quarter.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  all  the  vehement  language  and  un- 
measured epithets  that  were  adopted  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  with  respect 
to  which  they  on  his  (Mr.  Gladstone's) 
side  had  hitherto  been  exceedingly 
sparing  in  their  comments — all  the  dis- 
mal views  that  were  conjured  up  about 
the  suppression  of  liberty  of  speech,  and 
the  great  schemes  that  were  now  on  the 
carpet  for  gagging  large  portions  of  this 
House — that  was  the  thing  that  was 
likely  to  stir  up  intimidation  against 


those  who  were  the  supposed  authors  of 
those  mischiefs.  If  the  noble  Lord 
wanted  to  suppress  intimidation,  let  him 
recommend  and  let  him  observe  a  little 
moderation  of  language  with  regard  to 
this  Hesolution,  which  had  been  de- 
scribed and  which  had  been  conceived 
in  terms  of  such  extravagance.  One  rag 
of  evidence  the  noble  Lord  had  brought 
into  Court  to  support  his  contention, 
and  it  was  the  only  rag  he  had  brought 
forward.  He  had  found  somewhere  or 
other  a  letter  attributed  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor), 
in  which  he  mentioned  some  anonymous 
Radical  who  expressed  a  great  horror  of 
the  exercise  of  this  closing  power.  He 
could  only  say  it  was  a  very  singular  cir- 
cumstance; and  whatever  had  been  said  of 
the  Radicals  in  this  House,  he  thought, 
speaking  generally,  they  had  been  men 
who  had  the  courage  of  their  convictions, 
and  who  had  often  braved  a  great  deal  of 
unpopularity  in  this  House  and  in  the 
constituencies,  and  he  could  not,  there- 
fore, attach  a  great  deal  of  importance  to 
this  anonymous  Gentleman,  who  pre- 
ferred the  shadow  of  secrecy  to  the  light 
of  publicity,  and  who,  if  there  had 
been  no  mistake  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester,  was  certainly  an 
exception  to  his  class.  Therefore,  he 
must  say  that  the  whole  of  this  notion 
of  intimidation,  as  likely  to  act  upon  the 
minds  of  Members,  and  induce  them  to 
vote  in  favour  of  closing  debates,  was, 
he  thought,  as  visionary — he  could  not 
say  more  visionary — as  the  rest  of  the 
apprehensions  which  had  produced  so 
portentious  an  effect  on  the  mind  of  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  Comrades.  Por  his 
part,  he  saw  very  little  likelihood  of 
intimidation  ;  but  the  likelihood  he  did 
see  was  exactly  from  the  opposite  quar- 
ter from  that  in  which  it  was  seen  by 
the  noble  Lord.  It  was  from  the  noble 
Lord,  and  from  men  who  spoke  like  the 
noble  Lord,  that  he  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
thought  intimidation  would  proceed,  be- 
cause if  courage  was  required  in  a  case 
of  that  kind,  courage  was  required  to 
stand  in  the  face  of  prejudice,  and  it 
was  pr^udice  that  raised  these  imagi- 
nary difficulties  and  dangers,  and  it  was 
that  prejudice  that  was  most  likely  to  be 
the  cause  and  fountain  of  intimidation 
in  these  cases.  The  noble  Lord  said  the 
Government  could  not  deny  that  the  op- 
position to  this  subject  was  of  the  most 
sincere  character.     Well,  he  subscribed 
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to  that  doctrine.  He  admitted  that  the 
objections  urged  were  truly  and  deeply 
felt.  But  was  it  the  first  time  that  the 
noble  Lord  and  tlie  Party  opposite  had 
had  objection  8  which  were  truly  felt?  Had 
not  the  objections  to  the  repeal  of  the 
Corn  Laws  been  truly  and  deeply  felt  ? 
Had  not  the  objections  to  Roman  Catho- 
lic Emancipation  been  truly  and  deeply 
felt  ?  Had  not  the  objections  to  the  ad- 
mission of  the  Jews  to  Parliament  and 
the  un-Christianizing  of  the  Constitution 
been  deeply  and  truly  felt  ?  Had  not  the 
objections  to  the  Eeform  Act  and  to  the 
noble  Lord's  favourite  Ballot  been  truly 
and  deeply  felt  ?  Had  not  the  repeal  of 
the  Navigation  Laws  been  founded  on 
the  certain  ruin  of  the  country  ?  And 
had  not  the  country  and  the  Constitution 
been  ruined  almost  every  year?  And 
were  they  not  met,  under  these  circum- 
stances, amidst  the  ashes  not  of  the  Con- 
stitution and  of  the  country,  but  of  all 
the  prophecies  which  had  been  made 
with  sincerity,  with  truth,  and  witli 
deep  feeling? — just  as  true  and  just  as 
deeply  felt  as  prophecies,  he  would  ven- 
ture to  say,  of  the  same  flimsy  charac- 
ter that  the  noble  Lord  and  so  many 
near  him  had  been  engaged  for  so 
many  weeks  and  months  inventing.  That 
was  the  nature  of  the  opposition  to  the 
Besolution;  and  if  Governments,  in 
the  face  of  these  and  similar  objections 
in  the  past,  desisted  from  the  prosecu- 
tion of  the  measures  they  proposed,  the 
history  of  this  country  would  have  been 
a  melancholy  record  of  timidity  and 
want  of  statesmanship,  and  of  subservi- 
ence to  prejudices  perfectly  honest  and 
perfectly  sincere,  but  in  every  case, 
without  exception,  completely  falsified 
by  the  facts ;  and  yet,  notwithstanding 
their  being  thus  defeated  by  the  testi- 
mony of  experience,  they  were  renewed 
again,  if  possible,  with  even  greater 
confidence,  on  every  new  occasion  as  it 
arose.  The  noble  Lord  had,  of  course, 
the  right  to  iorm  his  own  estimate  of 
the  future,  and  it  was  vain  for  him  to 
contest  the  noble  Lord's  opinion  ;  but 
even  if  all  these  evils  were  likely  to  be 
realized,  he  was  surprised  at  tlie  remedy 
which  was  proposed.  The  noble  Lord's 
first  argument,  as  they  had  seen,  was 
that  intimidation  would  arise ;  and  his 
second  argument  was  derived  from 
foreign  authority.  He  told  them  that 
in  the  French  Assembly  the  general 
mode  of  voting  was  one  of  ballot ;  but 
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that  when  there  was  a  question  of  the 
exercise  of  the  closing  power,  Memben 
were  called  upon  openly  to  rise  or  to 
sit,  and  thereby  openly  to  testily  their 
sentiments,  and  the  noble  Lord  thoaght 
that  was  an  example  and  an  authority 
to  induce  the  House,  which  never  had 
secret  voting,  to  adopt  it  on  this  ques- 
tion.    But  that   was  an  argument,  he 
SMr.  Gladstone)  shoald  have  thought, 
or  open  voting,  and  an  authority,  ai 
far  as  it  went,  directly  running  counter 
to  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord.  But, 
in  truth,  the  answer  to  the  noble  Lord'i 
Motion  was  independent  of  reference  to 
foreign  authorities,  and  was  independent 
of  all  these  apprehensions.     The  HouBe 
of  Commons,  between  40  and  50  yean 
ago,  gave  effect  upon  principle  to  the 
method  by  which  the  personal  responei* 
bility  of  every  Member  of  the  House  for 
every  vote  that  he  gave  was  established 
in  the  most  formal  manner.     This  wai 
the  doctrine  of  the  Oovemment.    There 
were  no  irresponsible  acts  in  the  House. 
They  wanted  every  man  to  act  openly, 
and  that  the  consequences   of  his  act 
should  be  made  known  to  the  world,  and 
he  must  abide  by  these  consequence!. 
He  really  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
divide  the  House  on  his  Amendment 
He  should  like  to  know  who  were  the 
Members  of  the  House  who  desired  to 
give  their  votes  on  what  was  descrihed 
as  a  subject  of  immense  importance, 
covered  by  the  shield  of  the  baUot.    He 
wanted    to    know  who   held    the   un- 
English  doctrine  on  this  occasion.    But 
apart  from  personal  recrimination,  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  was  radically 
and  fundamentally  opposed  to  the  prin- 
ciple  which  he  hoped,  whatever  else  was 
altered  or  given  up,  they  never  should 
give  up— the  absolute  and  complete  re- 
sponsibility of  every  Member  of  the 
House  for  every  act  he  did  on  behalf  of 
the  country.    It  was  all  very  well  toaay 
that  those  who  had  absolute  power,  and 
were  not  responsible  to  anybody,  shonld 
vote  by  ballot.     But  the  Members  of 
that  House   were  responsible,  and,  in 
order  that  they  might  be  accountable, 
it  must  be  known  what  they  had  done. 
The  noble  Lord  proposed  that  it  shonld 
not   be    known   what  they  had  done. 
There  was  an  inconsistency  between  the 
proposal  and  the  general  tone  of  the 
noble  Lord's  views  in  favour  of  publicity 
and  of  English   methods.      For  these 
reasons,  it  was  quite  impossible  for  the 
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Gt>yenimeni  to  accept  upon  any  condi- 
tions the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  cordially 
re-echoed  the  hope  which  had  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  Prime  Minister  that  his 
noble  Friend  would  divide  the  House  on 
this  question,  as,   like  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  should  look  forward  with 
some  curosity  and  interest  to  the  result 
which  would  thereby  be  displayed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  a  great 
number  of  measures,  including  Parlia- 
mentary Eeform,  the  Corn  Laws,  Vote 
by  Ballot,  Admission  of  Jews  to  Parlia- 
ment, and  other  matters,  respecting  all 
of  which  foreboding  had  been  expressed, 
had  received  the  sanction  of  Parliament, 
without  any  injury  resulting  to  the  coun- 
try ;  but  he  did  not  say  what  his  own 
feelings  had  been  respecting  those  mea- 
sures,   though    he    might    in  candour 
have  been    obliged  to    state  that    he 
had  felt  deeply  on  both  sides  of  the 
majority  of  such  questions.     He  ought 
to  have  taken  a  note  of  the  fact  that  the 
reason  why,   perhaps,  more  than  any 
other,  these  great  fundamental  changes 
were  accepted  by  the  country  at  large 
without    any  disaffection  was    because 
they  were  fairly  and  openly  discussed  by 
Members  to  the  full  extent  of  their  de- 
aire.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
spoken  of  the  danger  of  undue  influence. 
Se  had  candidly  admitted  so  much  of 
the  argument  of  the  noble  Lord,  but 
had  said  that  it  would  not  come  from  the 
quarter  indicated.  He  (Mr.  Lowther)  did 
not  care  from  what  quarter  the  danger 
might  arise;    he  thought  they  might 
fairly  ask  the  right  hon.    Gentleman, 
having  admitted  the  danger,  to  be  pre- 
pared to  accept  a  remedy  to  deal  with 
it.     He  had  expressed  his  surprise  that 
the  noble  Lord  should  be  selected  as  the 
champion  of  oppressed  minorities,  and 
asked,  *^  Why  do  not  those  Members  get 
up  and  state  the  case  themselves  ?  "  The 
reason  was  given  in  the  letter  quoted 
by  the  noble  Lord,  which  was  signed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  P. 
A.  Taylor).    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  take  any  notice  of  that  part  of 
the   letter  which  stated  that  a  Badical 
Member   detested   the  eldture,   but  he 
was     no    more   free    to    vote    against 
it  than  he  was  to  withhold  his  purse 
ftota  a   man  who  demanded  it,  present- 
ing  a  revolver.    This  statement  was  not 
anonymous.     It  was  made  respecting 
one  Member  of  the  House  by  another 


Member,  whom  they  had  no  right  to 
enlarge  with  falsehood.     The  right  hon. 
GenUeman,   when  he  referred   to  the 
Representatives  from  Ireland  below  the 
Gangway,  surely  could  not  have  been  in 
his  place  the  other  day,  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  stated 
that,  though    personally   in  favour  of 
voting  for  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  Uni« 
versity  (Mr.  Gibson),  he  was  deterred  by 
the  casting  vote  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
Caucus  or  meeting  which  had  been  held 
among  his  political  Friends.   The  Prime 
Minister  had  spoken  of  the  incongruity 
and  inconsistency  of  the  noble  Lord  ad- 
vocating secret  voting  and  the  departure 
from  the    traditions  of   the  House  of 
Commons  with  regard  to  the  open  re- 
cording of  a  vote ;  but  the  noble  Lord 
distinctly  pointed  out  that,  although  re- 
taining his  old  objection  to  secret  voting, 
that  practice  having  been  adopted  for 
certain  purposes  in  this  country,  after 
full  discussion,  and  not  by  the  applica- 
tion of  any  gag  or  other  unconstitu- 
tional interference  with  debate,  he  was 
prepared  loyally  to  acquiesce  in  those 
results.     He    thought    the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on    this    occasion    had  re- 
curred to  his  earlier  opinions  on  the 
subject  of  the  Ballot,   and  had  exem- 
plified   what  might  be  called  dogged 
Conservatism,    as    he  always   did  the 
moment  a  suggestion  was  made  for  the 
reform  or  amendment  of  any  institution 
the   working  of    which   in  its  present 
shape  might  be  considered  advantageous 
to  the  interests  of  his  Party.    The  noble 
Lord  had  shown,   he  thought,   to   the 
satisfaction  of  the  House,  that  pressure 
had  been  exercised  in  the  past ;  and  on 
whatever  side  it  existed — and  he  doubted 
its  existence  on  his   own  side  of    the 
House — it  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to 
endeavour  to    remove    any  ground  of 
complaint.     In  his  opinion,  the  noble 
Lord,  therefore,  had  not  in  any  way  ex- 
aggerated the  facts  in  regard  to  the 
feeling  on  this  subject ;  and  he  hoped  his 
noble  Friend  would  not  be  discouraged 
by  anything  the  Prime  Minister  had 
said  from  taking  the  sense  of  the  House 
on  his  Amendment,  for  he  believed  that 
independent    Members  on    both  sides 
would  be  found  to  support  his  views. 

Mr.  chamberlain  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  suggested  a  claim  to  the  gratitude 
of  his  countrymen  of  which,  up  to  this 
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moment,  he  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  had  been 
profoundly  ignorant.      The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  tho  House  that  the  bene- 
ficial measures  which  were  enumerated 
by  the  Prime  Minister  had  been   ac- 
cepted by  the  country  becaupo  of  the 
fulness  and  length  with  which  they  had 
been  discussed  in  tho   House  of  Com- 
mons.    [Mr.   J.   Lowtiier:  I  said  ac- 
cepted without  dieafTection.]  Well,  with- 
out disafiPection,  because  of  the  full  and 
exhaustive  character  of  the  discussion 
of  the  measures  when  before  Parlia- 
ment.    He  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  remem- 
bered very  well  that  on  the  question  of 
voting  by  ballot,  for  instance,  the  dis- 
cussion was  exhausted  very  much  indeed, 
in  consequence  of  the  efforts  of  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman.      Those  Members    in 
the  House  who  had  watched  his  con- 
duct on  that  occasion  thought  his  object 
was  to  prevent  legislation,  and  certainly 
the  House  did  not  think  he  wanted  to 
secure  its  final  acceptance  by  the  country 
without  disaffoctifm.     With  reference  to 
the  charge  of  inconsistency  urged  against 
the  noble  Jjord  for  supporting  the  ballot 
for  Members  of  Parliament,  after  having 
opposed  it  for  the  electors,  he  could  re- 
mind them  that  the  argument   against 
the  ballot    at  elections    was    that    an 
elector  had  a   trust    reposed    in    him, 
and  that   it  was  necessary  he    should 
be  protected.     Now,  whether  an  elector 
had  a  trust  or  not  might  be  doubtful ; 
but  there  was  no  doubt  that  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons  had  a 
trust  from  their  constituents  ;  and  it  was 
very  extraordinary  that  those  who  held 
this  opinion  a  few  years  ago  as  to  the 
proper  way  of  performing  trusts,  should 
now  wish  hon.  Members  to  exercise  in 
darkness  and  concealment  the  most  im- 
portant trust  conferred  upon  them.     On 
what  ground  was  the  ballot  to  be  applied 
to  this   particular  Resolution?      They 
were  told  there  was  a  fear  of  great  pres- 
sure being  exerted — the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  **  severe**   pressure.     They 
were  told,  further,  that  severe  pressure 
had  already  been  applied.     Two  proofs 
of  that   allegation   wore    given.      One 
could  hardly  be  regarded  as  a  proof,  but 
only  as  an  illustration.     They  were  told 
that  the  Irish  Party  were  subjected  to 
pressure.     Now,    what   was   the  case  ? 
From  the  newspapers  they  learnt  that 
there  had  been  a  meeting  of  the  Irish 
Party — that  usual  weekly  meeting,  just 
as  occurred  with  the  Conservative  Party 
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— and  that  at  this  Caucas  meeting  thera 
was  a  division   taken,  which  was  not 
taken  by  ballot,  but  an  open  division  u 
to  what  should  be  the  action  of  the 
Members    present,    and    the    minority 
honourably  yielded  to  the  majoritj  as 
they  had  promised  to  do.     For  what 
was  the  ballot,  then,  required  ?   For  the 

Protection  of  what?     Persons  in  this 
rish Party?     Was  it  to  be  insinuated 
that  under  the  protection  of  the  ballot 
the  minority  who  agreed  to  vote  in  ac- 
cord with  the  majority  should  come  down 
to  the  House  and  falsify  their  pledges? 
That  was  not  a  very  honourable  insinn- 
ation  to  make  against  the  Irish  Party. 
The  second  proof  of  these  allegations  was 
taken  from  a  letter  written  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor). 
He  Mr.  Chamberlain)  thought  his  hon. 
Friend,  when  he  wrote  that  letter,  was 
smarting  a  little  under  the  representa- 
tions which  had  been  made  to  him  by 
his  constituency   with  reference  to  his 
vote  on  this  subject.     He  spoke  of  the 
pressure  placed  upon  him.     Very  well ; 
what  conceivable  objection  was  there  to 
pressure  of  that  kind  ?     Was  there  any- 
one in  that  House  afraid  of  his  oonstita- 
ents  ?    Would  anyone  declare  that  he 
was  unwilling  to  learn  from   his  con- 
stituents what  might  be  their  views  on 
important  questions  ?     **  Oh  !  "  said  the 
noble  Lord,  ''  the  pressure  comes  from 
the  Caucus."  Well,  what  of  theCauens? 
He  would  tell  the  House  what  theCauous 
was,  and  what  it  professed  to  be.  It  pro- 
fessed to  be  an  absolutely  representative 
body  —  representative  of  the  wishes  of 
the  whole  of  a  Party  in  a  constituency. 
Was  that   a    false    profession  ?    If  so^ 
hon.  Members  might  safely  disregard  the 
impertinent  interference  of  a  body  which 
had  no  authority  to  speak  for  their  con- 
stituents; but,   if  not,   what  objectioa 
could  fairly  be  taken  to  the  information 
which  a  really  representative  body  wai 
able  to  give  of    tho  wishes  and  opi- 
nions of  the  constituency  ?  What  Mem- 
ber would   say  that    he   had  been  in- 
jured  or  hurt  by  learning  from  each 
a  body  the  opinions  of  his    constitu- 
ents ?    It  was  the  greatest  hypocrisy  and 
nonsense   to  talk  as   some   did  of  thii 
matter.     There  were  few  of  those  who 
talked  about  the  pressure  of  the  con- 
stituencies who  would  tell  the  constita- 
encies  that  they  were  absolutely  indif- 
ferent to  their  opinions.     If,  therefore, 
the  only  pressure  used  was  the  legiti- 
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mite  representation  of  the  opinion  of 
the  ooDstitaents,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
die  poeeibility  of  such  pressure  afforded 
Be  reason  why  they  should  change  their 
pnctiee  in  this  case,  and  in  this  case 
tlone,  and  apply  the  Ballot  to  the  votes 
of  Members  of  Parliament.  From  his 
knowledge,  he  could  say  that  the  con- 
ititaeDcies  cared  more  for  their  votes  than 
for  their  speeches,  and  that  they  would 
^adly  dispense  with  the  one  for  the 
other.  Again,  if  the  Ballot  was  to  be 
applied  to  the  eldturef  why  was  it  not  to 
M  applied  to  every  other  vote  ?  Was 
there  no  pressure  in  other  matters? 
Was  there  no  pressure  when  the  ques- 
tioa  was  one  of  peace  or  war  ?  Was  there 
no  pressure  when  there  was  under  dis- 
ensskm  the  question  whether  a  lawfully- 
ekoted  Member  was  to  take  his  seat  or 
not?  If  the  Ballot  were  to  be  applied 
ia  the  present  case,  they  could  not 
logically  refuse  to  apply  it  to  every  vote 
ia  the  House.  In  conclusion,  all  he 
eooU  say  was,  that  if  any  hon.  Members 
thoQght  to  shelter  themselves  by  this 
nethod  of  voting,  they  would  not  be 
likely  to  secure  the  approval  of  the  con- 
etitaencies  for  a  course  which  would 
hare  them  in  the  dark  as  to  the  manner 
IB  which  their  Representatives  performed 
their  trust. 

Ml.  SCHBEIBEH:  In  the  course 
<tf  his  somewhat  discursive,  and,  as  I 
thought,  rather  inconsequent  remarks, 
the  Prime  Minister  spoke  of  the  vehe- 
laent  language  which  had  been  heard 
iipon  these  Benches.  Now,  that  strikes 
loe,  Sir,  as  being  not  a  little  hard  ;  for 
I  see  the  complaint  is  made  in  certain 
quarters  that,  at  this  supreme  crisis  in 
the  fbrtunes  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
te  do  not  speak  out  upon  the  Benches 
of  the  Opposition.  Wiiether  that  com- 
plaint is  justly  made,  I  leave  it  to  those 
who  have  heurd  the  debates  of  the  past 
fortnight  to  determine.  Certainly,  it  is 
>M>t  the  impression  they  have  left  upon 
^7  mind.  But  those  of  us  who  have 
hitherto  been  silent  may  perhaps  take 
fte  hint ;  and,  with  the  permission  of 
fte  House,  I  intend  to  speak  out  in  sup- 
poK  of  this  Amendment.  A  variety  of 
^ooiiderationB,  Mr.  Speaker,  seem  to  me 
^teoommend  for  our  adoption  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Lord.  In  the  first 
^t  as  I  read  our  Notice  Paper,  this 
—J  last  of  the  Sibylline  Books — the 
^  offer  of  conciliation  and  of  compro- 
^te,  before  we  knock  the  buttons  ht>m 


our  foils,  and  finally  discard — let  there 
be  no  mistake  about  it — the  present 
modus  Vivendi  between  the  two  sides  of 
this  House.  In  the  next  place,  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
North  Leicestershire  (Lord  John  Man- 
ners) corresponds  only  too  well  with  the 
facts  of  the  position  in  which  too  many 
hon.  Members  of  this  House  now  find 
themselves.  By  which,  Sir,  I  mean  this 
— it  is  impossible  for  one  and  the  same 
person  to  be  the  creature  of  a  Caucus 
and  a  Member  of  Parliament  in  the  old 
sense  and  acceptation  of  the  term.  And 
just  as  a  few  years  since,  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  perambulated  the  country, 
telling  the  people  of  England — **  You 
are  weak  and  dependent  beings,  and 
need  the  protection  of  the  ballot,"  so 
now,  in  the  same  spirit  of  kindly  con- 
sideration, we  say  to  hon.  Gentlemen — 
**  That  your  rights  of  private  judgment 
be  not  invaded,  let  us  shield  them  for 
you  with  the  ballot."  But  that,  import- 
ant as  it  is,  is  a  small  part  of  the  mat- 
ter. We  had  it  on  Friday  evening  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  that 
"gagged  men" — I  thank  him  for  the 
phrase — will  experience  so  much  irrita- 
tion that  they  cannot  be  permitted  to 
protest  in  writing  lest  their  protest 
should  contain  a  censure  on  the  Chair. 
Well,  Sir,  of  all  the  successive  admis- 
sions which  Ministers  have  made  in 
these  debates  about  this  Besolution,  the 
latest  is  the  most  damning ;  because 
if  *'  gagged  men  "  cannot  be  trusted  to 
protest  in  writing,  what  is  likely  to  be 
the  nature  of  their  spoken  communica- 
tions to  each  other,  and  what  will  be 
their  feelings,  when  they  see,  next  morn- 
ing on  their  breakfast  table,  a  long  list 
of  the  *' howling  nobodies"  by  whom 
they  have  been  silenced  ?  No,  Sir,  if 
this  fatal  Hule  is  put  in  motion,  at  least 
let  it  operate  in  the  dark,  that  ''  gagged 
men  "  may  not  know  their  **  gaggers." 
*' Gagged  men," Mr.  Speaker,  **gagged" 
Englishmen,  ''  gagged "  English  Gen- 
tlemen are  certain  to  meet  a  policy  of 
exasperation  with  a  policy  of  reprisals. 
If  you  silence  us,  we  will  not  hear  you. 
That  will  be  only  fair.  So  that  if  you 
do  not  wish  to  be  silenced,  either  do  not 
put  this  odious  Rule  in  motion,  or,  if  it 
is  put  in  motion,  lot  us  not  know  by 
whom.  Certainly,  Sir,  if  the  orators  of 
this  House,  with  the  Prime  Minister  at 
their  head,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
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Wolverhampton  (Mr.  II.  H.  Fowler)  at 
their  tail,  think  to  put  this  Eulo  in  mo- 
tion against  Her  Majesty's  Opposition, 
and  ever  again  to  have  a  hearing,  I  can 
tell  them  they  are  mistaken,  and  they 
Iiad  bettor  retire  from  the  oratorical 
business  without  more  ado.  Sir,  when 
we  assembled  here  a  fortnight  since,  I, 
in  my  simplicity,  thought  that  the  object 
we  all  had  in  view  was  to  restore  the 
authority  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
its  collective  capacity  over  individual 
Members,  or  groups  of  Members,  who 
now  defy  it ;  but  it  has  been  impossible 
to  listen  to  these  debates  without  learn- 
ing that  we  have  been  called  together 
to  forge  fetters  for  Her  Majesty's  Oppo- 
sition. And  they  may  be  forged;  but 
the  attempt  to  make  us  wear  them  will 
be  met  with  such  resistance  as  will  go 
near  to  wreck  the  House  of  Commons. 
Therefore,  Sir,  I  most  earnestly  hope 
that  all  who  love  this  House  as  we  have 
known  it  in  the  past  and  as  wo  would 
have  it  in  the  future,  will  seek  to  pre- 
vent the  application  of  this  most  dis- 
orderly and  obstructive  Hule,  by  voting 
for  the  Amendment  of  my  noble  Friend. 
Mb.  brand  said,  he  was  so  glad  to 
find  the  noble  Lord  a  convert  to  the 
ballot  that  ho  did  not  find  so  much  to 
object  to  in  his  remarks  as  would  other- 
wise liave  been  the  case.  He  was  weary 
of  hearing  that  tlie  Liberal  Members 
did  not  vote  for  those  Rules  from  con- 
viction, but  from  fear  of  the  conse- 
quences. It  was  stated  that  the  lion. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson) 
had  said  that  there  wore  100  Liberal 
Members  who  would  vote  against  the 
oUture  if  they  voted  from  conviction. 
If  the  hon.  Member  said  anything  of 
the  kind,  he  was  labouring  under  a 
great  mistake.  He  (AEr.  Brand)  knew 
of  no  such  number,  and  he  believed  that, 
with  the  exception  of  those  who  had 
voted  in  favour  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson), 
there  was  no  such  sentiment  on  the 
Liberal  Benches.  Then  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester  (Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor)  had 
been  referred  to;  but  he  believed  that 
that  hon.  Member  was  only  quoting  an 
opinion  which  had  been  expressed  to 
him  by  an  hon.  Member  who  had  said 
that  he  dared  not  vote  against  the 
eldture.  But  that  remark  only  applied 
to  a  Dissolution,  which  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers undoubtedly  dreaded.  But  the  ques- 
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tion  had  Binoe  been  declared  by  the 
Government  to  be  a  completely  open  one, 
upon  which,  in  case  of  defeat,  the  6o- 
vemment  would  take  no  action  of  any 
kind.  He  could  answer  for  himself,  and 
for  many  others  on  the  same  side,  that 
they  voted  for  the  Rule  cheerfully— not 
because  they  liked  it  in  itself,  but  be- 
cause they  admitted  its  necessitj—iti 
absolute  necessity — to  effectually  remedy 
the  evils  connected  with  the  progrees  of 
Business.  There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
Liberal  Party  did  wish  to  pass  certain 
measures;  but  he  denied  that  they 
wished  to  pass  them  without  full  and 
free  discussion.  They  were  sent  to  that 
House  for  the  purpose  of  passing  such 
measures  as  were  required  by  the  con- 
stituencies, and  the  only  difference  be- 
tween the  Opposition  and  the  supporten 
of  the  Government  was,  that  when  a 
measure  had  been  fully  discussed  the 
majority  should  have  their  way.  Then 
was  one  other  reason,  which  was  the 
strongest  in  his  mind,  why  he  voted 
with  the  Government,  and  that  was  to 
save  the  credit  of  the  House.  It  wu 
necessary  to  save  the  House  from  the 
discredit  which  had  attached  to  it  froa 
the  all-night  Sittings  and  ObstructioB 
of  recent  times.  With  respect  to  tlie 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  should 
strongly  oppose  it.  He  had  olways  un- 
derstood that  Members  were  trustees  for 
their  constituencies,  and  he  believed  that 
the  constituents  had  a  right  to  knot 
how  their  Members  voted  on  every  ooo^ 
sion.  More  particularly,  indeed,  hal 
they  a  right  to  know  how  their  Memben 
voted  in  cases  of  the  application  of  thi 
cldiure.  Unless  Members  voted  openlyi 
it  would  bo  impossible  for  the  conoti- 
tuents  to  know  whether  the  majoritf 
had  not  abused  their  powers  in  the  auD- 
mary  closing  of  a  debate. 

Mr.  CAVENDISH  BENTINOKaaid, 
that  on  the  introduction  of  the  BalU 
Bill  ho  had  proposed  that  the  voting  ia 
that  House  should  bo  by  ballot.  lb*  ] 
old  Whig  doctrine  accepted  by  the 
Peelites  was  that  the  Members  held  a 
trust  on  behalf  of  the  electors.  If  > 
Member  did  not  know  by  whom  he  vaa 
elected,  what  right  had  the  electoft  to 
know  how  the  Member  voted  ?  If  the 
vote  of  the  elector  had  ceased  to  be  a 
trust  the  Member  must  also  have  oeaaed 
to  be  a  trustee  for  the  electors.  Forthia 
reason  he  supported  the  Amendment 
The  Prime  Minister  and  thePtesidaat 
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of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  hon. 
Ifemher  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  had 
denied  that  Members  were  intimidated 
to  vote  in  favour  of  the  eldture.  But  he 
would  bring  faots  to  bear  against  that 
liatement.  A  leading  case  was  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr. 
Madiyer),  who,  when  the  gagging  Be- 
■olations  of  February  last  met  his  eye, 
niahed  to  the  Library,  and  wrote  a  letter 
to  Tks  l^mes  in  which  he  denounced  the 
whole  project  in  the  strongest  terms,  and 
ezpreesed  his  belief  that — 

^'The  liberals  would  have  foaght  to  the  last 
igunst  the  estahlishment  of  such  a  Rule  had  it 
teen  brought  forward  hy  Conservatives,  and  it 
mi  not  surprising,  therefore,  that  the  Tories 
dKmld  oppose  it." 

Iheee  were  brave  words,  and  the  hon. 
Member  was,  no  doubt,  sincere  in   his 

airessions ;  but  his  demonstration  of 
raendence  was  forthwith  resented  by 
tbe  nymouth  Caucus,  who  came  down 
mon  him  for  venturing  to  question  the 
wul  of  the  Prime  Minister  with  such 
lorce  and  celerity  that  the  hon.  Member, 
a  week,  was  reduced  to  submis- 
I9  and  compelled  to  write  to  the  local 
jttpers,  eating  his  former  words  and 
womiBing  his  hearty  support  to  the 
Moremment  in  every  division.  He  (Mr. 
JBentinck)  would  also  refer  to  the  cases 
cf  the  hon.  and  worthy  Member  for 
Ijunbeth  (Sir  James  Lawrence)  and  the 
lioa.  Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr.  W.  M. 
TCorrens),  who  were  lectured  and  scolded 
Yjfw  their  respective  Caucuses,  for  merely 
abaenting  themselves  from  the  divisions ; 
■ad,  to  sum  up,  he  would  mention  the 
mae  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Ki  George  Campbell),  who,  though  he 
obediently  voted  with  the  Prime  Minister 
en  every  occasion,  was  taken  to  task  by 
'  Hie  Kirkcaldy  Caucus  for  daring  to 
I  IjteaB  Besolutions  and  asking  Ques- 
-  tkms  which  retarded  Government  Busi- 
-.  ^m.  The  hon.  Member  was  not  in 
E:  Ui  place,  but  if  he  were  present,  he  was 
f-  am  the  hon.  Member  would  confirm  all 
I  ki  had  said,  and  perhaps  explain  the 
;    Jttticalar  hardships  of  his  case.    It  was 

rdear  that  even  the  Brahmins  of 
Treasury    Bench    stood    in    great 
r  kopud^  of  the  attacks  of  the  Pariahs. 
r   Be  demedy  however,  that  there  was  any- 
^  ftiiiglike  the  Caucus  on  the  Conserva- 
tfie  side  of  the  House.    He  hoped  the 
Hide  Lord  would  press  his  Amendment 
t»  a  division,  which  he  would  certainly 
flQport. 


Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  said,  that  he 
should  not  have  risen  on  that  occasion 
had  it  not  been  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) had  been  good  enough  to  account 
for  a  letter  which  he  had  written  by 
saying  that  he  was  smarting  under  a  com- 
munication which  he  had  received  from 
his  constituents.  He  begged  to  assure 
his  right  hon.  Friend  that  there  was 
absolutely  no  foundation  for  the  ob- 
servation. His  constituents  and  him< 
self  understood  each  other  far  too  well 
for  such  to  be  the  case.  They  never 
said  anything  that  they  meant  to  be 
unkind  to  him,  and  they  were  well 
aware  that,  whenever  he  failed  to  repre- 
sent their  opinions  in  that  House,  his 
resignation  was  always  at  their  service. 
In  these  circumstances,  therefore,  he 
was  neither  afraid  of  his  constituents 
nor  of  the  threats  of  the  Government. 
For  his  own  part,  he  regarded  the  intro- 
duction of  the  cldture  either  by  a  bare 
or  a  proportionate  majority  into  that 
Assembly  with  abhorrence.  If  an3rthing, 
however,  could  add  to  his  objections  to 
the  proposal  of  the  Government,  it  would 
be  the  adoption  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord.  He  was  not  going  to 
enter  into  the  question  as  to  how  many 
hon.  Members  on  the  Government  side 
of  the  House  would,  if  loft  to  them- 
selves, oppose  the  cldture.  Some  time 
ago,  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson)  said  that  there  were  about 
100  ;  but  he  could  say  that  if  this  pro- 
position had  emanated  from  the  oppo- 
site Party,  it  would  have  been  opposed 
by  the  full  tale  of  every  Liberal  Mem- 
ber. In  such  a  case,  the  great  Liberal 
Party  would  have  risen  up  in  all  its 
magnificent  strength  and  have  denounced 
this  treason  against  the  Constitution. 
He  would  not  trouble  the  House  by 
giving  them  his  views  upon  the  cldture, 
because  it  happened,  fortunately,  that 
the  letter  that  he  had  written  to  his 
constituents,  which  had  been  very  widely 
spread  throughout  the  country,  contained 
all  that  he  had  to  say  upon  the  subject. 
If,  however,  he  might  be  permitted  to 
give  a  word  of  advice  to  his  Badical 
Friends,  he  would  recommend  them  not 
to  place  too  much  reliance  upon  the 
alleged  unanimity  of  the  constituencies 
upon  the  subject  of  the  cldture.  The 
opinion  of  the  constituencies  on  the 
question  was  by  no  means  unanimous. 
At  present,  doubtless,  the  opinion  of  the 
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majority  of  the  constituencies  was  in 
favour  of  the  Government  proposal ;  but 
that  opinion  was  not  based  upon  suffi- 
cient knowledge  of  the  forms  of  the 
ITouso,  or  experience  of  their  workinpf, 
to  be  regarded  as  being  mature  and  final. 
That  opinion  was  based  upon  these 
grounds — first,  in  an  unbounded  faith 
in  their  great  Leader,  whose  lead  upon 
every  point  they  followed  witli  unwaver- 
ing confidence  ;  and,  secondly,  in  a  be- 
lief in  their  own  Eadical Representatives, 
whom  they  trusted  to  keep  their  great 
Leader  straight  if  he  should  be  inclined 
to  go  wrong — strong  reasons  both,  but 
which  had  failed  them  in  the  present 
case ;  and,  thirdly,  their  want  of  know- 
ledge of  the  Forms  of  Procedure  in  that 
House.  Nothing  could  tell  more  with 
the  constituencies  than  to  say  that  the 
great  Liberal  Party  had  great  Liberal 
measures  for  the  benefit  of  the  country 
which  they  were  prepared  to  bring  for- 
ward, but  could  not  carry  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Obstruction  of  their  oppo- 
nents ;  but  the  constituencies  were  never 
told  of  the  evils  and  the  danger  to  the 
principles  of  Constitutional  liberty  and 
progress  that  the  Government  proposal 
would  involve.  They  were  not  told  that 
the  Government  would  be  killing  the 
goose  for  the  sake  of  the  golden  eggs. 
He  believed  that  if  this  Hesolution  were 
passed  it  would  not  be  long  before  a 
strong  reaction  set  in  against  those  who 
ought  to  have  instructed  their  consti- 
tuents, and  have  been  more  bold  in  the 
assertion  of  their  own  views  as  up- 
holders of  the  privilege  of  free  speech, 
and  that  those  would  be  called  to  severe 
account  who  had  yielded  up  that  privi- 
lege at  the  bidding  of  a  strong  and 
powerful  Government,  and  had  sacri- 
ficed to  the  interests  of  Party  that  liberty 
which  was  meant  for  the  benefit  of  all 
mankind. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  already  made  the 
admission  that  this  measure  was  directed, 
not  against  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  but  against  the  great  Con- 
servative Party.  This  proposal  was 
forced  upon  the  House  by  the  great  per- 
sonal influence  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment. It  was  no  secret  what  enormous 
pressure  had  been  brought  to  bear  upon 
Representatives  of  all  parts  of  the  coun- 
try. Hon.  Members  opposite  who  had 
written  letters  denouncing  the  cldture 
had  been  compelled  in  violation  of  their 

ifr.  P.  A.  Tayhr 


opinions  to  record  their  yotes  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  on  this  question.  He 
would  be  glad  to  know  why  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  had 
not  risen  in  his  place  and  stated  his 
views  upon  the  question.  He  was  one 
from  whom  they  differed,  but  whom  thej 
always  listened  to  as  an  able  exponent 
of  Liberal  views.  He  hoped,  however, 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  give  his 
opinions  before  the  Question  was  put  from 
the  Chair.  The  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  George  Campbell)  had  re- 
ceived an  admonition  from  his  consti- 
tuents, not  in  regard  to  this  question  in 
which  ho  supported  the  Government,  but 
not  to  speak  on  those  Indian  questions 
in  which  he  was  the  highest  authority  in 
the  House.  The  electors  of  Kirkcaldj 
ought  to  be  proud  of  their  distinguished 
Representative,  and  thus  to  attempt 
to  shut  his  mouth  was  the  most  astound- 
ing piece  of  electoral  arrogance  he  ever 
heard  of.  The  power  of  the  Caucus  had 
been  shown  in  the  cases  of  several  other 
hon.  Members  who  had  been  obliged  to 
vote  against  their  own  opinions.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  the  ballot  should 
be  applied  to  the  cloture  in  that  Houie, 
and  he  should  vote  for  it.  The  truth 
was,  that  if  this  proposal  were  to  he 
carried  out  to  the  bitter  end,  it  would 
be  better  that  that  House  should  not 
exist  at  all,  and  that  all  proposals  of  the 
Govemmant  should  be  accepted  io 
silence 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
thought  he  might  appeal  to  the  Honee 
whether  hon.  Members  opposite  had  not 
selected  in  him  a  very  unfortunate  in- 
stance of  one  who  had  been  coerced  tni 
made  subservient.     Hon.  Members  op- 
posite said  it  was  very  sad  that  a  Mem- 
ber should  be  silenced  in  this  way.    He 
appealed  to  the  House  to  say  whether 
ho  had  been  silenced.     He  did  not  think, 
he  had  ;  and  he  did  not  think  heshooU 
bo.      There  had   been  a  good  deal  of 
misapprehension  upon  this  case,  and  a 
mountain  had  been  made  out  of  a  md^ 
hill.     As  regarded  what  passed  in  hii 
constituency,  it  was   not  true  that  hii 
constituents  had  admonished  him.  It 
was  true  that,  quite  unexpectedly,  i>  * 
very  small  meeting  in  one  of  the  boighi 
he  represented,  a  resolution  was  paised 
that    he  had   not   given  a  sufficiently 
generous  support   to   the  Goremm***- 
He  had  inquired,  and  he  did  not  hi^ 
whether  any  influence  of  any  kind  T*      i 
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brought  to  bear  to  produce  that  resolu- 
tion ;  but  he  had  not  the  slightest  idea 
that  his  constituents  would  subject  him 
to  any  Caucus,  whether  inside  or  outside 
the  constituency.  He  was  quite  willing 
to  admit  that  there  might  have  been 
■ome  g^und  for  that  resolution.  He 
did  not  take  it  altogether  in  good  part ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  he  had  asserted 
his  independence,  and  he  thought  his 
eonatituencj  and  he  pretty  well  under- 
stood one  another.  In  spite  of  what  had 
passed,  he  thought  he  might  say  his 
sonstitnency  was  a  model  constituency, 
who  thought  sufficiently  for  themselves, 
and  tried  to  control  their  Member  to  an 
adequate  degree,  and  not,  he  was  bound 
to  say,  to  too  great  a  degree.  For  his 
part,  he  tried  to  play  the  part,  he  would 
not  say  of  a  model  Member,  but  to  go 
as  well  as  he  could  in  the  direction  of 
that  ideal.  He  had  no  squeamish  horror 
of  the  name  of  delegate.  There  were  a 
good  many  points  that  his  constituents 
understood  much  better  than  he  did,  and 
upon  those  he  would  defer  to  their  opi- 
nion. There  were  other  subjects — the 
dosnre,  for  instance — which  he  thought 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  studied 
better  and  understood  better  than  he 
did ;  and,  having  paid  the  best  attention 
to  the  subject,  he  nad  come  to  the  inde- 
pendent opinion  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  right.  There  were  other 
sobjects  relating  to  Egypt  and  India 
which  he  thought  he  knew  better  than 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  regarding 
which  he  had  expressed  his  independent 
opinion.  Therefore  he  thought  that  he 
ai  least  was  not  an  instance  in  which  an 
undue  amount  of  coercion  had  been 
brought  to  bear  with  any  success.  He 
was  still  as  independent  as  he  ever  had 
been,  and  he  hoped  he  always  should 
be.  With  regard  to  the  immediate 
Question  now  before  the  House,  he 
thought  they  must  all  feel  that  they  were 
wasting  time  in  discussing  it,  and  that 
the  noble  Lord  could  not  really  seriously 
mean  to  press  his  Amendment  upon  the 

Bib  ANDREW  FAIRBAIRN  said, 

flist  he  had  volunteered  to  return  from 

As  South  of  France,  expressly  to  vote 

isr  the  eldiure,  before  he  received  any 

MBmnnication    from    the  Government 

Ifbips.     After  the  division  took  place 

Ml  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 

lif  Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott),  he  was  sur- 

{KiMd  to  find  his  name  mentioned  in  the 


analysis  of  the  division  as  one  who  reedly 
did  not  agree  with  the  Government,  and 
who  had  only  voted  under  pressure. 
That  was  entirely  false ;  and  he  wrote 
to  77ie  Times  and  The  Gtohe  the  same 
letter,  in  which  he  explained  his  views 
on  the  subject.  The  Timet,  as  usual, 
never  published  his  letter.  The  Globe 
garbled  his  answer,  and  said  that  al- 
though he  might  be  in  favour  of  some 
cldture,  he  might  probably  not  be  in 
favour  of  a  eUture  by  a  bare  ma- 
jority. Considering  that,  the  year  be- 
fore Her  Majesty's  Government  brought 
forward  this  question,  he  had  made  up 
his  mind  that  they  ought  to  have  the 
cldturey  he  could  accept  the  challenge  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson), 
and  say  that,  had  a  Conservative  Go- 
vernment made  the  proposal,  he  should 
have  felt  bound  to  vote  for  it.  In  fact, 
he  had,  for  the  last  1 8  months,  been  of 
opinion  that,  unless  they  had  some 
power  of  putting  down  Obstruction  in 
that  House,  the  Business  of  the  country 
would  be  at  an  end.  As  a  Yorkshire 
Member,  he  had  received  from  his 
constituents  resolution  after  resolution 
passed  by  them  in  favour  of  the  cloture^ 
and  especially  oteWure  by  a  bare  majo- 
rity ;  and  he  had  great  pleasure  in  sup- 
porting the  opinion  of  his  constituents 
in  these  respects. 

Mb.  A8HMEAD  -  BARTLETT  said, 
he  would  like  to  know  how  many  signa- 
tures had  been  attached  to  those  resolu- 
tions, as  there  had  been  a  futile  attempt  to 
get  up  a  bogus  agitation  in  favour  of  the 
cldture  by  a  bare  majority.  The  country 
would  read  with  the  greatest  interest  the 
admirable  protest  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  (Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor)  on  this 
question.  He  believed  with  that  hon. 
Gentleman  that  hon.  Members  who  sup- 
ported the  cldture  under  the  impression 
that  their  constituents  were  in  favour  of 
it  would  find  that  they  were  greatly  mis- 
taken. They  had  the  independent  feel- 
ing of  the  country  on  one  side,  and  the 
wire-pulling  organization,  represented 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain),  on  the  other. 
He  hoped  those  who  mistook  that  for  the 
genuine  opinion  of  the  country  would  read 
the  monstrous,  tyrannical,  and,  he  would 
even  say,  infamous  Circular  issued  by  the 
Birmingham  Caucus,  pressing  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  vote  for  the  cldture.  He  believed 
that  at  the  next  General  Election  the 
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constituencies  would  express  their  opi- 
nion against  this  tyrannical  and  unne- 
cessary pressure.  The  Amendment  be- 
fore the  Ilouse  would  tend  to  very  much 
diminish  the  evils  of  cloture,  and,  there- 
fore, it  would  have  his  hearty  support. 
He  hoped  hon.  Gentlemen  would  re- 
member that  it  applied  not  to  any 
question  of  policy  or  reform,  but  simply 
to  whether  a  debate  should  be  there  and 
then  closed.  This  was  a  matter  which 
might  fairly  be  left  to  the  impartial, 
unbiassed  opinion  of  Members  of  that 
House,  as  it  was  not  a  question  involv- 
ing the  responsibility  of  Members  to 
their  constituents.  This  was  the  third 
moderate  and  sensible  proposal  that  the 
Government  had  rejected.  The  first  was 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  who  proposed  that  the  opera- 
tion of  the  eldture  should  be  confined  to 
cases  of  evident  Obstruction.  The  second 
was  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lincoln  r\[r.  ITinde  Palmer),  who  pro- 
posed that  the  judgment  of  the  presiding 
officer  should  be  reinforced  by  a  certain 
number  of  Members  rising  in  their 
places  before  the  eldture  vote  could  be 
put.  Now  the  Government  refused  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  North  Leicestershire  (Lord  John 
Alanners),  which  was  intended  to  secure 
the  Representatives  of  the  people  from 
the  coercion  of  the  Caucus.  The  evident 
intention  of  the  Ministry  to  introduce 
the  despotic  and  oppressive  Caucus 
system  into  that  House,  as  it  had  been 
introduced  into  constituencies,  would 
inevitably  produce  a  reaction.  In  the 
meantime  great  harm  would  be  done.  It 
was  precisely  this  foreign  c^'cle  of  violent 
evils,  followed  by  violent  reactions,  which 
the  opponents  of  the  cloture  wished  to 
avoid. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  was  of  opi- 
nion  tliat  if  the  vote  on  the  eldture  were 
taken  by  ballot  it  would  be  rejected. 
But  although  ho  believed  that  under 
the  ballot  tlie  eldture  would  have  a  very 
different  effect  from  what  the  Liberals 
anticipated,  yet  so  un-English  and  so 
unfair  and  cowardly  was  the  ballot  that 
he  could  not  vote  for  its  introduction  into 
the  House  in  any  shape  or  form.  Even 
to  check  the  terrorism  of  the  Prime 
Minister  he  would  not  vote  to  degrade 
the  House  of  Commons  to  the  level  to 
which  the  ballot  had  degraded  the 
constituencies  by  giving  men  who  could 

Mr,  Aehmead'Bartlett 


not  speak  the  truth  the  opportunity  of 
telling  a  lie. 

Sir  HENHY  TYLER  said,  it  was  a 
singular  spectacle  to  see  the  ballot  being 
supported  on  the  Conservative  side  m 
the  House  and  opposed  on  the  Liberal. 
He  could  not  agree  with  the  previou 
speaker,  for  although  he  did  not  loTe 
the  ballot  more,  he  loved  the  eldturehsL 
He  should  vote  for  the  Amendment,  be- 
cause he  thought  it  would,  to  some  ex- 
tent, tend  to  prevent  the  evils  whieh 
would  otherwise  arise  from  the  operation 
of  the  eldture. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  55  ;  Noes 
139 :  Majority  84.— (Div.  List,  No.  361.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  agua 
proposed. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  to  inform  the 
House  that  the  three  next  Amendmenti 
on  the  Paper,  not  being  in  order,  cannot 
properly  be  put.  The  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Shropshire  (Mr. 
Stanley  Leighton)  is  inadmissible,  aa  the 
House  has  already  determined  that  the 
Question  referred  to  in  his  Amendment 
be  put  forthwith  by  the  Speaker,  and 
the  matter  cannot  now  be  re-opened. 
The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Nottingham  (Mr.  C.  Seely)  raises  the 
important  question  of  an  official  Report 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  House,  bat 
cannot  be  put,  as  it  is  not  germane  to 
the  Resolution  under  consideration.  Ths 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ritchie)  is  inad- 
missible, as  it  would  be  irregular  to  go 
back  to  the  earlier  provisions  of  theBe- 
solution  relating  to  the  declaration  bj 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House,  which  have  ahead/ 
been  determined  by  the  House. 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  In  respect  to  jour 
ruling,  Sir,  I  ask  to  be  permitted  to 
make  one  or  two  remarks.  [^Cria  ff 
**  No !  "  and  "  Yes !  "]  I  quite  nnde^ 
stand  that  no  Member  has  a  right  to 
move  an  Amendment  that  conflicts  with 
any  decision  that  the  House  has  alzeidj 
arrived  at,  or  which  is  the  same  ai  ttj 
Amendment  that  has  been  rejected;  hot 
I  beg  most  respectfully  to  point  oat  to 
you.  Sir,  that  although  the  House  hii 
affirmed  that  the  Speaker  is  to  dedii* 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House,  it  htf 
not  yet  given  any  definition  of  what  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House  is.    I  ^ 
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beg  to  point  out  that  threre  is  nothing 
in  my  Amendment  which  is  in  anta- 

fonism  with  any  Amendment  which  has 
een  considered  by  the  House.  It  is 
no  uncommon  thing  in  a  Bill  passing 
through  Committee  for  there  to  be  an 
Interpretation  Clause,  by  which  certain 
definitions  in  the  Bill  are  interpreted ; 
and  the  only  object  which  I  had  in  put- 
ting this  Amendment  on  the  Paper  was 
a  similar  one — namely,  to  define,  as  far 
as  possible,  in  what  way  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House  is  to  be  arrived  at. 
It  appears  to  me  it  is  absolutely  essen- 
tial that  the  House  should  arrive  at  some 
conclusion  on  this  point,  as  two  different 
definitions  of  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House  have  been  given  by  Members  of  the 
Government.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  Her  Majesy's  Government 
has  described  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House  as  being  something  different  from 
the  mere  clamour  of  one  side ;  but  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  said  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House  is  to  be  declared  by  the  opinion 
of  the  majority.  I  submit  these  two 
statements  are  in  antagonism,  and  it  is 
essential  that  a  definition  should  be 
given.  If  you,  Sir,  remain  of  opinion 
that  my  Amendment  cannot  be  put,  I 
would  respectfully  ask  you  whetter  you 
can  assist  the  House  out  of  the  dilemma 
-which  I  submit  it  is  in  by  giving  an 
official  declaration  on  your  own  respon- 
sibility of  what  is  meant,  in  your  opi- 
nion, by  the  evident  sense  of  the  House  ? 
Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON :  I  wish 
to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  it  is  in  Order, 
after  you  have  given  a  distinct  decision, 
that  your  ruling  should  be  challenged, 
and  that  a  debate  should  be  raised  upon 
it — for  the  question  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  inevitably  lead  to  a  debate  ? 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
May  I  ask  whether  there  are  not  seve- 
ral precedents  of  the  ruling  of  the 
Speaker  having  been  challenged  and 
debated  at  leogth  in  the  House  on 
Yarious  points  of  Order  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  observations 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets (Mr.  Ritchie)  seem  to  me  to  refer 
mainly  to  expressions  used  in  debate ; 
but  that  is  no  ground  for  importing  his 
Amendment  in  an  irregular  manner, 
because  the  House,  it  appears  to  me, 
has  already  settled  the  question  about 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House.  That 
is  a  matter  which  has  already   been 


under  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
and  to  re-open  it  would  be  out  of  Order. 
If  the  hon.  Member  desires  me  to  define 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House,  I  have 
to  say  that  that  is  not  my  duty ;  that  is 
a  duty  which  the  House  itself  has  al- 
ready discharged,  and  I  am  bound  to 
carry  out  the  orders  of  the  House.  With 
reference  to  the  interpretations  to  be  put 
on  the  expression  ''  evident  sense  of  the 
House,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  stating 
that,  according  to  my  construction  of 
the  Resolution,  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the 
Speaker  to  ascertain',  so  far  as  he  is  able, 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House  at  large. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE: 
That  is  so  very  important  a  statement, 
that  I  will  venture  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  he  will  consent  to  in- 
troduce some  words  into  the  Resolution 
to  make  it  clear  ? 

Mb.  GLA.DSTONE :  I  feel  very  great 
difficulty  in  answering  a  question  of  this 
kind  at  a  moment's  notice.  We  have 
been  regarding  the  Resolution  as  suffi- 
cient in  itself;  but  the  question  is  a 
question  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  a  perfect  right  to  put,  though 
I  should  certainly  wish  to  reflect  upon 
the  question  before  I  gave  an  answer. 
I  am  sorry  if  I  have  said  anything  in 
the  course  of  debate  that  could  have 
imported  difficulty  into  this  question. 
What  I  said  was,  not  what  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House  would  be,  but  what 
it  would  not  be. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  I  beg  to  suggest  that 
the  important  statement  which  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  have  just  made  should  be  en- 
tered on  the  Journals  for  the  instruction 
and  guidance  of  the  House  hereafter. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  :  I 
should  like  to  know  if  it  would  be  in 
Order  to  propose  this  as  an  addition  to 
the  Resolution  ? — 

"  Proyided  that,  ia  canTing  out  this  Resolu- 
tion, it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  of  Committees  to  ascertain  the  eyi- 
dent  sense  of  the  House  at  large." 

If  SO,  I  shall  propose  that  Amendment. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  :  It  is  too  late  to 
make  a  proposal  of  this  kind,  because 
the  House  has  already  settled  the  point. 
It  has  given  its  decision  already  in  re- 
gard to  the  earlier  part  of  the  Kesolu- 
tion,  and  it  is  too  late  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

Mb.  C.  SEELY  {Nottingham)',  With 
reference  to  my  own  Amendment,  I  ven- 
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tiire  to  aek  whether  I  shall  be  able  to 
move  it  as  a  new  additional  Rulo?  If 
I  can  I  will  do  so  ;  but  if  not,  I  would  ex- 
press the  strong  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  the  matter  into  their 
consideration.  If  a  debate  were  closed 
at  3  in  the  morning,  no  report  of  the 
proceedings  would  be  given. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  :  Assuming  that 
the  Prime  Minister  is  going  to  give  the 
matter  brought  forward  by  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  his  consideration,  I 
rise  to  ask  in  what  way  the  Ilouse  is  to 
be  in  a  position  to  profit  by  the  result  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  considera- 
tion? I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  see  there  is  no  opportunity  for 
the  Ilouse  availing  itself  of  the  results 
of  his  consideration  of  the  subject  unless 
he  either  consents  to  an  adjournment 
or  announces  now  the  decision  he  has 
arrived  at. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  have  now  to  call 
on  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin)  to  move  the  next 
Resolution. 

Mr.  GIBSON:  May  I  ask  for  a 
ruling  as  to  whether  the  decision  of  the 
Chair  could  be  recorded  on  the  Journals 
of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  have  to  state,  in 
reply  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  that  it  is  not  usual  to  enter 
on  the  Journals  of  the  House  observa- 
tions which  fall  from  the  Chair.  They 
will,  I  presume,  be  reported  in  the  usual 
manner. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS :  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  would  be  possible,  in 
the  event  of  the  consideration  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  being  favourable 
to  the  proposal  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Devon,  to  insert 
the  declaration  we  have  just  heard  with 
so  much  interest  from  the  Chair  in  the 
form  of  a  separate  Resolution  to  be  sub- 
sequently brought  up. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  In  the  first  in- 
stance, I  could  not  resist  giving  a  mo- 
ment or  two's  reflection  to  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  I 
see,  now  that  the  Speaker  having  given 
the  interpretation  or  description  he  puts 
upon  the  matter,  we  are  asked  to  intro- 
duce that  description  into  the  body  of 
the  Rule.  Now,  it  appears  to  me,  if 
Gontlemen  opposite  are  pleased  and 
satisfied  with  the  interpretation,  by  all 
moans  let  them  note  it  as  a  fact  and  as 
an  event  in  the  history  of  these  discus- 
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sions ;  but  I  am  not  disposed  to  accede 
to  the  admission  of  the  interpretatioii 
by  the  Speaker  into  the  Rule,  for  if  we 
begin  upon  that  course  I  do  not  see 
where  it  is  likely  to  lead. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Lei 
me  point  out,  as  a  point  of  Order,  thai 
the  Prime  Minister  has  not  exactly  v^ 
prehended  the  point.  I  understand  thit 
you,  Sir,  put  a  certain  construction  (m 
this  Resolution,  and  you,  in  consequence  i 
of  that  construction,  ruled  this  Amrad-  j 
ment  out  of  Order.  [ Criu  of  "  No! "] 
Well,  then,  we  are  in  this  position- 
that  you  have  put  a  construction  on  the 
words  ''  evident  sense  of  the  Home** 
which  rules  a  certain  Amendment  ont  of 
Order.  The  construction  which  you  pnt 
on  that  Amendment  is  not  to  be  em- 
bodied in  the  Standing  Orders  of  the 
House,  and  yet  the  Amendment  we  pro- 
pose is  not  sdlowed  to  be  put.  It  seem 
to  me  that  this  Amendment  ought  to  be 
put,  or  else  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  onghl 
to  be  embodied  in  the  Standing  Orden. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  would  point  oift 
to  the  noble  Lord  that  the  ruling  is  not 
based  at  all  on  my  interpretation.  That 
ruling  is  based  on  the  ordinary  practice 
of  the  House.  The  House  has  dealt 
with  the  portion  of  the  Resolution  tkai 
the  hon.  Member  wishes  now  to  deal 
with,  and  it  is  too  late.  I  must  nov, 
after  this  conversation,  call  upon  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER :  I  ven- 
ture to  call  your  attention  to  the  qaee- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Nottingham 
(Mr.  Seely) — namely,  in  regard  to  his 
proposed  Amendment.  My  hon.  Friend 
wished  to  know  whether  he  could  intro- 
duce that  Amendment  as  a  separate  Be- 
solution  at  a  subsequent  stage  of  the 
discussion.  In  consequence  of  the  de- 
cision of  the  House  the  other  evening, 
preventing  a  dissatisfied  minority  £roa 
recording  its  protest,  it  will  perceive  that 
the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  ia  of 
g^oat  importance.  I  hope  we  shall  have 
the  decision  on  that  point. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Notting- 
ham might  not  frame  a  Resolution  Ail 
might  be  brought  up  after  the  other 
Resolutions  have  been  discussed ;  bnt  ai 
an  Amendment  now  it  would  be  quite 
out  of  place. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEAOH: 
Last  year,  Mr.  Speaker  framed  oextaia 
Rules  to  regulate  the  condact  of  Bos- 
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ness  during  the  period  of  Urgency.  One 
of  those  Bales  provided  that,  under  cer- 
tain circumBtances,  a  Question  should  be 
put  forthwith,  and  a  subsequent  Kule 
distinctly  declared  that  by  ''  forthwith  " 
was  meant  without  amendment,  adjourn- 
ment, or  debate.  I,  therefore,  wish  to 
ask  whether  it  would  not  be  competent 
in  the  same  way  to  move  another  Beso- 
lution,  providing  that  the  words  "the 
evident  sense  of  the  House"  should 
mean  **  the  sense  of  the  House  at 
large?" 

Ma.  SPEAKEB :  That  is  raising  the 
same  question.  I  have  twice  given  my 
opinion  that  it  is  not  competent. 

Sm  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF: 
Might  I  ask  whether  it  would  not  be 
competent  to  move  that  the  interpreta- 
tion you  have  given  be  entered  on  the 
Journals  of  the  House'? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:*!  have  already 
stated  the  point.  If  the  hon.  Member 
thinks  proper  to  raise  a  question  of  that 
kind,  it  must  be  done  by  a  substantive 
Motion,  and  not  by  interrupting  the  dis- 
cussion. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  thought  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  most  con- 
venient course  he  could  now  take  was  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  a  question 
of  immense  importance  had  been  raised. 
The  Speaker  had  placed  an  interpreta- 
tion on  the  1st  Besolution  which  ap- 
peared to  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  to  be  totally  at  variance  with 
the  interpretation  put  upon  it  by  some 
Members  of  the  Government.  [**  No !  "1 
The  Prime  Minister  had  acknowledged 
himself  unable,  without  time  for  reflec- 
tion, to  state  his  opinion  on  the  points 
put  to  him  by  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition; and  it  was  obvious  that  on  so 
serious  a  matter  connected  with  a  Beso- 
lution of  that  kind  they  were  entitled  to 
ask  that  sufficient  time,  should  be  given 
to  the  Gk>vemment  for  making  up  their 
minds.  He  therefore  moved  that  the  de- 
bate be  now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
-[Mr.  Chaplin,) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  perfectly 
true  I  required  a  moment  for  reflection 
—the  subject  being  absolutely  new  to 
me— before  I  oQuld  say  **  yes  "  or  "  no." 
Having  had  that  moment's  reflection,  I 
stated  that,  in  my  opinion,  it  would  not 
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be  wise  that  there  should  be  introduced 
into  the  Besolution  the  words  of  descrip- 
tion or  interpretation  used  by  the 
Speaker,  because  if  we  begin  on  that 
course  I  am  not  aware  where  it  will  end. 
Therefore,  my  answer  was  a  distinct 
negative  to  the  Question  put  to  me  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  apprehend 
that  anything  said  by  me  or  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government,  although  it  may 
form  an  argumentum  ad  hominem,  yet  it 
can  have  no  effect  whatever  in  competi- 
tion with  anything  that  has  fallen  from 
the  Ohair.        

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEB  said,  that  al- 
though the  Speaker  had  announced  the 
course  which  he  intended  to  pursue,  it 
would  be  in  no  way  binding  on  anyone 
who  succeeded  him  in  the  Chair  or  who 
presided  over  the  Committees  of  the 
whole  House.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
not  met  the  point  raised  by  th^  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  had  had  a 
moment  for  reflection  and  had  availed 
himself  of  it ;  but  he  had  not  yet  had 
time  to  consult  his  Colleagues,  and  the 
House  could  not  be  expected  to  be  satis- 
fied with  the  decision  at  which  he  had 
arrived  thus  hurriedly.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  them,  without  even 
engprafting  on  the  Besolution  the  opinion 
he  had  so  hastily  formed,  to  accept  his 
view  of  what  was  the  possible  duty  of 
the  Speaker  or  the  Chairo^ian  of  Com- 
mittees instead  of  having  the  meaning 
of  the  Bule  distinctly  embodied  in  the 
Besolution.  The  Government  must  re- 
alise that  some  clear  and  distinct  defini- 
tion ought  to  be  inserted  in  the  Besolu- 
tion for  the  guidance  of  future  Officers 
of*  the  House. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HABCOUBT  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  seem 
to  observe  that  if  the  House  were  to 
adjourn  nothing  could  be  done  in  the 
direction  he  desired.  The  Speaker  had 
already  decided  that  Amendments  about 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House  could 
not  be  put ;  therefore,  any  new  Besolu- 
tion the  hon.  Member  might  propose 
would  come  under  the  same  censure. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  trusted 
that  the  House  would  waste  no  more 
time,  but  would  be  allowed  to  proceed 
with  the  Business  before  it. 

Mr.  GOBST  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  Government  were  in  the  miserable 
and  hopeless  position  the  Home  Secre- 
tary   had    described.     Assuming    that 
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there  was  an  adjournment  and  the  Go- 
vernment withdrew  this  Resolution,  they 
could  hepfin  ap;ain  tie  novo  and  introduce 
a  now  Resolution  embodjinp:  the  exc«  1- 
lent  definition  which  Mr.  Speaker  had 
given  from  the  Chair. 

Mr.  monk  felt  quite  certain  that  no 
other  construction  had  been  put  upon 
the  terms  of  the  Resolution  except  that 
announced  by  the  Speaker. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  had  noticed 
that  the  Prime  Minister  and  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  who  had  spoken 
had  refrained  from  expressing  one  soli- 
tary syllable  of  concurrence  in  the  ruling 
of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  that,  as  a  fact, 
great  difference  of  opinion  existed  among 
hon.  Members  on  the  subject.  The  real 
point  was  whether  or  not  the  sense  of 
the  House  was  to  be  ascertained  in  the 
ordinary  way  by  a  mere  majority.  The 
Prime  Minister  said  the  Government 
were  most  anxious  to  exclude  political 
pressure,  and  that  they  wished  it  to  go 
for  nothing.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  distinctly  stated  that  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House  was  declared  by  the 
opinion  of  the  majority.  Those  two  opi- 
nions were  in  antagonism.  [Mr.  Glad- 
stone dissented.]  Surely,  if  the  Prime 
Minister  did  not  wish  to  use  the  Party 
majority  that  followed  him  and  the  noble 
Lord  did,  they  could  not  be  in  accord. 
It  was  on  this  account  that  ho  desired 
to  have  some  record  of  what  was  meant 
by  the  evident  sense  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  After  what  has 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),  I  wish  to 
explain.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  that  no  concurrence  has 
been  expressed  by  us  as  to  the  ruling  of 
the  Chair.  It  is  not  my  business  to 
stamp  with  my  seal  and  my  authority 
the  ruling  of  the  Chair.  It  is  rather  to 
accept  the  ruling  of  the  Chair.  I 
thought  I  had  indicated  clearly  how 
heartily  I  accepted  it  when  I  said  there 
did  not  appear  to  me  to  be  any  contra- 
riety whatever  in  what  has-  been  said  by 
my  noble  Friend  and  myself  as  to  the 
ruling  of  the  Chair ;  but,  if  there  were, 
whatever  has  been  already  said  must  be 
completely  swept  away  and  treated  as 
not  of  the  smallest  authority  in  compe- 
tition with  what  has  fallen  from  the 
Ohair. 

Mr.  Qifrst 


Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  add,  it 
was  curious  to  watch  the  manner  in 
which  the  Government  shifted  their 
position.  He  could  not  conceive  what 
objection  the  Government  could  have  to 
allowing  a  definition  coming  from  « 
Speaker  of  great  experience  and  judicial 
penetration  to  be  introduced  into  thii 
Resolution.  But  if  they  felt  a  technical 
difficulty  only,  he  would  ask  them  to 
support  a  Motion  introduced  with  that 
view  subsequently.  Their  votes  would 
then  be  the  best  test  whether  they  meant 
what  thev  had  said  or  not. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETTroaeto 
address  the  House,  when — 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said:  This  conyena- 
tion  from  first  to  last  upon  the  matter 
now  in  discussion  has  been  irregular. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  and  in  doing  so  he  ad- 
verted to  that  which  has  been  already 
discussed,  adopted,  and  settled  by  the 
House.  In  taking  that  course  he  wm 
certainly  irregular.  Except  in  so  farae 
he  spoke  to  a  point  of  Order,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  was  oat 
of  Order. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  wished  to 
ask  wiiether  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  could  be  moved  in  order  to  rtiie 
the  present  question  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  House  hai 
already  settled  certain  points  in  its  pro- 
gross  through  this  Resolution,  and  the 
House  can  by  no  method  that  I  am  aware 
of  go  back  upon  those  points. 

Motion,  by  leave,  tcithdratcn. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR,  in  moTingto 
add  the  words,  *'  Provided  that  the  Re- 
solution does  not  come  into  operation 
during  this  Session  of  Parliament," 
said,  he  proposed  this  Amendment  fbr 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnehue 
(Mr.  Chaplin),  who  was  precluded  froffl 
moving  it.  He  did  not  suppose  that  the 
Government  desired  to  put  the  eldtwi 
into  force  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
the  rest  of  their  Resolutions.  In  hli 
opinion,  such  a  method  would  not  com* 
mend  these  New  Rules  to  the  Home. 
This  Resolution  was  the  most  strinereot 
and  drastic  of  the  whole,  and  all  that  hii 
hon.  Friend  asked  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  pledge  themselves  not  to 
use  the  power  enforced  upon  them  hy  the 
1st  Resolution,  in  order  to  cany  the 
other  Resolutions  with  undue  haste. 
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Amendment  proposed, 

k%  tlie  end  of  the  Qaestion,  to  add  the  words 
hcvmded  also,  That  this  Resolution  does  not 
Hd  into  operation  daring  this  Session  of  Par- 
inent/*—<  ifr.  Arthwr  Balfour.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
I  there  added." 

Mk.  GLADSTONE  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  had  proposed  this  Kesolution  in 
Mrfect  good  faith  ;  but  lie  could  assure 
kim  it  was  an  Amendment  the  Govern- 
nent  found  it  impossible  to  accept.  The 
kn.  Member  had  said  this  was  the  most 
itrini^ent  and  drastic  Eesolution  of  the 
i!iidle.  The  view  of  the  Government  was 
ftit,  80  far  from  this  being  a  drastic  and 
stringent  Eesolution,  it  would  be  found 
\q  bu  hon.  Friend  very  mild  and  gentle 
in  its  operation.  If  thej  were  to  accede 
t»  the  Amendment  they  would  be  making 
Ae  fatal  admission  that  they  were  going 
t»  enforce  drastic  impediments  to  free, 
Ul,  and  ample  discussion.  The  Go- 
wnment  entirely  and  absolutely  dis- 
dbimed  any  such  intention.  That  being 
M^  his  hon.  Friend  would  see  that  it  was 
omte  impossible  for  them  to  accept  the 
Amendment,  because  if  they  did  it  would 
east  discredit  upon  their  own  assertions. 
Hewonld  suggest  to  his  hon.  Friend  that 
if  be  were  to  allow  this  matter  to  go 
fcnraid  he  would  find  the  result  most 
■atiafactory,  as  all  his  dismal  anticipa- 
KoQs  would  be  reifuted  by  the  event. 
&hon.  Friend  would  feel  how  gently 
Bte  Besolution  would  work,  that  he 
vonld  have  the  same  elbow-room  and 
flie  same  freedom  of  speech  as  before ; 
ind  there  would  be  this  immense  ad- 
vantage— that  the  Eule  would  be  tried, 
not  under  one  of  those  dangerous 
Speakers  of  the  future  who  would  be  the 
pndnct  of  a  new  state  of  things,  but 
nuler  a  safe  and  trustworthy  Speaker  of 
^  present,  who  by  universal  admission 
vas  certain  to  work  it  in  a  spirit  agree- 
dde  to  the  House,  and  consistent  with 
UI  and  free  discussion. 
Kb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  did  not  see 
'ky  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
KJtaooept  the  Amendment,  if  the  Eeso- 
vtion  was  to  be  so  mild  and  gentle  in  its 
Vttation,  and  if  there  was  to  be  the 
Kae  freedom  and  the  same  licence  under 
lie  New  Eules  as  before.  [Mr.  Glad- 
mn:  I  said  the  same  for  my  hon. 
hiend/|  But  his  hon.  Friend  had  been 
Mnuea  of  Obstruction.  However,  if  the 
Bole  was  to  prove  so  ineffective,  he 


wondered  why  they  had  been  called  upon 
to  spend  so  many  weary  hours  in  its 
discussion.  His  only  object  in  putting 
on  the  Paper  the  Motion  which  had  been 
proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend  was  to 
secure  the  full  and  free  discussion  of 
the  remaining  Eesolutions.  The  Prime 
Minister  told  the  House  that  it  was  im- 
possible that  the  Government  could 
assent  to  the  Amendment,  because  that 
would  be  making  an  admission  contrary 
to  all  the  Government  had  said.  But  the 
Home  Secretary  told  thom  the  other 
night  that  there  was  no  possible  chance 
of  the  Eule  being  put  into  operation 
this  Session. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
that  what  he  meant  was  that  there  was 
no  chance  of  its  being  required  to  put 
down  factious  Obstruction. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  observe  how  very  important 
many  of  the  subsequent  Eesolutions 
were.  The  next  Eesolution  was  one  by 
which,  unless  with  the  permission  of  the 
majority  which  the  Government  of  the 
day  might  command,  it  would  be  abso- 
lutely impossible  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  or  raise  questions 
upon  that  adjournment.  That  was  a 
Eesolution  of  so  extreme  a  character 
that  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  House 
to  accept  it  in  its  present  form.  Then 
the  5th  and  the  12th  were  important 
Eesolutions,  and  so  was  the  13th,  by 
which  it  was  proposed  that  the  first 
seven  and  the  last  three  Eesolutions 
should  be  Standing  Orders  of  the  House. 
That  was  a  state  of  things  which  Mem- 
bers could  not  reasonably  be  expected  to 
agree  to  unless  some  concession  were 
made  to  them. 

Mr.  HUGH  SHIELD  said,  the  ac- 
ceptance of  the  Amendment  would  in- 
volve the  admission  that  the  Eule  would 
unduly  restrict  debate,  which  was  not 
admitted  by  those  who  supported  it ; 
and  the  suggestion  that  the  Eule  might 
be  improperly  used  was  inconsistent 
with  the  position  that  the  Opposition 
had  hitherto  taken,  for  while  they  fore- 
told innumerable  evils  as  certain  to  flow 
from  this  1st  Eesolution,  they  had 
always  said  that  those  evils  woidd  not 
be  realized  while  the  House  had  the  se- 
curity of  the  present  Speaker's  impar- 
tiality. Yet  now  they  were  showing 
distrust  of  the  present  Speaker. 

Sir  HENEY  HOLLAND  said,  that 
he  did  not  propose  to  enter  u^ou  \Xi^ 
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broad  questiou  of  cJdture^  nor  to  discuss 
the  other  question  to  which  the  last 
speaker  had  referred,  of  tlie  impartiality 
of  the  Speakers  of  the  future.  He  was 
prepared  to  support  this  Amendment  as 
one  most  reasonable  and  fair.  At  first 
sight  the  proposed  delay  in  making  this 
Kesolution  not  take  effect  during  the 
Session  might  seem  unduly  long  ;  but  it 
must  be  remembered  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  pledged  themselves  —  and 
hitherto  had  very  fairly  kept  that  pledge 
— not  to  allow  Private  Business  or  any 
other  public  legislation  to  come  on  and 
be  discussed  this  Session.  The  Amend- 
ment, therefore,  in  effect,  only  pointed  to 
this — that  this  Kesolution  should  not 
apply  while  the  subsequent  Besolutions 
were  under  consideration.  Now,  the 
Members  of  the  Government  had  more 
than  once  spoken  of  these  Hesolutions 
as  a  Code,  and  that  was  a  reasonable 
way  of  looking  at  them.  But  surely,  in 
dealing  with  a  proposed  Code,  one  part 
of  it  ought  not  to  be  put  in  force  while 
the  rest  of  it  was  under  discussion.  And 
this  would  be  still  more  incorrect,  unfair, 
and  without  precedent,  when  the  part 
that  was  passed  was  to  affect  the  proce- 
dure of  the  discussion  upon  the  following 
part.  Did  anyone  ever  hoar  of  one  part 
of  a  Bill  before  Parliament  being  passed, 
and  then  put  in  force  to  affoct  the  dis- 
cussion upon  the  subsequent  clauses  of 
the  same  Bill  ?  He  thought  it  was  sufE- 
cient  to  state  the  case  to  show  that  the 
Amendment  was  a  reasonable  one  and 
ought  to  be  supported. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  surprised 
that  the  Government  should  not  have 
attempted  to  make  any  concession. 
Despite  what  had  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  the 
fact  stood  out  in  bold  relief  that  the 
Government  said  *'No."  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
also  spoke  with  a  somewhat  mild  man- 
ner; but  the  House  could  not  fail  to 
plainly  recognize  the  fact  that,  although 
the  debates  had  now  been  going  on 
for  a  fortnight,  not  one  solitary  conces- 
sion had  been  made,  and  not  one  single 
word  had  been  accepted  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  He  desired  to  call 
attention  to  a  matter  to  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  tlie  Member  for  Midhurst  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  had  already  alluded, 
and  that  was  that  the  Government  them- 
selves, in  explaining  the  proposals  before 

Sir  Henry  Uolland 


the  House,  had  repeatedly  and  steadily 
called  them  a  Code.    Was  it  not  utterly 
absurd  to  suggest — naj,  would  it  not  be 
ridiculous — that  in  an  Act  of  Parliament 
they  could  apply  as  existing  law  a  sectioa 
as  they  passed  it,  without  waiting  for  the 
passing  of  the  entire  Act,  and  until,  at 
all  events,  every  part  of  it  had  been  ooii" 
sidered  ?    Of  course,  these  ResolntioiiB 
were  not  embodied  in  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, though  they  constituted  the  most 
important  proposals  that  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  for  the  purposes  of 
legislation  during,  at  all  events,  the  last 
century.     Availing  themselves,  however, 
of  that  fact,  the  Government  were  now 
seeking    to     utilise    the     1st    Besola- 
tiou  for  the  conduct  of  the  subseqaent 
ones.     It  might  or  might  not  be  thai 
that  Resolution  would  be  applied.    The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secret ar}'  had  assured  them  it  waa 
to  the  last  degree  improbable  that  the 
1st  Besolution  could  be  applied  to  the 
later  ones  ;  but  at  the  same  time  it  was 
idle  to  suggest  that  they  were  not  bound 
to  be  very  careful  and  cautious  before 
they  allowed  the  1st  Kesolution  to  paai 
in  such  a  shape  as  to  guide  and  con- 
trol,  and  possibly  mutilate  the  subse- 
quent discussions.     The  2nd  Resolution 
was  one  that,  if  retained  in  its  present 
form,  would  be  strongly  and  hotly  con- 
tested, and  he,  for  one,  should  certainly 
fight  it  inch  by  inch.     There  were  two 
other  Hesolutions  that  must  necessarily 
occasion  the  greatest  differences  of  opi- 
nion, and  that  might  possibly  be  pressed 
resolutely  by  the  Government,  and  be 
just  as  resolutely  contested  from  that 
side  of  the  House.      Bearing  in  mind 
that  the  Government  had  not  yet  made 
any  concessions,  the  result  might  be  that 
warm  feelings  would  be  excited,  strong 
language  used,  and,  it  might  be,  em- 
bittered expressions    allowed  to  drop. 
Under  those  circumstances,  it  was  un- 
reasonable of  the  Government  to  aak  to 
be  entrusted  with  a   strong  and  keen 
weapon,   and  trust  to  their  good  faith 
not  to  use  it.     He  did  not  care  to  pry 
into  the  motives  of  an}'  Gt)vemment  or 
any  body  of  men.      Ee  was  willing  to 
take  them  at  their  own  estimate ;  and, 
therefore,  he  believed  that  the  Govern- 
ment was  actuated  by  the  very  best  in- 
tentions.    But  this  was  a  case  in  which, 
in  the  words  of  the  old  proverb,  **  It  was 
better  to  be  sure  than  sorry."    If  it  was 
not  intended  to  use  this  weapon  dnxing 
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the  diflcasaion  of  the  rest  of  the  Code,  if 
it  were  improbable  the  necessity  would 
■rise  owing  to  the  admirable  conduct  of 
the  Opposition,  surelj  it  would  be  a  very 
nnall  concession  for  the  Government  to 
■ooept  the  Amendment.  There  could  be 
no  reason  for  refusal,  unless  the  Govern- 
ment felt  bound  to  show  the  country  that 
ihey  were  determined  in  no  circum- 
stances to  make  concessions  to  the  Op- 
position. 

8iB  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gibson)  seemed  to  complain  of  the 
dulcet  tones  of  the  Prime  Minister,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  to  threaten  that  there 
might  be  some  strong  language  used  on 
the  other  side.  Well,  he  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  did  not  complain  of  strong 
language.  But  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  wrong  on  one  poiut.  He 
■aid  that  the  Government  had  accepted 
no  Amendment ;  but  the  fact  was,  they 
had  impartially  accepted  an  important 
Amendment  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey),  who  was  no 
lapporter  of  theirs  on  this  question,  and 
another  Amendment  from,  perhaps,  the 
greatest  master  of  the  arts  against  which 
this  Besolution  was  directed,  the  hon. 
and  lecumed  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton).  There  was  no  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  more  thoroughly  understood 
the  whole  subject.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  spoke  last  had 
given  the  Government  credit  for  the  best 
intentions,  and  he  (Sir  William  Har- 
oourt)  was  sure  that  was  entirely  reci- 
procated by  Government.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would,  however, 
allow  him  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  to  re- 
turn another  proverb,  and  to  say  that 
they  would  rather  *'  be  sure  than  sorry." 
It  was  true  that  he  (Sir  William  Har- 
court) had,  on  a  previous  occasion,  de- 
clared that  he  was  quite  sure,  from  the 
faith  he  had  in  the  good  conduct  of  the 
Opposition,  that  this  Rule  would  never 
be  employed  in  the  discussion  of  the 
Bules  which  were  to  follow  ;  but  when 
he  made  that  statement  he  did  not  think 
there  would  be  anything  like  Obstruc- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Opposition.  That 
assurance  had,  however,  been  shaken 
by  the  revelations  made  during  the  last 
24  hours.  If  the  House  accepted  this 
Amendment  they  would  condemn  all  the 
New  Bules.  lather  there  was  to  be 
Obstruction  or  there  was  not.  If  there 
was  to  be  no   Obstruction,   the   Hule 


would  not  apply ;  but  if  there  was  to 
be  Obstruction,  why  should  it  not  ap- 
ply ?  If  the  Speaker  should  say  that, 
in  his  opinion,  any  question,  under 
this  or  any  other  Kule,  had  been  ade- 
quately discussed,  and  that  there  was 
an  "  evident  sense"  for  its  being  closed, 
why  was  a  different  Bule  to  be  applied 
than  would  be  applied  to  all  the  other 
questions  which  would  come  up  in  the 
future  ?  To  admit  that  this  Bule  was 
not  to  apply  to  the  question  following 
that  now  before  the  House  would  be  to 
admit  that  the  Eule  would  prevent  fair 
discussion.  But  the  Government  did  not 
admit  that;  and  the  Opposition  could 
not  ask  them  to  admit  it.  So  far  from 
that,  the  Government  asserted  that  the 
Kule  would  admit  of  fair  discussion ; 
and,  if  that  was  so,  what  case  was  there 
against  the  Eule  being  applied  ?  With 
regard  to  the  argument  founded  upon 
the  Kules  as  a  Code,  he  would  point  out 
that,  although  all  the  Kesolutions  dealt 
with  one  general  question,  each  of  them 
dealt  with  a  separate  branch  of  the 
subject,  and  would  stand  upon  its  own 
merits. 

Mil.  BERESFOED  HOPE  said,  that 
when  he  listened  to  the  dulcet  tones  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  he  could 
not  but  think  that  his  speech  was  too 
pleasant,  and  that  he  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope)  must  be  in  the  town  of  Derby. 
In  fact,  he  fancied  he  was  listening  to 
the  strains  of  the  Pied  Piper  of  Hame- 
lin,  and  he  feared  where  he  might  be 
led  to.  They  must,  however,  look  at  the 
facts ;  and,  that  being  so,  they  could  not 
forget  that  these  Eesolutions  had  always 
been  placed  before  them  as  a  Code,  in 
the  common  acceptation  of  the  word,  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  friends  and  foes 
had  rivalled  one  another  in  attaching 
importance  to  their  results  as  a  whole, 
and  as  they  hung  together.  They  had 
been  pressed  forward  on  the  ground  that 
they  madt)  the  greatest  alteration  ever 
known  in  Parliamentary  Procedure.  It 
was  dinned  into  Members'  ears  that  these 
Eules  equalled  in  importance  any  Act 
of  Parliament,  and  transcended  very 
many;  and  yet  an  Act  of  Parliament 
never  came  into  force  until  a  fixed  day, 
and  sometimes,  if  it  was  a  Welsh  Closing 
Bill,  not  till  12  months  after  its  pro- 
moters intended  it  to  be  operative. 
The  argument  in  abatement  of  their 
being  a  Code  was  extremely  ingenious  ; 
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hut  it  was  far  from  convincing  to  Gen- 
tlemen on  the   Opposition  side  of  the 
House,  though,  of  course,  on  the  other 
side  it  was  duly   accepted.     II is  right 
hon.    and    learned    Friend    the   Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson)    had    pertinently   asked,  what 
would  be  thought  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment of  which  each  section  was  to  be- 
come operative  before  the  House  dis- 
cussed the  next  ?  Again,  what  objection 
could  there  be  to  declaring  that,  after 
tho  Code  had  been  passed,  it  should  not 
come  into  operation  for  a  certain  time  ? 
All  Acts  of  Parliament  had  fixed  upon 
them  the  time  at  which  they  should  be- 
come operative.     If  they  commenced  to 
put  sections  of  an  Act  of  Parliament 
into  operation  before  the  whole  Act  was 
passed,  it  would  be  an  absurdity  and 
scandal  which  would  raise  the  indigna- 
tion of  all  sensible  people.     This  was  a 
Session  in  which,  he  contended,  it  was 
above  all  necessary  that  the  Business 
for  which   Members   were  now   called 
together  should  have  a  full  and  fair  dis- 
cussion.    They  had  all  left  the  delights 
of  the  country  in  order  to  come  up  to 
town,  and  show  themselves  good  citizens 
by  devoting  themselves  entirely  to  this 
great  and  solemn  debate.     There  were 
no  obtrusive  Committees  of  Supply  to 
intercept   its   majestic  and   continuous 
flow,     lieplying  to  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.   Gentleman  tho   Member   for  the 
borough  of   Cambridge   (Mr.    Shield), 
who    had   introduced    into    the   debate 
the  name  of  the    Speaker,    wliich    he 
had  no  more  right  to  do  than  that  of 
Her  Majesty,  he  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope) 
said  they  were  afraid,  not  of  the  Speaker, 
but  of  those  Gentlemen  who  would  try  to 
manufacture  tho  "  evident  sense  of  the 
House  "  by  acts  in  which  there  was  more 
evidence  than  sense.  AVhy  could  not  the 
Government  be  content  to  allow  the  lie- 
solutions  to  be  dealt  with  in  the  usual 
manner?     If,   in   February   next,  they 
were  able  to  put  upon  tho  Table,  along- 
side  tho  Mace,  tho  newly- forged  gag  of 
the  old  free  Parliament  of  Great  Britain, 
that  would  surely  bo  a  sufficient  triumph 
without  their  endeavouring  to  humiliate 
their  opponents  by  pressing  this  petty 
point. 

Mr.  GRANTHAM  said,  the  attitude 
of  the  Government  on  this  matter  justi- 
fied the  fears  of  those  who  thought  that 
the  cldture  was  to  be  put  in  acting, 
living  force  as  soon   as  possible.     He 

Mr,  Beresford  Mope 


thought,  however,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretaiy 
had  forgotten  the  fact  that  it  waa  quite 
clear  from  the  Bules  themselves,  asthej 
stood  on  the  Order  Paper,  that  this  vu 
not  an  independent  Besolution,  but  only 
one  of  several,  and  could  not  be  put  in 
force  by  itself,  for  they  were  numbered 
consecutively,  and  the  first  was  referred 
to  in  the  last.  No.  13,  which  declared 
that  the  seven  first  and  the  three  last  Be- 
solutions  should  be  Standing  Orders  of 
the  House;  and  his  (Mr.  Grantham's] 
contention  was  that  until  they  came  to 
tho  1 3th  Hule  the  discussion  on  the  1st 
was  not  completed.  One  portion,  ac- 
cording to  natural  interpretation,  could 
not  be  considered  complete  until  tbe 
whole  of  the  first  12  had  been  discuaaed, 
for  it  was  not  till  the  13th  had  been 
reached  that  it  was  intended  to  decide 
whether  this  and  the  earlier  ones  were 
to  be  Standing  Orders  or  not.  He  was, 
therefore,  much  surprised  to  find  that 
the  Government  had  intended  to  pat 
this  one  Eesolution  in  force  at  once.  He 
further  argued  that,  from  the  wording  of 
the  Hesolutions,  it  was  evident  that  those 
who  framed  them  had  not  contemplated 
putting  the  1st  into  operation  until  the 
whole  had  been  passed.  They  were  di- 
vided into  two  series,  and  the  whde 
plan  showed  that  they  were  originally 
intended  to  form  a  single  scheme. 

Captain  AYLMEH  said,  he  had  in- 
tended to  make  the  same  objectiona  as 
had  been  urged  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Sarrey 
(Mr.  Grantham).  He  questioned  whe- 
ther a  point  of  Order  ought  not  to  be 
raised  to  settle  whether  the  lat  Beaola- 
tion  could  be  enforced  on  account  of  the 
reading  of  the  13th,  which  distinct^ 
made  the  1st  a  part  of  the  whole.  B 
was  strange  that  the  Government  were 
so  little  in  accord  among  themselves,  for 
while  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  declared  that  the 
Itule  was  intended  to  apply  not  to  Ob- 
struction, but  to  foolish  debates  and  un- 
necessary verbosity,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  placed 
so  much  stress  upon  Obstruction  that  he 
had  used  tho  word  no  loss  than  10  times. 
In  tho  conduct  of  Bills  they  were  guarded 
against  undue  haste ;  but  here  was  a 
Kule  which,  if  passed  in  one  day,  wonld 
be  law  the  next  morning,  a  state  of 
affairs  which  ho  characterized  as  undue, 
unseemly  haste  on  tho  part  of  the  Go- 
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from  its  operation  with  the  view  of  ap- 
plying it,  when  it  was  passed,  to  all  the 
Buhsequent  Eules.  If  they  did  not  do 
so  he  would  he  driven  to  the  belief  that 
the  Qovernment  had  done  so  for  that 
unjust  and  iniquitous  purpose.  This 
Eesolution,  in  &ot,  was  the  head  and 
front  of  their  offending.  He  hoped  the 
country  would  distinctly  understand  the 
position.  Some  day  the  Eadicals  who 
now  bowed  down  before  the  Birmingham 
idol  would  remember  with  chagrin,  per- 
haps, that  the  Eules  of  Debate  had  been 
passed  by  means  of  the  1st  Eesolution. 
His  own  impression  was  that  it  would 
be  used  for  the  purpose  of  passing  those 
revolutionary  measures  towards  which 
the  Prime  Minister  was  hounded  on  by 
those  infuriate  and  insatiate  Eadical 
Members  behind  him.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  no  alternative.  He  (Mr. 
Warton)  did  not  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  wished  to  apply  the 
Eesolution  in  that  way ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  feel  that  if  he  did 
not  comply  with  the  wishes  of  the  De- 
mocracy, he  would  be  devoured,  like 
Anta3us,  by  his  own  dogs.  Moreover, 
they  had  absolutely  no  guarantee  that 
Procedure  would  be  the  only  Business 
during  this  Session ;  it  was  true  they 
had  the  pledge  of  the  Government,  but 
that  might  go,  as  their  pledges  had  gone 
before.  Indeed,  remembering  the  broken 
promises  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  the  Saturday  Sittings  last  Session,  he 
should  not  be  at  all  surprised  if  fresh 
legislation  were  introduced.  He  hoped 
they  would  not  find  out  that  the  1st 
Eesolution  had  been  put  forward  for 
any  tricky  purpose^ 

Mb.  E.  N.  FOWLEE  while  regard- 
ing this  Eesolution  as  the  death-knell  of 
freedom  of  discussion,  and  one  which  was 
strongly  objected  to  by  the  Conservative 
Party  and  by  many  Ministerialists,  said, 
that  they  were  prepared  to  approach  the 
subsequent  Eosolutions  with  every  desire 
to  give  them  a  candid  consideration.  He, 
for  one,  was  anxious  to  form  his  opinion 
on  the  subject  of  Grand  Committees  on 
what  he  heard  from  experienced  Mem- 
bers of  the  House.  It  therefore  ought 
not  to  be  possible  to  apply  the  eldture 
until  after  the  consideration  of  the  re- 
maining Eesolutions  to  be  proposed  by 
the  Government. 

Sir  GABEIEL  GOLDNEY  contended 
that  the  proposals  of  the  Government 
formed  a  Code,  of  which  no  part  ought 
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vemment.  There  were  some  of  the  Ee- 
solutions which  followed  to  which  he 
had  at  least  as  great,  if  not  a  greater, 
objection  than  he  had  to  the  1st,  espe- 
cially to  that  which  proposed  to  establish 
Grand  Committees.  If  Obstruction  were 
at  any  time  justifiable,  it  would  be  to 
the  Eesolution  which  established  those 
Grand  Committees ;  and  he  thought  any 
hon.  Member  who  valued  Constitutional 

Bovemment  would  be  justified  in  using 
bstruction  to  oppose  them.  It  would 
appear,  however,  as  if  the  Government 
wanted  the  remaining  Eesolutions  passed 
tinder  the  gag. 

Mr.  GEEGOEY  said,  he  should  not 
have  interposed  on  the  present  occasion, 
but  he  could  not  but  feel  that  the  Motion 
before  them  was  a  just,  relevant,  and 
pertinent  one  for  the  consideration  of 
the  House.  There  was  no  doubt  this 
was  a  great  and  serious  innovation  on 
the  principle  on  which  their  Business 
had  been  hitherto  conducted;  and  he 
ventured  to  suggest,  while  the  other 
Eules  were  under  consideration,  it  would 
be  fair  to  suspend  the  operation  of  this 
let  one.  He  must  deny  that  the  Oppo- 
sition had  in  any  way  obstructed  the 
progress  of  the  Eesolutions,  and  thought 
it  would  be  unfair  to  the  House  and  the 
Conservative  Party  to  assume  that  there 
would  be  any  hindrance  to  the  discussion 
of  the  subsequent  ones.  As  far  as  he 
was  individually  concerned,  he  had  never, 
in  the  least  degree,  offered  any  Obstruc- 
tion to  the  progress  of  Business,  and  as 
soon  as  these  Eesolutions  were  passed 
by  the  House  he  intended  loyally  to  ac- 
cept them ;  and  he  would  be  no  party 
to,  or  co-operate  in,  anything  like  Ob- 
struction, in  consequence  of  the  decision 
to  which  the  House  might  come.  Many 
of  the  subsequent  Eesolutions  he  cor- 
dially approved  of,  and  he  hoped  to  see 
them  adopted  by  the  House.  He  be- 
lieved that  a  large  number  of  those  who 
sat  near  him  entertained  similar  views, 
and  failed  to  see  what  reason  the  Go- 
Ternment  had  for  refusing  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  thought  that 
the  Government,  for  the  sake  of  their 
own  character  and  honour,  should  agree 
to  the  Amendment,  in  order  to  disprove 
what  appeared  to  be  a  very  suspicious 
circumstance,  and  something  bearing  the 
appearance  of  a  trick,  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  placed  this  Eule  in  the  fore- 
front and  refused  to  exempt  the  others 
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to  be  passed  inJepondently  of  the  re- 
mainder. It  would  be  one  of  the  strongest 
measures  over  adopted  by  any  Ministry 
to  take  one  part  of  the  Code  and  enforce 
it  against  the  other  parts. 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  the  Government  were  surround- 
ing the  House  with  trammels  in  such  a 
manner  as  would  gradually  deprive  the 
Opposition  of  all  their  powers  of  resist- 
ance, and  that  moment  would  probably 
be  the  last  when  they  would  be  able  to 
make  use  of  the  only  means  they  had 
hitherto  possessed  of  exercising  any  con- 
trolling influence  over  the  action  of  the 
Government.  It  would  be  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  that  in  the  early 
part  of  the  Session  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  had 
asked  the  Prime  Minister  whether,  when 
the  1st  Eesolution  was  passed,  he  in- 
tended putting  it  in  force  before  passing 
the  others  ?  Although  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  not  on  that  occasion  given  an 
explicit  reply,  he  had  carefully  avoided 
exciting  the  alarm  of  the  House  by  ad- 
mitting that  the  suspicion  was  well 
founded,  and  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  use  the  1st  Reso- 
lution to  pass  the  others.  Now,  how- 
ever, on  the  strength  of  their  majorities, 
they  had  thrown  off  the  mask,  and  now 
announced  that,  as  soon  as  they  got  this 
Resolution,  they  intended  immediately 
to  bring  it  into  operation  to  force  the 
other  Resolutions  through  the  House. 
He  had  no  doubt  the  same  tactics  would 
be  followed  in  regard  to  the  other  Reso- 
lutions. As  soon  as  the  new  one  was 
passed,  the  minority  on  his  side  of  the 
House  would  find  their  powers  of  resist- 
ance crippled,  and  that  power  gradually 
taken  from  them,  so  that  in  a  short  time, 
if  they  felt  disposed  to  offer  determined 
resistance,  they  would  find  their  Consti- 
tutioftal  power  to  do  so  gone,  and  their 
attempt  too  late.  [''Hear,  hear!"] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  cheered  that  statement ; 
and,  certainly,  nothing  could  be  more 
marked  than  the  contrast  between  the 
conciliatory  and  apologetic  tone  with 
which  the  Resolutions  had  been  first  in- 
troduced, and  tlie  aggressive  spirit  that 
was  now  displayed.  That  tone  would 
grow  fiercer  and  ijorcer ;  and,  before 
arriving  at  the  last,  they  would  feel  the 
whole  power  of  the  triumphant  majority 
put  in  force,  and  those  who  formed 
the  minority  would  be  wholly  power- 
less. 

JSir  Gabriel  Ooldaey 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  52 ;  Noei 
97 :  Majority  45.— (Div.  List,  No.  862.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again 
proposed. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  Mr. 
Speaker,  when  the  Notice  was  first  given 
of  these  Resolutions,  I  at  once  announced 
that  it  was  my  intention  to  oppose  the 
first  of  them.  That  is  now  a  fgoodmrnj 
months  ago,  and  much  has  happened, 
no  doubt,  since  I  gave  that  Notice ;  bnt 
I  may  say  that  never  at  any  time 
during  the  course  of  this  discussion  hiTe 
I  seen  any  reason  to  change  the  opinicm 
which  I  formed  of  this  Resolution  when 
I  first  heard  it  announced.  We  have 
heard  debates,  and  Motions  have  been 
submitted  to  us,  some  of  which,  in  my 
opinion,  might  have  modified  certain 
objections  I  take  to  the  Resolution.  I 
have  supported  the  Amendments  which 
have  appeared  to  me  to  have  had  that 
bearing;  but  all  through  the  discussiou 
which  have  taken  place,  I  have  felt  that 
wo  should  be  committing  a  worse  error 
if  we  passed  this  1st  Resolution.  Well, 
Sir,  I  rise  to  oppose  the  Motion,  and  I 
rise  with  no  little  feeling  of  embarrase- 
ment,  because  I  cannot  but  be  awan 
that  if  the  rejection  of  the  Resolation 
should  be  lost,  and  the  result  of  my 
opposition  to  it  should  be  such  as  recent 
divisions  lead  us  to  fear  that  it  may  be, 
this  is  probably  the  last  debate  thatviD 
take  place  in  this  House  under  our  oU 
conditions.  I  cannot  but  feel,  Sir,  that 
if  the  post  which  I  am  now  occupying 
had  been  filled  by  one  who  had  greater 
powers  of  addressing  himself  to  quei- 
tions  of  this  kind  than  I  have,  he  wonU 
have  dwelt  with  great  force  upon  the 
history  of  the  great  achievements  which 
this  House  has  effected  under  the  dd 
conditions,  subject  to  which  it  haa  00 
long  been  conducted.  Nothing  can  be  more 
remarkable  than  the  gpreat  advance  which 
the  House  of  Commons  has  made,  since 
the  early  historical  times,  from  the  poei- 
tion  of  an  Assembly  charged  with  little 
more  than  the  functions  of  gpranting 
Supplies  to  the  Crown  and  calling  atten- 
tion to  grievances  within  this  Kingdom, 
to  the  highest  position  in  the  adminii- 
tration  both  of  domestic  and  of  foreign 
and  Colonial  affairs,  and  claiming  and 
exercising  a  very  large  share  in  the 
Executive  power  of  the  country,  and  by 
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which  it  has  attained  a  poBition  not  only 
great  in  the  eyes  of  this  country,  but 
great,  incomparably  great,  in  the  eyes 
of  the  civilized  world.     The  House  of 
Commons  has  not  attained  that  position 
without  severe  struggles,  both  external 
and  internal.    We  have  had  to  struggle 
against  the  encroachments  of  arbitrary 
power;  sometimes  against  mob  tyranny ; 
and  sometimes  against  lethargy,    and 
even  corruption.     But,  sooner  or  later, 
the  HoQse  has  cut  its  way  through  all 
these  difficulties ;  it  has  purged  itself  of 
all  its  ill-humours,  and  it  has  defeated, 
at  the  same  time,  its  external  enemies 
by  the  use  of  the  same  weapon — its  free- 
dom of  speech.     It  is  that  freedom  of 
speech  we  are  now  called  upon  mate- 
nally  to  modify   and  abridge.     I  am 
unable  to  conceal  from  myself  that  in 
tildng  such  a  step,  whatever  may  be  the 
grounds  alleged  for  it,   and   whatever 
nay  be  the  consolation  administered  to 
VB,  we  are  taking  one  of  a  very  serious 
flbaiacter,  and  one  which  is  threatening 
the  very  life  and  power  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Gtrlow  County  (Mr.  Macfarlane),  the 
other  day,  in  explaining  why  he  voted, 
•omewhat  contrary  to  his  own  inclina- 
tion and  convictions,  against  the  propo- 
sal for  limiting  the  power  of  the  House 
in  this  matter,  said  he  did  so  on  the 
iune  principle  as  that  in  which  Samson 
is  said  to  have  pulled  down  the  Temple 
of  Dagon  on  himself.    I  almost  feel  in- 
cKned  to  borrow  an  illustration  from  the 
Mme  story,  and  to  say  that  we,  who 
have  shown  we  cannot  be  bound    or 
holden  by  thongs  and  cords,    are   in 
^ger   of   suffering    through    selling 
tte  very  secret  and  true  source  of  our 
■^length.    I  do  not  wish  to  offer  these 
observations  to  the  House  in  a  spirit 
nisrely  of  lamentation,  or  in  a  spirit  of 
ilarm;  but  I  am  anxious  to   take  this 

Sortunity  of  calling  the  attention  of 
House  and  of  the  country  to  the  real 
position  in  which  we  stand  ;  and  I  can- 
not but  hope  that  even  before  these  de- 
hates  finally  close,  some  effect  may  be 
produced  upon  the  mind  of  the  Govern- 
ment by  them.  After  all,  what  I  fear 
nost  is,  that  this  is  the  first  step  in  a 
rxong  direction,  and  though  its  effect 
naj  not  immediately  be  sensibly  per- 
leived,  it  will  not  be  very  long  before  it 
Mgina  to  manifest  itself.  I  do  not  deny 
hat  we  have  a  difficulty  to  deal  with ;  I 
lo  not  deny  that  the  House  is  afflicted 


with  a  disease  which  demands  our  con- 
sideration ;  but  what  I  say  is,  that  my 
impression  is  that  the  remedy  —  the 
course  we  are  asked  to  take — is  worse 
than  the  disease.  I  am  most  anxious  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  and  the 
country  to  the  consequences  of  the  step 
which  we  are  now  invited  to  take.  It  is, 
at  all  events,  a  gratification  to  find  that 
we  have  at  last  a  clear  issue  before  us. 
Early  in  the  year  —  in  the  month  of 
February  —  we  discussed  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott) ;  and,  upon 
that  occasion,  the  House  by  a  majority-^ 
not  a  very  large  majority  under  the  cir- 
cumstances— came  to  a  conclusion  which 
may  be  shortly  expressed  in  these  words 
— it  was  a  conclusion  to  give  the  majority 
the  power,  under  certain  circumstances, 
of  closing  a  debate.  Many  who  voted — 
certainly  some — in  the  majority  on  that 
occasion,  did  so,  I  believe,  with  a  reser- 
vation in  their  mind  that  they  would 
still  be  able  to  restrict  the  power  of  the 
majority,  by  requiring  one  that  should  be 
larger  than  the  mere  numerical  ma- 
jority. Well,  later  on,  after  other 
Amendments  had  been  disposed  of,  we 
came  to  an  important  decision  on  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gib- 
son), and  then,  by  a  larger  majority 
than  that  which  had  spoken  in  Feb- 
ruary, the  House  rejected  a  proposal 
which  would,  in  their  opinion,  have 
rendered  it  necessary  for  the  majority 
and  for  the  Minister  to  come  to  the 
Leaders  of  the  Opposition,  in  order  to 
put  into  effect  the  cldture,  if  it  were  de- 
sired. We  have  got  rid  of  one  of  these 
complications.  Hon.  Gentlemen  who 
may  have  voted  on  that  occasion  against 
the  two- thirds'  majority  were — some  of 
them  —  nevertheless  opposed  in  their 
hearts,  and  will  still  be  opposed,  I  hope, 
also  in  their  voices,  to  the  principle  of 
the  cldture  as  a  whole.  But  now  we 
have  come  to  the  question  of  the  el6ture 
in  the  form  in  which  you.  Sir,  have  put 
it  from  the  Chair,  and  that  is  to  permit 
the  House  to  close  the  debate  at  any 
time,  subject  to  two  limitations.  The 
first  is  a  limitation  with  regard  to  the 
number  of  Members  who  may  be  pre- 
sent and  take  part  in  the  vote.  That  is 
a  limitation  intended,  as  I  understand 
it,  to  guard,  not  so  much  the  rights  of 
small  minorities,   as  to  guard  against 

\;Fi/(eenlh  Ntg}ii:\ 


91 5    Parliament— Business  of  the    {COMMONS  |      muse—The  New  RuIh.     916 


Burprises.  The  second  limitation  is  the 
initiatiye  of  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman 
of  Committees.  With  regard  to  the 
limitation  of  Members,  it  is  a  misnomer 
to  speak  of  it  as  being  a  protection  to 
small  niinoritioa,  because  small  minori- 
ties would  find  that,  if  they  asserted 
their  rights  in  a  manner  disagreeable  to 
the  majority,  they  would  soon  be  swept 
out  of  the  way  by  a  large  majority ;  and, 
if  that  were  the  view,  I  w(mM  say  that 
it  was  an  entire  delusion,  and  that  some 
hon.  Grentlcmen  in  a  certain  part  of  the 
House,  who  have  been  very  much  ap- 
pealed to  on  the  ground  that  the  scheme 
of  the  Government  was  one  intended  to 
give  them  a  protection  which  we  should  not 
have  afforded  to  them,  have  been  much 
mistaken  and  misled  as  to  the  real  work- 
ing and  effect  of  what  is  called  the  pro- 
tection of  small  minorities.  But  I  admit 
that  the  provisions  are  valuable  in  an- 
other sense.  They  are  valuable,  because 
they  prevent  the  closing  of  a  debate  by 
a  surprise  in  a  very  thin  House ;  and 
if  tliat  limitation  can  bo  preserved,  no 
doubt  it  will  have  its  value  in  tlie  future 
on  that  account.  Then  as  to  the  other 
limitation  or  safeguard — namely,  that 
resting  on  the  initiative  of  the  Chair — I 
am  sorry  I  cannot  speak  of  it  with  the 
same  satisfaction.     Are  we  roallv  to  bo 

fuardod  by  the  initiative  of  the  Chair  ? 
'*  No,  no  !  "]  That  is  the  point  about 
which  I  confess  I  have  had  groat  doubts 
throughout,  and  those  doubts  have  been 
very  much  increased  by  the  discussions 
which  we  have  had  within  the  last  few 
days.  I  could  hardly  resist  the  logic  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  when  he  pressed  upon  us, 
the  other  day,  that  the  effect  of  the  words 
**  evident  sense  of  the  House*'  must  be 
such  as  practically  to  overrule  any  real 
decision  or  freedom  of  judgment  on  the 
part  either  of  the  Speaker  or  Chairman. 
Sure  I  am  that  if  this  principle  is  en- 
grafted into  a  system  of  working,  before 
very  long  it  will  be  found  impossible 
for  any  Speaker  or  Chairman  —  espe- 
cially anyone  elected  hereafter  under  the 
cloture,  and  who  may  not  have  the 
former  traditions  of  his  great  Office  to 
sustain  him — to  stand  up  against  a 
clearly-expressed  opinion  of  a  majority 
of  the  House.  I  do  not  at  all  fail  to 
recognize  the  value  of  that  little  sentence 
which  you,  Sir,  pronounced  a  few  hours 
ago,  and  which,  I  hope,  will  be  recorded 
and  remembered  in  the  House  —  that ' 

Sir  Stafford  Korthcote 


when  "  the  evident  sense  of  the  House  ** 
is  spoken  of,  the  expression  means  "the 
evident  sense  of  the  Hoase  at  large."  I 
hope  and  trust  that  these  words,  whicb, 
no  doubt,  will  always  guide  you,  Sir,  in 
the  application  of  this  Rule,  will  be  of 
RufHcient  force  to  bind  also  your  Succes- 
sors and  the  Gentlemen  who  may  occupy 
the  Chair  of  our  Committees.  But,  Sir, 
I  cannot  but  feel  that  that  is  a  veiy 
dangerous  and  unsafe  ground  to  Ftand 
upon,  and  that  when  the  times  come  to 
which  the  hon .  ^fember  for  Northampton 
looks  forward,  the  pressure  exercised 
will  be  such  that  the  initiative  willfiEuIe 
away  into  thin  air.  I  do  not  say  it  will 
be  nominally  abandoned,  but  that  it  will 
be  really  abandoned;  and  if  it  is  nomi- 
nally maintained,  while  it  is  really  aban- 
doned, we  shall  bo  in  a  worse  plight 
than  ever.  For  having  to  exercise  such 
a  power  nominally  and  not  really  will 
weaken  most  materially  the  general 
position  and  foundation  of  the  Chair,  and 
will  render  the  Speaker  and  Chairman 
less  able  to  do  what  they  are  now  able 
to  do  when  removed  from  the  field  of 
Party  strife.  And,  in  my  opinion,  one 
curious  circumstance,  I  venture  to  pre- 
dict, will  follow  from  such  a  state  of 
things.  Obstruction,  instead  of  being 
put  down,  will  bo  actually  encouraged; 
and  the  power  of  putting  down  Obstro^ 
tion,  which  now  resides  so  largely  in  the 
Chair  when  the  Chair  is  supported  bj 
tho  common  feeling  of  both  sides  of  the 
House,  will  bo  greatly  limited  and  di- 
minished. I  am  afraid  that  the  Eesola- 
tion  will  be  unable  to  put  down  Obstmc- 
tion  ;  and  I  am  not  sure  it  will  not  hare 
the  opposite  effect  to  what  is  intended, 
and  will,  to  some  extent,  have  the  effect 
of  stimulating  it  in  two  ways.  I  tbink 
that  the  irritation  which  would  be  caoied 
among  l^lembers  who  are  not  disposed 
themselves  to  be  obstructive,  but  who 
may  feel  themselves  put  down  in  a  man- 
ner which  is  unsatisfactory  to  them, 
may  lead  them  into  something  like  a 
half-sympathy  with  Obstruction  itself. 
I  think  also,  in  tho  next  place,  that 
relying  upon  the  cloture,  in  order  to  pot 
down  Obstruction,  will  have  the  mis- 
chievous effect  of  diverting  the  attention 
of  the  Government,  and  of  the  Leaden 
of  the  House,  from  the  real  causes  of 
the  difficulties  with  which  we  are  BU^ 
rounded  ;  for  it  appears  to  me  thai  we 
are  not  now  dealing  with  these  evils  with 
a  proper  diagnosis  of  their  causes.   I 
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doubt  yery  much  if  we  have  giyen  suffi- 
cient attention  to  that  which  is  one  of 
the  greatest  causes  of  the  difficulties  in 
which  we  find  ourselves.     I  mean  the 
want  of  proper  management  on  the  part 
of  those  who  arrange  and  conduct  the 
Business  of  the  House.     If  the  Govern- 
ment are  to  have  this  power  put  into 
their  hands  in  order  that  they  may  cut 
the  Gordian  knot  instead  of  trying  to 
untie  it,  I  am  afraid  the  efifect  will  be 
one  of  a  very  mischievous  character.    It 
18  impossible  not  to  think  sometimes  of 
the  strange  destiny  which  seems  to  dog 
the  footsteps  of  our  present  Government. 
First  of  all,  their  main  doctrine  at  one 
time  appeared  to  be  that  force  was  no 
remedy;  and  yet,  in  their  administra- 
tion in  Ireland,  in  Egypt,  in  every  part 
of  their  Administration,  and  in  the  Pro- 
cedure of  this  House  itself,  they  seem  to 
have  no  other  remedy  but  that  of  force. 
I  cannot  say  that  the  prospect  appears 
to  me  to  be  an  encouraging  one.  I  wish, 
however,  to  be  allowed  to  put  the  ques- 
tion from  another  point  of  view.     I  see 
the  noble   Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  is  here,  and  I  must  really 
apologize  to  him  for  again  referring  to  a 
speech  of  his,  to  which  he  gave  us  to 
understand  that  more  than  enough  re- 
ferences had 'already  been  made  ;  but  I 
allude  to  it,  because  I  do  not  very  well 
see  how  I  am  to  avoid  it.     Some  time 
ago  the  noble  Marquess  told  us  that  his 
great  object  was  to  provide  for  the  clos- 
ing of  certain  classes  of  debate  without 
the  necessity  of  having  recourse  to  the 
violent  and  unpleasant  measure  of  ac- 
cusing a  Member  who  might  be  carrying 
on  such  a  debate  for  the  purpose  of  Ob- 
struction.    The    other    day    the   noble 
Marquess  said  that  he  was  quite  right 
in    the    general   opinion   he  then   ex- 
pressed ;  but  he  feared  he  might,  per- 
haps, have    been    rash   in   giving  the 
illustrations  he  did  give.   I  do  not  think 
the  noble  Marquees  was  rash — at  least, 
I  think  we  are  all  very  much  obliged  to 
him  for  giving  those  illustrations,  be- 
cause otherwise  we  should  not  so  well 
have    understood    his    meaning.      The 
meaning  of  the  noble  Marquess  I  un- 
derstand to  be  this — that   his  present 
object  is  not  so  much  to  put  down  Ob- 
struction, as  to  put  down  what  I  may 
call  pertinacity.     He  mentioned  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eye  (Mr.   Ashmead-Bart- 
lett),   and  said  that  the  hon.  Member 
brings  forward  Motions  about  Central 


Asia,  and  that  we  do  not  want  to  listen 
to  them,  although  we  do  not  wish  to 
sentence  the  hon.  Member  from  exclu- 
sion from  the  House.  The  meaning  of 
the  noble  Marquess  is  that  if  there  is  any 
matter  brought  forward  by  any  Member 
of  the  House  which  is  disagreeable  to 
the  Government,  and  which  he  thinks  is 
disagreeable  also  to  the  majority  of  the 
House,  he  will  be  quite  justified  in  exer- 
cising any  influence  he  may  have  to  get 
that  Member  silenced  and  the  discussion 
put  an  end  to ;  not  because  he  is  ob- 
structing, for  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Eye  brought  forward  his  Motion,  not  for 
its  own  sake,  but  in  order  to  stop  some 
other  Business,  or  to  bring  discredit  on 
the  House,  he  would  justly  come  within 
the  penalty  of  Obstruction,  and  we 
should  have  nothing  to  say.  But  if  he 
brings  it  forward  as  a  matter  which  he 
believes  is  well  deserving  consideration, 
and  on  which  he  feels  that  he  ought  to 
say  something,  who  is  to  be  the  judge 
whether  or  not  his  pertinacity  is  justi- 
fiable ?  Who  is  to  judge  between  the 
hon.  Member  for  Eye,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr. 
Stansfeld),  or  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son),  or  any  other  Member  who  has  at 
heart,  and  who  wishes  to  bring  forward 
before  the  notice  of  the  House  any  sub- 
ject on  which  the  House  has  made  up 
its  mind  and  does  not  care  to  listen  to 
any  more  ?  I  say,  therefore,  you  are 
introducing  a  principle  which,  if  it  has 
full  play,  will  be  found  to  be  one  of  the 
greatest  possible  danger.  We  had,  the 
other  day,  an  interestingly  lucid  and 
candid  speech  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  I  am 
sorry  that  he  is  not  in  his  place.  I  should 
have  liked  to  ask  him  a  question  in  re- 
gard to  the  system  which  has  taken  hold 
of  his  mind,  and  in  the  prospect  of  which 
he  evidently  revelled.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said — 

"  You  ma^  dispense  with  all  debate  on  sub- 
jects on  which  the  country  has  once  made  up 
its  mind.  When  we  have  got  our  good  Demo- 
cratic Radical  Millennium,  we  shall  be  in  this 
condition — there  will  be  frequent  elections ;  at 
each  election  the  country  will  return  a  majority 
pledged  to  certain  measures ;  the  Minister  will 
receive  an  imperative  mandate  as  to  the  mea- 
sures he  is  to  promote,  and  the  Minister,  having 
so  received  that  mandate,  will,  of  course,  bring 
forward  those  measures,  and  it  will  be  absurd 
for  anyone  to  discuss  them,  because  they  will 
have  been  already  decided  upon." 

Half-an-hour,  I  believe,  is  all  that  out 
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of  his  extreme  good  humour — for  he  is 
a  man  of  g^eat  good  humour — he  would 
allow  the  Opposition  to  make  fools  of 
themselves  by  attempting  to  oppose  what 
has  been  decided.  Now,  lot  mo  take  an 
illustration.  I  may  be  rash,  like  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  ;  but  the  ques- 
tion I  want  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  is 
this — I  have  no  doubt  he  has  in  his 
mind  the  possibility  that  a  new  House  is 
thus  elected,  and  a  Minister  receives  an 
imperative  mandate  to  bring  forward  a 
measure  for  the  extension  of  tlie  county 
franchise.  That  is,  no  doubt,  one  of  the 
100  measures  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  and  others  sitting 
opposite  look  forward.  Well,  according 
to  his  doctrine,  the  Minister  will  bring 
forward  that  measure,  and  we,  after  our 
half-hour,  will  be  silenced  in  the  way 
of  saying  anything  further  as  regards 
criticism  upon  it.  liut  what  if  the  coun- 
try did  not  return  a  Minister  who  was 
pledged  to  bring  forward  the  extension  of 
the  county  franchise  ?  Suppose,  instead, 
the  country  returned  a  House  like  that 
which  was  elected  in  1874,  with  a  mandate 
in  a  directly  contrary  direction.  Would 
the  hon.  Gentleman  then  consider  that  his 
principle  applied,  and  that  under  those 
circumstances  half-an-hour  only  should  be 
allowed  to  anybody  to  plead  the  cause 
of  the  county  franchise,  and  that  we  should 
be  at  liberty  to  say — **We  will  shut 
you  up,  because  the  country  has  decided 
that  this  is  not  to  be  a  part  of  the  im- 
perative mandate  given  to  the  Minister 
to  be  carried  out  by  the  House?"  The 
matter,  I  think,  would  then  assume  a 
very  different  aspect  in  the  minds  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  and 
of  those  who  support  him ;  and  they 
would  be  the  first  men  to  get  up  and 
say,  if  the  cldture  was  proposed — '*  That 
is  not  a  question  which  you  have  a  right 
to  put.  We  are  here  charged  by  our 
constituents,  whatever  the  majority  of  the 
House  may  think,  to  put  forward  and  ex- 
press our  views  in  favour  of  this  mea- 
sure for  the  extension  of  the  county  fran- 
chise, and  you  have  no  right  to  silence  us 
by  the  voice  of  a  brute  majority."  I  do 
not  see  very  well  how,  logically,  you  can 
escape  from  that  conclusion.  I  can 
hardly  mention  the  subject  of  an  ex- 
tension of  the  county  franchise  without 
asking  you,  who  are  so  anxious  to  in- 
crease the  franchise,  and  bring  in  a 
large  number  of  electors — "Are  you 
going  to  tell  the  people  of  the^e  en- 
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larged  conBtituencies  that  you  cannot 
trust  their  Members  to  discuss  measurei, 
but  that  there  must  be  a  power  oif 
stifling  discussion  and  preventing  their 
taking  a  proper  part  in  debate  ?  "  The 
difficulty  is  in  where  you  are  to  draw  the 
line  and  to  say  where  free  debate  is  to 
close.  The  natural  desire  of  the  majo- 
rity will,  no  doubt,  be  that  of  desiring 
to  put  an  end  to  all  Obstruction,  as  it  ia 
called,  on  the  part  of  the  minority.  The 
tyranny  of  the  majority  is  a  very  awk- 
ward thing,  especially  if  the  majorityjba 
democratic,  as  the  history  of  the  French 
Hevolution  shows.  I  dare  say  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  here  may  have  met  with  the 
very  elegant  and  pretty  expression,  ''If 
dociliU  du  BSpuhticain"  It  was  much 
praised  at  the  time  by  distinguished 
Members  of  the  Eepublican  Party  in 
France.  I  am  afraid  that  that  is  whit 
we  shall  see  here,  and  that  there  will  he 
a  readiness  to  accept  the  mandate  of  anj 
power  that  may  bo  strong  enough  to  en- 
force its  will.  If  we  are  to  submit  to  soch 
a  tyranny,  what  will  be  the  effect  on  the 
character  of  this  House — what  will  be  its 
effect  on  those  who  are  desirous  to  express 
their  own  judgment  and  to  speak  their 
own  thoughts  ?  They  will  be  to  a  veiy 
great  extent  stifled.  There  is  nothing 
that  is  more  required  now,  under  the  nre- 
sent  circumstances  of  the  country,  tnan 
that  we  should  foster  and  encourage 
individual  courage  among  men  in  these 
matters.  There  is  plenty  of  what  nay 
bo  called  mock  courage — that  is,  of  men 
acting  together  and  supporting  one  an- 
other in  extreme  measures.  But  what  I 
moan  is  the  courage  of  individuals  who 
will,  in  small  minorities,  dare  to  stand 
up  against  the  demand  of  a  large  bodj, 
or  a  mob,  which  is  most  valuable— that 
is  the  kind  of  courage  in  which,  I  fear, 
we  shall  be  likely  to  be  wanting,  and 
which  you  will  discourage  by  the  mea- 
sures you  are  taking.  We  shall,  no 
doubt,  find  that  there  will  be  men  who, 
whatever  may  be  the  discouragement 
they  may  meet  with,  will  be  readj  to 
speak  their  minds  in  this  House;  hat 
with  regard  to  the  more  modest  and 
more  sensitive  men,  and  those  who  havo 
much  in  them,  which  it  would  be  dea^ 
able  to  draw  out,  but  who  are  easily 
repelled  from  bringing  it  forth,  I  «" 
afraid  you  are  doing  all  you  can  to  dis- 
courage and  silence  them.  I  may  he 
told  that  my  apprehensions  are  veiy 
much  exaggerated.     I  hope  they  are; 
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but  although  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
immediate  effect  of  this  measure  may 
be  so  bad  as  it  may  ultimately  become, 
yet  I  am  convinced  you  are  taking  a 
step  which  will  be  extremely  difficult, 
and  which,  if  not  possible  to  retrace, 
will  land  us  in  a  position  in  which  we 
iAibXL  not  be  able  to  stand.  We  shall  be 
obliged  to  fall,  or  to  go  forward.  I  look 
with  uneasiness  ujpon  what  I  must  con- 
sider the  unfortunate  auspices  under 
wbich  this  measure  is  brought  forward. 
It  is  not  a  measure  adopted  after  calm 
consideration  and  the  deliberate  advice 
of  leading  and  experienced  Members  of 
the  House  generally.  It  is  brought 
forward  and  supported  distinctly  as  a 
Party  measure.  Even  if  it  were  brought 
forward  after  calm  and  deliberate  con- 
sideration, I  should  have  felt  myself 
very  much  indisposed  to  incur  the  risk 
which,  I  believe,  attaches  to  it.  It  was 
asked  the  other  day,  from  this  side  of  the 
House — "Would  you,  the  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway,  have  voted  for  such 
a  measure  if  the  Conservatives  had 
brought  it  forward?''  And  the  answer 
retorted  was — **  What  would  the  Gen- 
tlemen on  your  side  have  done  if  a  Con- 
servative Ministry  had  proposed  it?" 
There  is  much  virtue  in  an  **  if ;  "  but  I 
may  say  that  is  exactly  the  thing  we 
are  not  likely  to  have  done.  For  myself, 
I  can  say  that  on  several  occasions 
during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament, 
when  I  had,  in  concert  with  my  Friends, 
to  consider  what  we  should  do,  I  always 
stood  firm  in  my  refusal  to  bring  for- 
ward such  a  measure.  I  know  quite 
well  there  are  those  who  have  not  scru- 
pled to  garble  my  words  and  have  given 
them  an  exactly  opposite  meaning  to 
that  which  they  intended  to  convey.  I 
stated,  it  is  true,  on  one  occasion,  that 
unless  certain  steps  were  taken  there 
was  no  other  remedy  left  but  eldiure  to 
stop  Obstruction;  but  they  stopped  there, 
ana  represented  me  as  approving  of  that 
measure,  excluding  altogether  the  fact 
that  I  went  on  in  the  next  sentence  to  say 
that  I  hoped  that  was  a  measure  that 
would  never  be  adopted ;  and  I  retain 
the  opinion  which  I  held  then,  and  held 
in  common  with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
high  in  authority,  who  have  now  come 
forward  as  supporters  of  the  cldture. 
But  it  is  a  question  how  and  in  what 
spirit  this  proposal  is  made.  I  say  it  is 
made  in  a  spirit  of  Party  zeal,  and  it  is 
mftde  almost  or  quite  avowedly,  not  for 


the  purpose  of  putting  down  Obstruction, 
but  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  Liberal 
legislation.  I  cannot  but  feel  that  in 
adopting  this  Hesolution  we  shall  be 
placing  ourselves  in  the  position  of  pro- 
moting Party  interests  and  Party  faction ; 
and  I  venture  to  say  that  an  Assembly 
which  makes  itself  the  tool  of  faction, 
and  which  tramples  on  a  minority  in- 
doors, will  before  long  find  itself  the 
victim  of  a  majority  out-of-doors. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  addressed  the 
House  at  the  final  stage  of  the  debate 
upon  this  Resolution,  with  his  usual 
moderation 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
beg  pardon  for  one  moment — lam  taking 
a  very  great  liberty  ;  but  there  was  one 
other  point  which  I  think  a  very  cardi- 
nal and  vital  point,  and  which  I  omitted 
to  mention.  I  forgot  to  state  that  we 
have  to  consider  the  bearing  of  this 
Resolution  on  the  other  Resolutions. 
Some  time  ago  I  said  —  and  I  have 
stated  it  more  than  once — that  the  other 
Resolutions  of  the  Government  were 
Resolutions  which,  with  some  modifica- 
tion, might  be  accepted,  and  might  do 
much  to  effect  the  object  which  the  Go- 
vernment profess  to  have  in  view.  In 
saying  that,  I  do  not  refer  to  the  second 
portion  of  the  Resolutions,  dealing  with 
Grand  Committees,  which  require  special 
consideration ;  but  I  wish  to  say  that 
with  regard  to  the  other  Resolutions, 
their  acceptability  would  be  materially 
qualified,  and  must  be  materially  quali- 
fied, by  the  passing  of  this  Resolution. 
The  general  character  of  this  Resolu- 
tion is  to  limit  the  number  of  oppor- 
tunities for  debate.  We  might  be  pre- 
pared to  limit  those  opportunities,  [if  de- 
bate is  to  be  full,  and  to  adopt  the  other 
Resolutions,  if  it  was  not  passed ;  but 
the  case  is  materially  altered  if  it  be 
adopted.  I  thought  it  best  to  mention 
this,  in  order  that  there  might  be  no 
misapprehension  hereafter. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  was 
about  to  say  that  in  the  tone  of  his 
speech  the  Government  had  no  reason 
to  complain  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  addressed  the  House  with  that 
moderation  which  always  gives  great 
weight  to  his  remarks.  He  said  that 
this  measure  was  introduced  as  a  Party 
measure.  In  one  sense  of  the  word  that 
is  true ;  but  in  another  sense — that  is, 
the  malignant  sense  of  the  word — I  en- 
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tirelj  deny  it*.  The  Resolution  was  in- 
troduced as  a  Party  measure .  in  this 
sense — the  Government  introduced  it 
on  their  own  responsibility  it  is  true. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  at  the  very  com- 
mencement of  these  discussions,  ex- 
plained why  that  was  necossarj'.  Many 
attempts  have  been  made  to  improve 
the  conduct  of  Business  in  this  House 
by  Committees  and  by  other  measures 
by  which,  without  pledging  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Government,  something 
like  a  general  arrangement  was  arrived 
at.  All  those  attempts  successively  have 
failed ;  and  feeling,  as  wo  did,  that  so 
serious  a  matter  deserved  an  immediate 
and  speedy  decision,  we  felt  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government,  upon  their  own 
responsibility,  to  make  proposals  to  the 
House.  When  the  Government  makes 
proposals  to  the  House  on  any  subject, 
it  is  extremely  likely  they  will  be  op- 
posed by  the  Party  opposite.  No  man 
has  a  right  to  complain  of  that.  But  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intends  to  say 
that  this  measure  was  introduced  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  triumph  to  one  par- 
ticular Party,  either  in  the  present  or 
the  future,  that  is  the  greatest  mistake, 
and  I  entirely  deny  it.  I  say  that 
such  never  was  our  intention,  and  never 
could  have  been  the  effect,  unless  we 
are  to  assume  that  one  Party'  is  per- 
petually to  occupy  the  place  of  power. 
It  is  quite  plain  that  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  does 
not  believe  that ;  and,  therefore,  I  again 
claim  credit  for  the  Government  having 
made  this  proposal — whether  it  be  a 
wise  or  an  unwise  proposal — in  no  par- 
tizan  spirit,  but  from  a  deep  conviction 
that  it  was  the  best  and  the  only  plan 
which  could  give  back  to  the  House  due 
control  over  the  proceedings  of  the 
House,  and  enable  it  to  conduct  the 
affairs  of  the  country.  We  have  been 
discussing  the  Motion  that  is  now  be- 
fore the  House  many,  many  times,  for, 
in  point  of  fact,  everyone  must  feel  that, 
from  the  moment  this  Besolution  was 
plaoed  before  the  House,  the  whole 
question  of  the  cldture  has  been  at  issue 
upon  every  Amendment.  Now,  Sir,  I 
do  not  say  that  in  any  impatience  of 
debate  upon  this  proposal.  I  say  it 
rather  to  apologize  for  having  very  little 
myself  to  add  to  the  discussion.  Indeed, 
everything,  I  think,  that  can  be  said 
upon  this  subject  has  been  said  over  and 
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over  again.  I  think  that,  well  and 
clearly  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  put 
the  position  of  himself  and  bis  Friends, 
we  must  all  acknowledge  that  the  argu- 
ments which  he  adduced  were  not  novel 
at  all  in  this  debate.  Therefore,  I  do 
not  intend  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  at  any  length.  I  should  like  to 
answer  a  challenge  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  threw  out  the  other  daj, 
when  he  said  he  did  not  think  I  had  my 
heart  very  much  in  these  Eesolutioni. 
He  was  good  enough  to  say  that  I  had 
a  pride  and  pleasure  in  debates  in  this 
House.  So  I  have  ;  but  it  is  because  I 
have  a  pride  and  pleasure  in  thorn  that 
I  wish  the  debates  in  this  House  to  be 
restored  to  what  I  recollect  them,  when 
discussion  really  was  free,  and  when 
small  minorities  did  not  usurp  the  whole 
time  of  the  House,  so  that,  in  point  of 
fact,  freedom  of  discussion  had  become 
impossible.  The  right  hon.  and  leaned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni▼e^ 
sity  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  spoke  of 
the  House  as  having  ''grown  with  our 
growth,  and  strengthened  with  our 
strength."  I  wish  I  thought  it  was  lo; 
but  within  my  experience  of  the  House 
I  have  not  observed  that.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  influence  of  the  Honee  ii 
being  dwarfed  by  our  g^wth  and 
enfeebled  by  our  weakness,  and  thai 
the  country  has  recognized  that  its 
influence  is  falling  with  the  nation. 
Then  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the 
late  Home  Secretary  ( Sir  K.  Assheton 
Cross)  was  good  enough  to  tell  a  stoiy 
of  mine  again.  I  frankly  admit  that 
there  are  difiiculties  in  dealing  with 
a  Highland  stream,  with  a  lady,'  or 
the  House  of  Commons,  to  the  extent 
that  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that 
we  should  take  some  measure  to  con- 
trol them.  It  has  been  said  sometime! 
that  we  on  this  side  of  the  House 
have  not  been  opposed  to  Obstraction, 
and  that  we  have  not  aided  in  patting  it 
down.  Well,  Sir,  on  that  subject  atlMst 
my  **  withers  are  un wrung."  [/roJiiW 
Opposition  cheer s,'\  I  am  glad  that  ia  re- 
cognized by  Gentlemen  opposite,  who 
are  great  authorities  upon  the  subject. 
Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  finding 
himself  in  difficulties  some  three  or  four 
years  ago  in  conducting  the  Business  of 
the  House,  difficulties  for  which  he  now 
charges  us  for  being  more  or  less  re- 
sponsible, came  down  to  the  Hoase  with 
remedies  which  he   proposed ;   and  I 
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criticized  those  remedies,  thinking  they 
were  too  feeble.     I  remember  that  the 
pzopoeal  was  to  suspend  a  Gontlemau 
who  had  offended  twice  for  a  single  day 
and  so  on.    I  said  I  thought  that  a  Gen- 
tleman who  defied  the  authority  of  the 
Ohair  three  times  ought  to  be  suspended 
for  the  rest  of  the  Session.     The  real 
truth  is  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  a  remedy,  but  it  was  an  in- 
efFwtual  remedy ;    and  nobody  will  say 
fhat  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  in 
fower  and  had  his  own  remedy  to  work 
viih  he  would  be  able  to  carry  on  the 
Bndness  of  the  House.    I  said  that  the 
Bules  he  proposed  were  ineffectual  for 
that  purpose.     If  it  be  the  fact  that  the 
quantity  of  Business  has  increased,  is 
increasing,  and  ought  to  be  diminished, 
the  question  is,  what  are  the  remedies 
▼e  are  to  employ  ?    Some  Gentlemen 
opposite  have  repeated  over  and  over 
•gam  that  we  want  to  silence  the  Oppo- 
lition.   I  suppose  as  Gentlemen  say  it 
that  they  believe  it.     To  me  it  is  in- 
credible.   I  never  was  so  astonished  in 
my  life  as  when  I  heard  the  hon.  Mem- 
bnfor  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope] rise  in  his-  place  and  say  that  this 
"Besolution  is  directed  against  the  Tory 
P^,  and  it  is  directed  against  me." 
I  am  sure  my  hon.  Friend,  if  he  will 
•llow  me  to  call  him  so,  was  sincere ; 
hut  does  he  really  believe  that  it  is  the 
intention  and  object  of  this  Eesolution 
and  of  Gentlemen  sitting  upon  these 
Benches  to  silence  him  ?    [^Mr.  E.  Stak- 
Bon :  As  one  of  the  Opposition.]  Why, 
there  is  no  man  in  this  House  to  whom 
the  Hoase  listens  with  greater  pleasure. 
Does  my  hon.  Friend  really  believe  that 
when  he  desires  to  address  the  House, 
ud  intimates  that  he  has  something  to 
add  to  the  debate,  you.  Sir,  will  be  of 
opinion  that  the  subject  has  been  ade- 
quately discussed,  or  that  the  *'  evident 
Mnae  of  the  House  "  is  that  the  debate 
should  be  closed  ?  K  that  be  the  opinion 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  it  seems  to  me  that 
he  is  affected  by  ''the  fears  of  the  brave 
and  the  follies  of  the  wise."     No,  Sir  ; 
that  is  not  the  object  of  this  Eesolution, 
and  if  I  believe  in  the  sincerity  of  your 
assertion,  I  ask  you  to  believe  in  the 
sincerity  of  mine.    We  may  be  wrong 
is  to  the  methods ;  but  as  to  the  objects 
we  are  entitled  to  some  credit  when  we 
affirm  that  we  have  no    such  desire. 
What  we  do  desire  is  some  method  of 
eeonomijdn^  the  time  of  the  House.    In 


the  conduct  of  all  business,  if  you  are 
to  deal  with  it  effectually,  you  must  ap- 
portion the  time  according  to  the  object 
you  have  in  view.  What  is  the  fact 
now  ?  Has  the  House  the  means,  as  I 
am  sure  it  has  the  will,  to  use  its  time 
to  the  best  of  the  public  advantage  ?  Can 
anyone  upon  either  side  honestly  say 
that  this  is  so  ?  Is  it  in  the  hands  of 
the  overwhelming  majority  of  the  House 
on  both  sides  to  dispose  of  its  time  ? 
You  know  that  any  handful  of  men  can 
prevent  you  from  using  the  time  of  the 
House,  can  determine  that  the  time 
of  the  House  of  Commons  shall  be 
wasted  upon  some  trivial  subject,  and 
that,  consequently,  no  time  shall  be 
left  for  the  discussion  of  more  important 
subjects.  There  is  not  a  man  opposite 
who  has  not  suffered  from  that  as  much 
as  we  have  done.  You  know  perfectly 
well  at  present  under  the  existing  Hules, 
and  I  am  sorry  to  say  the  existing  prac- 
tice, the  House  has  no  control  over  its 
own  time  to  apportion  it  to  the  public 
advantage.  If  time  is  the  most  valuable 
commodity  of  all  to  an  individual,  so  it 
is  to  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
necessity  of  some  Hule  of  this  kind  had 
become  apparent  even  in  the  time  of  Lord 
Eversley.  There  was  not  the  same  pres- 
sure then  as  now;  but  now  that  the 
necessity  has  arisen  we  must  address 
ourselves  to  the  remedy.  You  expect 
Parliament  to  do  a  great  work,  and  you 
allow  the  machine  to  run  to  waste,  to  be 
employed  upon  objects  which  are  not 
worth  employing  it  upon,  and  you  do 
not  employ  it  upon  the  objects  most 
deserving  of  your  labour.  Every  year 
the  country  is  requiring  Parliament  to 
do  more,  and  every  year,  unfortunately. 
Parliament  does  less  rather  than  more. 
I  do  not  say  that  you  consciously  deceive 
yourselves  upon  this  matter.  But  what- 
ever may  be  the  case  within  these  walls, 
I  venture  to  say  that  outside  the  walls 
the  matter  is  thoroughly  well  under- 
stood, that  the  country  knows  perfectly 
what  the  mischief  is  from  which  we  are 
suffering,  and  that  it  is  against  that  mis- 
chief alone  the  efforts  of  the  Govern- 
ment are  directed.  But,  then,  in  the 
course  of  this  debate  some  objection  has 
been  taken  on  the  ground  that  we  had 
rsaid  that  this  Kule  was  not  directed 
against  Obstruction,  and  yet  we  used 
Obstruction  as  a  means  of  passing  it. 
Now,  there  is  an  ambiguity  in  the  word 
''  Obstlruction,"  and  the  fallacy  lies  ia 
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that  aiubip^uitj.  You  may  have  Ob- 1 
Btruction  of  different  kinds.  First  of  all, 
in  the  most  popular  sense  of  the  word, 
there  is  a  wilful  and  perverse  waste  of 
time,  a  delay  of  Business  simply  for  the 
purpose  of  delay,  that  sort  of  desperate 
resistance  to  a  single  Vote  of  which  we 
have  seen  examples.  A  desperate  re- 
sistance twice,  at  least,  has  only  been 
overcome  by  action  on  the  part  of  the 
authorities  which  has  been  characterized 
as  a  coup  d'itat.  That  shows,  at  all 
events,  you  may  be  obliged  to  resort  to 
a  coup  d^itat  as  long  as  Parliament  has 
no  regular  way  of  dealing  with  its  own 
time,  or  overcoming  obstacles  of  that 
description.  Most  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  say  they  are  against  that  kind  of 
Obstruction,  and  that  they  would  be 
willing  to  deal  with  it.  The  noble  Lord 
below  the  Gangway  (Lord  Handolph 
Churchill)  does  not  say  so  ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  recognized  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  condemns  Obstruction 
of  that  description.  However,  it  is  not 
only  necessary  to  know  the  view  of 
Phoebus  Apollo,  but  of  Phooton.  In  the 
words  of  Prior,  he  may — 

"  Obtain  the  chariot  for  a  day 
And  set  the  world  on  fire." 

The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock tells  us  he  is  not  against  Irish 
Obstruction ;  he  approves  of  it ;  he 
thinks  it  is  a  thing  we  require  to  en- 
courage. He  is  altogether  against 
Hibernian  lawyers  who  sit  upon  the 
Front  Bench  ;  but  he  is  as  thick  as  pos- 
sible with  Irish  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway.  He  says  he  regards  Ob- 
struction as  a  safety-valve.  In  that  I 
fear  there  is  a  confusion  of  ideas,  for  I 
always  thought  a  safety-valve  was  some- 
what different  from  Obstruction.  That 
is  one  of  the  rival  policies  among  the 
Conservative  Party  in  dealing  with  this 
matter.  But  besides  this,  the  more 
familiar  kind  of  Obstruction,  there  are 
other  kinds  to  which  likewise  this  Reso- 
lution is  addressed.  You  may  have  con- 
duct which  does,  in  fact,  obstruct  Busi- 
ness, and  which  consequently  is  as  much 
Obstruction  as  the  other  sort.  That  is 
the  Obstruction  against  which  this  Ileso- 
lution  is  clearly  directed.  Anything 
which  wastes  the  time  of  the  House,  any- , 
thing  which  leads  to  that  which  is  beyond 
adequate  discussion,  is  a  thing  against 
which  thisHesolution  is  directed.  Any- 
thing beyond  adequate  discussion  is  Ob- 
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struction,  whatever  the  motive  or  the 
source    from  which    it  may    origintte. 
Now,  it  is  extremely  difficult  to  deal 
with,  because  it  is  very  Protean  in  iti 
structure.     We  are  very  familiar  witk 
what  is  called  the  "  block  "  sjrstem.   I 
do  not  mean  the   system  so   skilfoUj 
carried  out  by  the   hon.   and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton),  but 
the  system  of  discussing  the  most  trivial 
measures  in  the  world  at  extreme  length, 
not  on  account  of  the  measure  itod( 
but  to    prevent   other  measures   from 
being  discussed  ;  that  is  Obstruction  of 
the  very  worst  description,  because  it  ii 
a  most  unjustifiable  waste  of  the  time 
of  the  House.     It  is  against  waste  of 
that  description  that  this  Resolution  ia 
directed ;   because  when  a  measure  of 
small  importance  and  trivial  character 
is  discussed  day  after  day  and  week  after 
week,  not    upon   its  own   merits,  but 
simply  for  the  purpose  of   preventing 
other  measures  from  being  discussed, 
that  is  one  of  the  worst  forms  of  Ob- 
struction, and  if  the  House  sees  that 
this  is  being  done,  it  would  be  justified 
in  saying — **  We   have  discussed  this 
measure  long  enough,  let  us  pass  on  to 
another."  That  is  common  sense.  Other- 
wise, what  would  happen  ?    You  have 
three  measures  which  might  be  fairly 
discussed  in  three  or  four  months,  and 
what  is  easier  than  to  take  one  of  these 
and  spend  the  whole  four  months  upon 
it  ?  [Lord  Bandolpu  Ciiukghill  :  Hear, 
hear!]     The  noble  Lord  cheers.    I  do 
not    know    whether   ho   is    really  op- 

Eosed  to  this  Hesolution,  except  that 
e  has  argued  in  a  self-contradictoiy 
way,  not  exactly  seeing  with  which  hone 
he  is  going  to  win.  The  other  day  he 
urged  the  Conservative  Party  not  to  be 
so  suicidal  as  to  refuse  the  e!6iur$,  be- 
cause, as  he  said,  **  when  we  come  into 
Office  we  shall  want  it.  Let  us  have 
a  real  cidture,  so  that  we  may  caxry  oar 
measures  of  Tory  Democracy."  Then, 
why  is  he  against  the  eldture,  and  in 
what  other  way  does  he  expect  to  be  able 
to  carry  his  measures  of  Tory  Demo- 
cracy ?  Coming  into  Office,  he  is  going 
to  carry  these  measures,  and  he  cannot 
tolerate  a  two- thirds'  majority,  beoanae 
that  would  obstruct  and  impede  his  pro- 
jects ;  but  if  he  is  to  have  no  ddtun,  I 
do  not  understand  how  these  great  mea- 
sures are  to  be  rushed  through  by  the 
noble  Lord.  The  real  question  befoM 
us  is,  is  the  House  to  have  power  to  dis* 
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pose  of  its  time  or  not ;  and,  if  not,  who 
i«  to   determine  how  the  time  of  the 
House  is  to  be  laid  out  ?    I  do  not  think 
I  am  stating  a  very  extraordinary  propo- 
sition when  I  say  that  on  this  point  the 
majority  ought  to  decide,  and  that   for 
this  purpose  the  majority  does  mean  the 
House  of  Commons.  When  you  say  "  the 
House  of  Commons"  has  done  this  or 
that  you  mean  the  majority ;  when  the 
House  conducts  its  Business  you  mean 
the  majority  does  so.    And  why  ?    Be- 
cause, as  my  noble  Friend  said  the  other 
night,  the  country  holds,  and  must  hold, 
the  majority  of  the  House  of  Commons 
responsible  for  the  conduct  of  its  Busi- 
ness.    Indeed,  no  one  else  can  possibly 
be  responsible  for  it.     Whichever  Party 
himishesthe  majority,  there  is  the  body 
of  men  whom  the  country  has  a  right  to 
hold  responsible.     The  House  decides 
by  a  majority  upon  all  great  questions, 
and,  above  all,  the  question  of  the  order 
of  its  proceedings.     It  decides,  for  ex- 
ample, whether  a  particular  Order  of 
the  Day  shall  have  precedence ;  whether 
it  shall  sit  on  Saturdays,  and  so  forth. 
And  I  was  quite    astonished  to   hear 
an  hon.   Member  on  the  Front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  say  that  such    questions 
are  decided  by  general  consent.    No- 
thing of  the    kind  happens;  the  ar- 
rangement is  made  by  the   majority; 
and  that  must  necessarily  be  the  case, 
because  if  the  country  turned  round  on 
the  House  and  asked  the  Government 
"  What  have  you  done  with  our  time  ?  " 
we  could  not  go  to  the  country  and  say 
— "  We  were  willing  to  use  your  time 
to  the  best  advantage,  but  the  minority 
would  not  let  us."     What  an  answer  is 
that  for  the   majority  to  make  to  the 
country?      The  right  hon.   Gentleman 
does  not  attribute  much  importance  to 
the  safeguards  we  have  provided.     Let 
m%  say  from  what  point  of  view  I  regard 
them.      In  my  view,   the  Speaker    is 
placed  as  a  sort  of  assessor  and  mode- 
rator over  the  majority  in  this  matter. 
It  has  been  said  over  and  over  again 
that  there  used  to  be  an  honourable 
understanding  with  reference  to  the  con- 
doet  of  the  Business  of  the  House,  when 
the  minority  agreed  with  the  majority 
that  the  time  had  come  for  deciding  the 
qoestion  under  discussion.     Unhappily, 
that  is  no  longer  to  be  relied  upon.  [An 
hon.  Membbe  :  Why  ?]  Well,  look  back 
ttf  the  last  two  or  three  years.     I  have 
described  the  position  that  the  Speaker 
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holds,  in  my  opinion,  and  I  do  not  see 
how  the  duties  of  an  assessor  and  mode- 
rator can  bo  better  performed  than  by 
the  Speaker.     Well,  you  also  say  that 
you  contend  for  freedom  of  discussion.  I 
say  that  we  are  for  freedom  of  discussion 
as  much  as  you.     ["No!"]     Yes,  wo 
are.     Why  should  we  not  be  ?     Who,  I 
should  like  to  know,  has  had  the  best  of 
freedom  of  discussion  in  this  country  for 
the  last  50  years — is  it  the  Conservative 
or  the  Liberal  Party  ?     Depend  upon  it, 
all  the  measures  we  have  carried  against 
your  resistance  have  been  obtained  by 
freedom  of  discussion.     Why,  you  had 
possession  of  all  the  fortresses  of  the 
country,  and  we  stormed  them  by  free- 
dom of  discussion.     We  shall  use  free- 
dom of  discussion  yet.     What  you  want 
is,  not  freedom   of  discussion,  but  the 
power,  even  if  the  Speaker  decides  that 
the  discussion    has   been  adequate,    of 
preventing  the  Question  from  being  put. 
You  are  contending,  not  for  freedom  of 
discussion,  but  for  a  veto  on  Business. 
You  contend  for  the  right  avowed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell),  and,  I  understand,  approved 
by  the   noble  Lord  the    Member    for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
— a  right,  if  you  choose,  to  defeat  any 
measure  by  a  minority,  however  small, 
even  if  that  measure  be  supported  by  a 
majority,  however  largo,    p*  No,  no !  "] 
That  is  the  issue,  and  that  power  you 
cannot  deny  can  be  exercised  under  the 
existing  Hulos  of  the  House.     There  is 
no  dispute  about  it ;  that  can  at  present 
be  done,  and  that  is  the  real  issue  here 
— the  right  of  the  minority  to  prevail 
over  the  majority.  [**  No,  no !  "]    Well, 
it  cannot  be  settled  by  clamour.      I  did 
not  know,  when  I  used  that  expression, 
that  it  was  my  right  hon.  Predecessor 
(Sir  R.  Asshotou  Cross)  to  whom  I  was 
addressing  it.     I  say  your  objection,  in 
my  opinion,  is  not  to   silence;  that  is 
not  what  you  refer  to.  What  you  would 
demand   is,  that  you  should  have  the 
power  to  evade  defeat  by  delay,  if  you 
chose  to  exercise  it.  You  wish  to  reserve 
to  yourselves  the  power  of  preventing 
defeat  by  unlimited  delay ;  but  that  is 
not  a  legitimate  Parliamentary  object. 
We  |have  seen  the  power  claimed  and 
exercised  by  men  who   do  not  profess 
allegiance  to  this  Parliament ;  and  that 
is  one  thing  that  must  be  remembered. 
We  have   heard  a  great  deal  about  a 
reckless  and  unscrupulous  majority.  As« 
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sume  all  you  like  against  that  majority 
as  to  the  mischief  it  could  do.  It  is 
assumed  that  a  minority  can  never  he 
reckless  or  unscrupulous.  Why  should 
that  be  assumed?  And  what  is  the 
consequence  of  the  assumption  ?  Why, 
the  action  of  the  House  of  Commons 
may  be  entirely  paralyzed,  and  that  is 
not  a  question  for  the  Liberal  Party  or 
the  Conservative  Party,  but  for  the 
"whole  country,  in  whatever  hands  the 
Government  is.  The  rip^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  said  he  disapproved  of  the 
cldlurSf  but  thought  it  was  the  only  alter- 
native 

Sir  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE:  I 
said,  when  recommending  some  other 
measure,  that  the  only  alternative  would 
be  this. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAHCOUET  :  At  all 
events,  we  have  come  to  a  point  where, 
if  this  be  the  only  effectual  measure,  we 
must  employ  it.  I  admit  all  the  preju- 
dice against  it.  I  admit  I  would  far 
rather,  if  I  thought  it  possible,  adhere 
to  the  old  traditional  Eules  of  the  Ilouse 
of  Commons.  One  is  naturally  ex- 
tremely averse  to  touching  anything 
connected  with  an  ancient  institution 
like  this  House.  Therefore,  I  do  ask 
the  House  to  believe  that  I  have  no  rash 
desire  to  do  so ;  but  the  experiences  of 
later  years  of  this  Government,  and  of 
the  preceding  Government,  have  shown 
that  it  is  absolutely  indispensable  that 
a  remedy  of  this  description  should  be 
applied.  It  is  said  the  power  may  be 
abused.  So  it  may  be.  But  what  will  be 
the  consequence  ?  If  you  refuse  the 
power  you  will  reduce  the  House  to  a 
state  of  impotence.  There  are  powers 
vested  in  tlie  Crown  and  in  the  House 
of  Lords  which  might  be  abused  with 
the  most  mischievous  effect ;  but  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  do  not  propose  to 
take  them  away.  To  nearly  all  the  in- 
stitutions of  the  country  we  are  compelled 
to  trust  powers  which,  if  they  were 
abused,  would  produce  results  wo  should 
deplore.  Yet  that  is  not  a  reason  for 
refusing  the  powers  and  paralyzing  the 
Legislature  or  tlie  Executive.  You  must 
rely  for  the  use  of  tliose  Eules,  as  of  all 
the  rest  of  the  powers,  upon  the  good 
humour  and  good  sense  of  the  English 
nation,  as  represented  both  in  and  out 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  entertain  great  alarm 
upon  this  subject.  May  I  remind  them, 
without  offence,  that  they  have  enter- 
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tained  great  alarms  on  the  subject  of 
many  other   proposals    made   by  the 
Liberal  Party.     There  is  hardly  a  j^reat 
reform  which  has  not  inspired  yon  with 
alarms  which,  happily,  Have  not  been 
realized.     There  is  not  one  of  which  it 
was  not  said  it  would  produce  reralti 
disastrous  to  the   country  ;    and  thej 
have  not  followed.     Let  me  ask  the 
Leaders  of  the  Opposition  what  wonld 
be    their  position  if  they  had  to  take 
our  place  ?    They  might  find  some  dif- 
ficulty  if  they   could  not  always  rely 
upon  the  close  alliance   of  the  noble 
Ijord  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  and  the 
Friends  near  him.     Suppose  they  foand 
they  were  not  able  to  transact  the  neces- 
sary Business  of  the  nation,  as  they  hare 
found  before  ;  suppose  they  found  mino- 
rities had  very  different  objects  from  free- 
dom of  discussion  in  this  House,  and  were 
determined  to  paralyze  the  action  of  the 
State,    and  then   they  found    that  by 
voting  against  this  Eesolution  they  had 
deprived,  not  only  themselves,  but  the 
country  and  the  House  of  Common^  of 
the  means   of  doing  that    which  it  is 
their  clear  duty  to  do — what  condemna- 
tion would  be  too  strong,  what  remorse 
too  great,  feeling  that  they  had  brought 
(m  tliemselves  evils  against  which  they 
had  no  remedy  ?     That  is   a  situation 
which  is  quite  possible ;   you  may  take 
these  seats,  and  you  may  find  yourselves 
in  it.     We  cannot  accept  that  responsi- 
bility.    You  may  remove  us  from  these 
seats — that  would  be  a  circumstance  I 
should  not  personally  reg^t;   but  u 
long  as  we  occupy  these  seats  we  have  a 
duty  to  perform  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  to  the  country.     We  have  to 
propose  to  them  such  measures  as  we 
think  necessary  for  the  public  advan- 
tage  ;  and  we  have  to  endeavour,  aa  far 
as  we  can,  to  make  the  House  of  Com* 
mons  what  it  has  been  in  former  times 
— a  great  instrument  for  carrying  out 
the  will  of  the  nation. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  remarked, 
that  the  Home  Secretary  had  informed 
them  that  everything  had  been  said 
which  could  be  said  on  this  subject ;  and 
certainly  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman illustrated  that  statement  pretty 
well  by  the  speech  to  which  they  had 
just  listened.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  assured  them  that  the 
only  plan  which  could  be  devised  for  re- 
storing the  authority  of  the  House  was 
the  one  under  discussion,  and  he  had  em- 
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phaticall^   denied    that    the  power    of 
closure  was  to  be  used  for  silencing  the 
Opposition.     He  could  only  repeat  that 
hon.  Gentlemen    on  that    side  of  the 
House  had  no  doubt  that  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  present  occupants  of  the 
Treasury  Bench  so  to  use  the  power  ;  but 
they  could  not  by  any  possibility  answer 
for  those  who  would  come  after  them,  or 
for  those  who  would  occupy  the  Chair 
after  the  present  Speaker  had  resigned 
his  Office.   When  this  proposal  was  first 
brought  forward  he  thought  it  was  di- 
rected  against  the   particular  kind  of 
wilful  and  persistent  Obstruction  which  it 
was  more  necessary  to  stop  than  other 
forms  of  that  unfortunate  practice.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler),  however,  referred  to  the 
practice  of  making  Motions  and  keeping 
np  long  debates  on  comparatively  trivial 
questions  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
certain  measures  from  being  brought  on. 
He  believed  the  hon.  Member  alluded  to 
the  Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's 
Bister  Bill  as  a  cause  of  this  mode  of 
Obstruction.    The  argument,  he  thought, 
was  one  against  the  Half-past  1 2  o'clock 
Rale  rather  than  in  favour  of  this  Reso- 
lation.     It  might  be  fairly  argued  that 
elosure  would  be  inoperative  in  such  a 
case,  inasmuch  as  it  would  be  necessary 
to  allow  a  certain  time  for  the  discussion 
of  each  of  the  Motions  preceding  the  Bill 
objected  to.     Another  form  of  Obstruc- 
tion consisted  in  the  discursiveness  and 
length  of  speeches,  in  the  **  exuberant 
Terbosity"   of  some  Gentlemen.      But 
certainly  the  Liberal  Party  was  more  ob- 
noxious to  that  charge  than  the  Conserva- 
tives.    He  knew  that  figures  might  be 
made   to  prove  anything;  but,  at  the 
lame  time,  they  occasionally  formed  an 
instructive    study,  and    he    thought  it 
would  be  of  some  service  to  compare  the 
fpeeches  of  one  prominent  Member  of 
the  House  with  another.     He  had  taken 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  and  the  Prime  Minister, 
and   he   had    selected    the    volume  of 
Mansard  produced  in    1879,   from    the 
period  of  the  3 1st  of  March  to  the  8th 
of  May.     At  that  time  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  Leader  of  the  House  and 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter  was  but  a  private  Member.      He 
found  that  during  that  period,  exclusive 
of  the  Answers  to  Questions,  the  then 
Leader  of  the  House  occupied  71  columns 


in  Hansard,  while  the  Prime  Minister 
occupied  55  columns.  Then  he  had  se- 
lected an  analogous  period  in  1881  from 
March  26  to  May  6,  when  the  posi- 
tion of  the  two  riffht  hon.  Gentlemen 
were  exactly  reversed.  Then  he  found 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  occupied  31J- 
columns,  while  the  Prime  Minister  oc- 
cupied 139  columns,  or  nearly  twice 
as  much  time  as  was  occupied  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  in  a  similar  period  and 
under  similar  circumstances.  He  should 
say  that  both  these  periods  included  tho 
Budget  Statement  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  There 
was  the  Land  BUI.]  He  did  not  know 
how  that  was.  He  did  not  wish  to  say 
that  the  right  Gentleman  should  have 
curtailed  his  power  of  speech,  for  they 
were  always  delighted  to  hear  him  ;  but 
he  quoted  the  figures  as  showing  how  the 
time  of  the  House  was  sometimes  used. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  said  that  in 
other  countries  the  cldture  had  never 
been  abused.  But  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott)  had 
pointed  out  one  occasion  of  such  abuse. 
That  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said — 

**  I  have  heard  it  stated  in  America  that  if 
there  had  been  full  debate  the  Civil  War  would 
have  been  avoided." 

If  that  was  so,  it  was  a  striking  instance 
of  abuse.  Sir  Erskine  May,  too,  had 
pointed  ont  that  in  America  the  cldture 
had  been  found  ineffectual,  and  had  to 
be  supplemented  by  the  one-hour  Bule, 
under  which  no  speaker  whatever  was 
allowed  to  speak  more  than  one  hour. 
The  one-hour  Eule  had  been  found 
eminently  successful.  Much  had  been 
said  against  Obstruction,  and,  no  doubt, 
a  good  deal  of  what  had  been  said  was 
just ;  nevertheless,  it  should  not  be  for- 
gotten that  Obstruction  was  by  no  means 
a  new  practice,  and  that  there  had  been 
occasions  when  it  proved  to  be  anything 
but  an  unmixed  evil.  Such  an  occasion 
was  March  12,  1771,  when  the  minority 
divided  the  House  23  times  in  its  resist- 
ance against  the  proposal  to  punish  the 
printers  of  the  Debates,  and  when 
Burke  said  that  **  Posterity  would  bless 
the  pertinacity  of  that  day."  This  Rule 
was  now  avowedly  aimed  at  Obstruction 
in  the  shape  of  prolixity  and  discursive 
debating,  and  the  House  would  gladly 
welcome  some  reform  provided  it  did 
not  unduly  interfere  with  due  liberty  of 
speech  and  action.  The  present  pro- 
posal would  be  deleterious  to  the  excel- 
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lonce  of  Parliamontarj  legislation.  A 
good  deal  had  been  said  about  the  power 
of  public  opinion  to  prevent  the  impro- 
per and  tyrannical  use  of  the  ei6ture.  If 
that  was  true,  would  not  public  opinion 
be  equally  efficacious  in  preventing  the 
inconvenient  use  of  Obstruction  in  that 
House  ?  A  proof  of  the  indifference  of 
the  public  to  this  question  was  shown  in 
the  fact  that  on  no  occasion  during  the 
debates  on  the  c'dture  Rules  had  it  been 
necessary  that  balloting  should  be  re- 
sorted to  for  admission  to  the  Strangers* 
Gallery.  He  trusted  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  bring  his  great 
career  to  a  close  by  passing  a  restrictive 
measure  which  would  gfive  more  time  to 
the  House  by  the  sacrifice  of  the  free- 
dom and  independence  of  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— ( Viscount  Lymington,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjoui^ncd  till  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Tuesday,  1th  Nore.?i6er,  1882. 


Q  U  E  S  TI  0  N8, 

— •o.:o:*o» — 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)— THE 
SALVATION  ARMY. 
Dr.  CAMERON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
fact  that  certain  persons  connected  witli 
the  Salvation  Army  have  been  condemned 
to  fines  ranging  up  to  £3,  and  terms  of 
imprisonment  up  to  sixty  days,  by  the 
magistrates  of  Arbroath,  for  partici- 
pating in  a  procession  which  those  ma- 
gistrates, under  a  dormant  Scottish  Sta- 
tute of  1606,  had  proclaimed  as  an 
unlawful  convention,  and  that  an  appeal 
against  the  magistrates'  decision  has 
just  been  dismissed  by  the  Scottish  Jus- 
ticiary Appeal  Court ;  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
very  recently  pronounced  Salvation  Army 
processions  in  themselves  to  be  perfectly 
lawful  demonstrations ;  and,  whether, 
bearing  in  mind  the  circumstance  that, 
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until  judgment  was  pronounced  in  the 
present  case,  there  was  no  reason  for 
supposing  the  Scottish  Law  regarding 
such  demonstrations  to  difiPer  from  the 
English,  he  will  consider  whether  the 
sentences  in  these  particular  cases  should 
be  remitted  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  I  have  been  asked  by  mj 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Home 
Secretary  to  answer  this  Question.  At- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  case  to 
which  it  relates.  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
authority  for  holding  that  the  Statute 
referred  to  in  the  Question  is  dormant; 
but  I  do  not  find  that  the  Judges  of  the 
Court  of  Justiciary  based  their  Judg- 
ments upon  that  Statute.  I  understand 
them  to  have  held  that  the  magistrates 
had  the  inherent  right  and  power  to 
issue  and  enforce  such'  a  proclamation 
as  they  did  issue,  where  they  behoved 
that  the  proceedings  against  which  it 
was  directed  would  cause  a  breach  of 
the  peace.  It  is  the  fact  that  in  a  re- 
ported case  the  Queen's  Bench  Division 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  decided 
that  the  offence  of  holding  an  unlawfnl 
assembly  had  not  been  committed  by 
certain  persons  belonging  to  the  Salva- 
tion Army.  In  the  case  to  which  this 
Question  relates,  it  was  stated  that,  in 
point  of  fact,  the  processions  held  in 
Arbroath  had  a  tendency  to  cause,  and 
did  cause,  a  breach  of  the  peace.  It 
appeared  that  the  persons  convicted  had 
been  duly  warned,  and  I  do  not  find  in 
the  papers  any  evidence  that  they  weie 
ignorant  that  they  were  breakingthe  law. 
My  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  re- 
quests me  to  say  that  he  cannot  interfere 
in  the  case. 

EGYPT— THE  WAR  IN  THE  SOUDAX- 
BEITISH  VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr.  HEKBEHT  asked  the  Secretsiy 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  there  is  any 
truth  in  tho  report  that  has  appeared  in 
the  papers,  to  the  effect  that  British 
officers  and  men  are  being  allowed  to 
volunteer  for  service  in  the  Soudan? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  No,  Sir;  I  haw 
telegraphed  to  Sir  Archibald  Alison, 
and  he  informs  me  that  there  ifl  no 
foundation  for  the  report. 

EMIGRATION  TO  THE  COLONIES- 

THE  DEPOT  AT  PLYMOUTH. 
Mr.  STEWART  MACLIVEB  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Irade^  H 
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Its  is  aware  that  emig^antB  at  the  Emi-  about  a  month  since,  a  Tintern  police- 
gtation  Depot  at  Plymouth  are  fre-  man  tore  down  another  placard  calling 
qnently  detained  many  days,  occasion-  a  meeting  in  aid  of  evicted  tenants,  if 
ally  weeks,  before  embarking,  and  are  this  had  his  sanction ;  whether,  last 
restricted  from  leaving  the  establishment  summer,  a  circular  was  issued  by  bis 
(except  on  Sundays)  to  provide  requi-  authority  instructing  the  police  respect- 
sites  for  the  voyage;  and,  whether  he  tng  their  treatment  of  placards;  and, 
can  intervene  to  alter  the  present  ar-  whether  the  police  action  in  the  two 
nngements  ?  cases  now  referred  to  was  in  contraven- 

MB.  J,  HOLMS  (for  Mr.  CnAUBER-  tion  of  that  circular ;  and  what  notice 

LUir) :  The  Emigration  Depot  at  Fly-  he  will  take  of  the  matter  ? 

mouth  is  a  depot  in  which  emigrants.  Ma.  TREVELYAN :  I  find  that  the 

with  free  or  assisted  passages  for  the  placards  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member 

Australian  and  New  Zealand  ports,  are  were  taken  down  by  membera  of  the 

oollected  before  embarking.     I  am  in-  County  Wexford  Constabulary,   and   eo 

{armed  that  the  emigrants  usually  arrive  far  as  I  can  judge.   I  think  they  ou^ht 

on  Monday  and  embark  on  tlie  following  not  to  have  been  interfered  with.     The 

Wednesday  or  Thursday.   They  are  only  action  of  the  police  was  not  in  contra- 

ponnitted  to  leave  the  depot  on  showing  yention   of   the  instructions    issued    to 

good  cause  to  the  Colonial  Oovernment  them  recently  with  regard  to  placards, 

deapatching  officer — this  restriction  hav-  as  these  instructions  were  limited  to  the 

iag  been  found  necessary  to  keep  the  placards  relating  to  the  Labour  League 

emigrants  from  risks  of   infection  and  and  Shepherds'  Association.     I   am  of 

from  bad  company.     It  appears,  how-  opinion,  however,  as  I  stated  yesterday, 

ever,  that  the  omigranta  are  not  kept  in-  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 

doora,  but  have  ample  open  space  for  (Mr.   Sexton),  that  similar  instructions 

exercise  ;  and  the  time  that  intervenes  may  be   requisite    with   regard   to  the 

between  their  arrival  and  embarkation  placards  of  the  Irish  National  League, 

is  occupied  in  medical  examination,  veri-  and  I  have  therefore  given  orders  for 

fication  of  the  people,  and  examination  tbeir  issue. 

of  luggage,  &c.     The  rules  applicable  Mb.     HEALY    asked    whether    the 

to  theee  emigrants  are  not  made  by  the  police  would  be  ordered  to  restore  the 

Board  of   Trade,  but  by  or  with   the  placards? 

sanction  of  the  agent  for  the  respective  Mr.  TRE3VELYAN  thought  the  hon. 

Colonies  to  which  they  are  about  to  pro-  Member  exaggerated  the  power  of  the 

coed.     It  is,  I  believe,  a  part  of  the  eon-  Irish  Constabulary  if  he  imagined  they 

tract  into  which  the  emigrants  enter  that  could  put  up  the  placards  that  had  been 

they  shall  bo  at  the  depot  at  a  certain  pulled  down, 
dote;    and   no  complaint  has  reached 

the  Board  of  Trade  aa  to  their  treat-  pKOTECTION   OF   PERSON   AND   PKO- 

'"*°*'  PERTY    (IRELAKD)     ACT,     IBBl  — 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY—  EXTRA  ALLOWANCES  TO  PRISON 

REMOVAL  OF  NATIONAL  LEAGUE  WARDERS. 

PLACARDS,  AT  TINTERN,  CO.  WEX-  Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 

PQ^Q  tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

-mi     •nr^iitr      i_  1  .L     m. •  c  a  Whether  any  determination   has  been 

to  to  the  lord  L.eulm.nl  of  belaod,  ^^^  ^^^  ,„i,„  fo,  extra  doty  per- 

Whelher  the  MIowmg  notice  tf..  torn  ,„„,d'„„j„  ,1,,  Protection  of  Peraon 

down  bj  .  pohceman  .1  B  .  Leon.rd  ,  „j  p,„p„iy  (Mnnd)  Aot ;  it  »,  what; 

Ohapol/rintem,  county  Wexford,  th,.  ,h,„  ,hS  „i„'o,  will  b.  di.tribnted,  and 

**    '  how  allocated  ? 

••  IrUh  National  League !    A  meeting  o£  tho  Ha.  TREVELYAN :   I  have  iuflt  re- 

puiahiooerB  of  Tintem  will  be  held  at  Bally-  j  ^                         j^j    gubject  from  the 

cnllane,  on  SuDday,  November  filh  inatant,  at  "=■""»  ■^l^'"                       ■'i.-  l    t   u 

Itfd(H;k.forthBpuriK»eotoi?aDiriog8branoli  General  Prisons  Board,   which  I  have 

of  the  above  Aisocistion,  and  electing  a  com-  now  under  consideration.    Tho  Treasury 

BdttM.     Union  ii  strength.      Ood  save  Ire-  have  to  be  consulted  ;   and,  apart  from 

1"^;"  that,  I  cannot  admit  that  there  was  an 

if  ha  approves  of  this  action  ;  whether,  absolute  promise  in  the  matter. 


939                 n«  Iruh                     (COMMONS!  Land  CommiinM.         »40 

they  are  not  the  oonditions  under  Titicli 

AFRICA  CSOCTn)-ZULULAND-THE  he  U  to  be  tried. 

PAPERS.  Mr.  BOUKKE  :   WiU  thoM  tpeeiil 

8i»    MICHAEL    HICKS  -  BEACH  conditions  be  laid  on  the  T»ble  ? 

aaked  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stnte  for  Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  I  hiis 

the  Colonies.  When  any  further  Papers  already  read  them  at  length,  and  quoted 

on  the  affairs  of  Zululand  will  be  pre-  them  to  the  House. 
sented,  in  continuation  of  Sir  H.  Bui- 

wer'e    despatchea  of    Juno   lart ;    and.  CRIME  ([RELA3JD)-THE  LATE  ASSIS- 

whether  auch  Papers  will  include  a  full  8IXATI0NS  IK  THE  PH(ESIS  PABK 

statoment  of  the  arrangementa  for  the  -ARREST  OF  ONE  OF  THE  ASSAB- 

restoration  of  Cetewayo,  and  the  views  BINS, 

exproased  by  Sir  H.  Bulwer  on  the  sab-  Lobd    HANDOLPH    CHUECHttL 

ject,  in  order  that  the  House  may  be  in  asked   tho    Secretary  of    State  for  the 

B   position  to  fomi  an  opinion  on  the  Home  Department,  Whether  he  can  ic- 

polioy  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  Govem-  form  the  House  of  the  reasons  why  tlu 

meat  7  man  Westgate,  who  confessed  to  hiTiDi 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Yes,  Sir;  participated  in  the  assassination  of  Lord 

a  further,  and  I  hope  a  final  despatch  Frederick  Cavendish  and    Mr.  Burks, 

from  Sir  Henry  Bulwer,  giving  his  pro-  has  not  yet  been  brought  to  this  Conn- 

posals  for  the  settlement  of  Zululand,  try  for   trial ;    and,    what   courae  Her 

is  actually  on  its  way  to  this  country;  Majesty's  Oovemment  intends  to  ttk» 

and,  therefore,  until  it  has  arrived  and  regarding  him  ? 

is  considered  by  the  Government,  tho  Tna    ATTOHNET  GENERAL  (St 

Papers  cannot  he  laid  on  the  Table.     As  Henry  Jaiie's).  in  reply,  said,  that  tbns 

soon  as  that  has  happened  they  will  be  had  been  some  delay  in  the  mattsrof 

laid  on  the  Table.     I  cannot  promise;  bringing  thisman  Westgate  to  England, 

but  I  hope  they  will  be  laid  on  tne  Table  He  was  taken  in  custody  at  Jamtica, 

before  tho  end  of  the  Session.  and    before    he    could   be  brought  ts 
Dublin,  it  was  neceiaary  to  obtain  ■ 

EGYPT— TRIAL  OF  ARADI  PASHA.  warrant  from  Dublin,  and  also  evidsnw 

tlt      ■nriTTr.i-T'      i    j  *i.    tt  J      a  ^  identify  him.      That  evidence  oonld 

Mr.  BOURKE  asked  the  Under  Se-  ^,    ^^  obtained  from  the  cr«w  of  tli> 

cretary   of  State    for   Foreign   Affairs,  ^^^^^^  ;„  ^^^^^  ^^  g^ji^^  j^^  p^^lin. 

Whether  ho  will  lay  upon  the  Table  the  ^he  vessel  did  not  arrive  home  Ullth* 

Articles  of  the    Lgjptma   Code  under  nija^i^  ^f    October,   but    the  nocesMij 

winch  Arab.  Pacha. «  to  he  tried?  evidence  was   then  obtained.      Having 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Arabi  obtained  the  evidence  of  ideutificatioB,i 

Pasha  18,   we  understand,  to  be  tried  policeman  was  despatched    to  Jamuca 

under  special  conditions,  agreed  to  by  ^  ^^       jj^^   prisoner  to  this  countij, 

the    pnsoners      counsel     after    certain  ^„j  he   hoped    that    no    further  delij 

flpecial  modifications  have  been  intro-  ^^^i^  ^^^      ^         possible  investigt 

^uced  to  meet  Ihe.r  views     The  Art.,  tion  would  be  made  t^aacertain  if  lh« 

dea  .n  the  Ottoman  Penal  Code  quoted  „^^         foundation  for  tho  man's  sUt.- 

in   the   charges  will  be   fuund    lu   the  ^lents 

■^<?i»''''^°"  0";?'""*'  ^y  Aristarcbi  Bey.  Un.'  HEALY  asked  whether  the  hon. 

Mr.  BOURKE:   I  tlnnk  there  ore  and  learned  Gentleman's  attention  W 

only  two  Articles  mentioned    and  for  all  ^een  drawn  to  statements  in  the  DpbliD 

we  know  there  may  be  other  Articles  papers  to  the  effect  that  Westgate  wti 

under  which  the  pnsnner  may  bemads  a  harmless  lunatic? 

amenable.     Therefore,  I  hope  the  Go-  j^g   AiTORNEY   GENERAL  (Sir 

vernmont  will  see   tLoir  way    as  they  henry  James)  :  No,  Sir ;  I  never  r«ii 

have  interfered  with  the  trial,  to  lay  a  Dublin  newspaper. 
these  Articles  on  the  Table. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :   I  do 

not  think  flo,  because,  as  I  stated  before,  ™I^  I«'«H  LAND  COMMI38ION-TBE 

the  priaone;  is  to  be  tried  under  th^  BUB-COMMI  SSI  ONERS-MR.  HOPEE. 

spociol  conditions  agreed  upon  between  Mr.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Chief  8e- 

the  proeooutors  and  bis  own  counsel,  cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  It«- 

The  two   Articles   are  merely  quoted  ;  land.   Whether  Mr.  Suk-CommiMiona 
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Hoper  has  been  repeatedly  engaged  in 
litigation  with  his  Boscommon  ten- 
ants? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  I  have  tele- 
graphed  this  Question,  which  only  ap- 
peared this  morning,  to  Mr.  JRoper,  and 
he  replies  that  he  commenced  proceed- 
ings against  three  or  four  tenants  who 
owed  several  years'  rent ;  that  he  settled 
with  them,  and  that  he  is  on  the  best 
terms  with  all  his  tenants. 

EGYPT  (RE-ORGANIZATION)— THE 
DUAL  CONTROL. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  there  is  any  truth  in 
the  reports,  which  have  appeared  in 
various  journals,  as  to  negotiations  being 
carried  on  between  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  the  Government  of  France 
with  regard  to  the  re- establishment  or 
disestablishment  of  the  Dual  Control  in 
Egypt;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  in- 
form the  House  as  to  the  nature  and 
object  of  those  negotiations  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE : '  Confi- 
dential  communications  are  passing  be- 
tween the  English  and  French  Govern- 
ments with  regard  to  Egypt;  but  the 
declarations  made  by  the  I?rime  Minister 
on  the  first  night  of  the  present  Sittings 
of  the  House  must  prevent  my  making 
any  statement  with  regard  to  their 
nature. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
whether  these  communications  related 
to  the  Dual  Control  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  must 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  exercise  his 
own  intelligence  on  the  subject.  It  is 
not  nsual  to  make  statements  in  this 
House  in  regard  to  confidential  commu- 
nications which  are  passing  with  foreign 
Governments. 

SPAIN-INTERNATIONAL  LAW- 
SURRENDER  OF  CUBAN  REFUGEES. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
following  telegram  published  in  the 
"  Standard"  of  the  6th  instant:— 

''The  Cuban  refugees  arrived  here  on  the 
20th  of  August  by  the  English  steamer  '  Her- 
cules,' from  Tangier.  On  their  landing  the 
police  demanded  their  passports,  and  they  were 
without  any.  Then,  instead  of  refusing  them 
admission  to  the  garrison  in  consequence  of 
their  ha\ang  no  passports,  the  refugees  were 
placed  in  two  cars,  with  two  policemen  and  an 


inspector  of  police,  and  taken  to  the  English 
frontier,  where  they  were  compelled  to  dis- 
mount, and  were  left.  The  Spanish  officials, 
who  were  in  waiting,  arrested  them  imme- 
diately. A  witness  of  the  arrest  showed  me 
the  actual  spot,  which  is  within  twenty  yards  of 
the  British  sentry,  consequently  this  proceeding 
of  the  Spaniards  is  an  infringement  of  the 
neutral  zone  of  one  hundred  yards.  I  have 
spoken  to  the  Spanish  official  who  arrested  the 
refugees,  and  he  states  that  they  were  not 
handed  over  by  the  British  police,  but  simply 
turned  out  and  prevented  from  returning  to  the 
British  territory.  He  adds,  h6werer,  that  the 
whole  affair  was,  without  doubt,  previously 
arranged  between  the  British  and  Spanish 
authorities,  information  having  been  received 
at  Linea,  the  Spanish  frontier  town,  that  the 
refugees  would  be  expelled  from  English  terri- 
tory at  a  certain  hour,  in  consequence  of  which 
he  and  three  others  were  waiting  close  to  the 
English  sentries,  and  thus  effected  their  arrest ;" 

and,  whether  he  can  inform  the  House 
if  the  statements  contained  in  it  are 
correct  ? 

Sm  R.  A8SHET0N  CROSS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  statement  in  the 
**  Standard  "  newspaper  of  the  6th  in- 
stant is  true,  that  certain  Cuban  refugees 
were  taken  to  the  British  frontier  near 
Gibraltar,  and  prevented  from  returning 
into  British  territory ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther this  proceeding  was  the  subject  of 
any  previous  arrangement,  negotiation, 
or  discussion  between  the  Spanish  and 
British  authorities  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  As  to  the 
first  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question, 
if  he  will  do  me  the  favour  of  referring 
to  the  answer  I  gave  on  this  subject  a 
week  ago  he  will  see  that,  substantially, 
the  statements  made  in  this  communi- 
cation to  Ths  Standard  are  correct.  But 
as,  in  a  matter  of  this  importance,  one 
must  be  very  accurate,  I  would  say  we 
have  no  information  as  to  the  actual  place 
of  the  arrest  within  the  neutral  territory. 
But,  of  course,  the  important  part  of 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  that  which  is  the  principal  part  of 
the  Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross),  is,  whether  the 
Government  could  inform  the  House  if 
the  statements  contained  in  the  telegram 
— namely,  that  previous  communications 
took  place  between  the  Spanish  and  E^- 
lish  authorities — are  true  or  not.  We 
have  no  further  information  respecting 
that  than  we  had  when  I  previously 
answered  a  Question  on  the  subject  in 
the  House.  I  should  be  very  anxious  to 
answer  in  a  matter  of  such  serious  im- 
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portance  as  fully  .as  possible ;  but  I 
believe  the  House  would  think  it  wrong 
if  I  were  to  give  expression  to  mere 
opinion  on  the  facts  we  already  know 
when  we  have  asked  for,  and  expect  very 
shortly  to  receive,  a  full  statement  of  facts 
from  the  Governor.  Hon.  Members, 
no  doubt,  have  eeen  a  telegram  in  the 
newspapers  to-day  that  an  inquiry  had 
already  begun  at  the  Governor's  resi- 
dence; and  I  need  only  appeal  to  the 
character  and  position  of  Lord  Napier  to 
show  that  that  inquiry  will  be  an  ex- 
haustive one.  I  might  say  that,  in  order 
to  make  the  inquiry  accurate  and  full, 
the  Colonial  Office  telegraphed  the  para- 
graph that  appeared  in  27ia  Standard 
drawing  Xiord  Napier's  attention  to  this 
charge,  and  asking  him  to  answer  by 
telegraph  whether  there  was  any  founda- 
tion for  it  or  not.  I  need  only  add  that 
as  soon  as  we  receive  any  information  on 
the  subject  I  will  communicate  with  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  opposite,  so  that 
he  can  repeat  his  Question.  Before 
sitting  down,  I  may  just  say  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  will  not  shrink  from 
visiting  with  due  severity  any  person 
who  it  may  be  thoroughly  proved  or 
shown  has,  either  by  gross  negligence  or 
something  worse,  contributed  to  bring 
about  this  very  deplorable  error. 

Sib  B.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  Has  the 
Government  given  up  all  hope  of  getting 
the  men  given  back  by  the  Spanish 
Government  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  I  am 
afraid  that  it  would  not  conduce  to  the 
end  we  have  in  view  if  I  were  to  make  any 
statement  on  the  subject. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Has  any  representation  been  made  by 
the  English  Government  to  the  Spanish 
Government  with  respect  to  these  men  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  have  already  stated  to  the  House 
that  communications  have  passed  be- 
tween the  Foreign  Office  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  Spain  on  the  subject;  but, 
looking  to  the  extreme  gravity  of  the 
Question,  the  House  will  see  that  it 
would  not  conduce  to  the  end  we  have 
in  view  if  I  were  to  make  a  statement. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
On  what  day  were  despatches  sent  from 
the  Foreign  Office  instructing  our  Am- 
bassador to  make  representations  to  the 
Spanish  Government  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  will 
be  prepared  to  answer  that  Question  on 

Mr.  Evelyn  Aihley 


Thursday.  The  first  communication 
made,  as  announced  by  me  on  the  day 
it  was  made,  was  the  telegraphing  to 
Madrid  the  terms  of  the  reply,  given  on 
behalf  of  the  Colonial  Office  in  this 
House,  to  the  first  Question  asked  on 
the  subject. 

NAVY— BARRACKS  AT  PORTSMOUTH. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  proceed  with  the  construction  of  Naval 
Barracks  at  Portsmouth,  and  to  give  to 
seamen  of  the  Royal  Navy  at  that  Fort 
the  same  accommodation  as  at  Sheemess 
and  Plymouth  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  the  erection  of  the  barracks  had 
been  postponed. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  Wifl 
a  Vote  on  the  subject  be  asked  for  next 
year? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  Question  must  remain  until  the 
consideration  of  the  Naval  Estimates. 

EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITION)-RE. 
PRESENTATIVES  OF  THE  INDIAN 
CONTINGENT  —  VISIT  TO  THIS 
COUNTRY. 

Mr.  BUXTON  asked  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  India,  When  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  Indian  troops  lately 
oiigc^ed  in  Egypt  will  arrive  in  this 
Country,  and  how  many  native  officers 
and  men  are  expected ;  and,  what  steps 
have  been  taken  to  give  them  a  receptioD, 
on  their  arrival,  worthy  of  their  brilliant 
services  in  Egypt,  and  more  especially 
of  the  remarkable  march  of  their  Cavalry 
under  General  Drury-Lowe  from  Tel-el- 
Kebir  to  Cairo  on  the  15th  of  Sep- 
tember. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINQTON: 
The  Luiitania,  bringing  13  Native  com- 
missioned officers,  7  Native  non-commis- 
sioned officers,  and  10  or  12  orderlies 
of  the  Indian  Contingent,  is  expected  to 
arrive  in  Portsmouth  Harbour  to-mor- 
row morning.  The  principal  object  of 
the  bringing  of  these  officers  and  non- 
commissioned officers  to  this  country  is 
their  reception  by  the  Queen,  as  repre- 
senting tbe  corps  of  the  Indian  Army 
engaged  in  Egypt.  Although  the  de- 
tailed arrangements  are  not  yet  com- 
plete. Her  Majesty  has  been  graciously 
pleased  to  express  her  intention  to  re- 
ceive these  officers,  and  I  hope  it  may  be 
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WNBible  for  them  to  receive  the  medal 
Iff  the  campaign  at  the  hands  of  Her 
HaJMty.  This,  I  believe,  they  would 
winder  to  be  the  highest  honour  that 
MD  be  conferred  upon  them.  AU  the 
tmngements  for  the  reception  of  these 
dEcen  have  been  made,  as  far  as  possi- 
ble. A  suitable  house  has  been  retained 
Jbr  their  reception,  near  London,  at  Wim- 
bledoo,  and  General  Sir  Henry  Daly,  a 
diitiDgaished  Indian  officer,  having  a 
trett  acquaintance  with  the  Indian  Army, 
AMbeen  good  enough  to  promise  to  devote 
bistime  to  these  officers  during  their  visit. 
I  hare  no  doubt  that  it  will  be  within 
the  power  of  those  who  have  charge  of 
tbem  to  make  their  visit  not  only,  as  it 
ii  intended  to  be,  an  honour  to  the 
Army  to  which  they  belong,  but  to  make 
it  latisfaotory  and  agreeable  to  them- 
idfee. 

Colonel  STANLEY :  In  consequence 
of  that  answer,  and  bearing  in  mind 
what  was  said  in  1878,  may  I  ask  whe- 
thtt  it  would  be  necessary  to  ask  for  the 
hgialative  sanction  of  Parliament  for 
bnnging  a  detachment  of  Native  troops 
Irmq  India  to  this  country  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Ihe  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
vill,  perhaps,  give  Notice  of  that  Ques- 
tion. 

MB.aOEST:  Will  the  Indian  troops 
be  mbject  while  hero  to  the  provisions 
«fthe Mutiny  Act? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

STATE  OF  IRELAND-IMPENDING 
FAMINE-DISTKESS  IN  COUNTY  CLARE. 

Hb.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tiry  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  has  received  a  Copy  of  a 
Betolatibn  unanimously  passed  by  the 

Biardians  of  the  Corofin  (county  Clare) 
nion»  calling  attention  to  the  wide- 
Kad  distress  which  is  apprehended 
nghout  that  Union;  and,  whether 
AO  is  in  possession  of  official  information, 
^  respect  to  similar  warning,  con- 
ned in  a  Besolution  recently  passed 
Sr  the  guardians  of  the  neighbouring 
aion  of  Ennistymon,  and  in  other  do- 
eoments  which  have  been  laid  before 


(Whel  The  O'GORMAN  MAHON 
^tked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  a  Besolution 
Ptned  on  the  24th  of  October  by  the 
pardians  of  the  Ennistymon  Union,  re- 


lative to  the  distressed  condition  of  that 
part  of  the  county  of  Clare  ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Government  is  likely  to  carry 
out  the  suggestions  of  the  guardians  with 
regard  to  the  means  that  ought  to  be 
adopted  by  the  former  for  the  purpose 
of  adverting,  as  far  as  possible,  the 
threatened  calamity  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  I  have  seen  a 
copy  of  the  Resolutions  passed  by  the 
Guardians  of  the  Corofin  Union,  and  I 
communicated  with  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  Dublin  upon  the  subject 
last  evening.  To-day  I  received  a  tele- 
gram from  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Board,  in  reply  to  my  communication, 
stating  that  the  Resolution  adopted  by 
the  Corofin  Guardians  on  the  subject  of 
apprehended  distress  in  their  Union  had 
reached  the  Board,  who  have  instructed 
their  Inspector  in  charge  of  the  Union 
to  proceed  there  and  furnish  a  Report 
upon  the  subject  without  delay.  I  can- 
not, however,  expect  to  receive  his  Re- 
port for  a  few  days.  With  regard  to  the 
Ennistymon  Union,  I  perceive  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Colleague  of  the  hon. 
Member  also  puts  a  Question  to  me,  and 
I  may  answer  both  Questions  together. 
The  Resolution  of  the  Ennistymon  Guar- 
dians was  received  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  on  the  30th  ultimo ;  they 
at  once  directed  their  Inspector  to  pro- 
ceed to  the  spot,  and  inquire  into  the 
matter.  He  has  done  so,  and  his  Report 
was  received  this  morning  in  Dublin, 
and  comes  over  to  me  by  to-night's  post. 
I  understand  that  he  reports  that  the 
potato  crop  was  a  bad  one,  and  that 
there  will  be  a  scarcity  of  potatoes,  and 
that  want  of  employment  will  be  felt ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  says  that  it  can 
hardly  be  contended  that  the  resources 
of  the  Union  have,  up  to  the  present, 
been  seriously  drawn  on  by  the  expendi- 
ture for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  and  he 
thinks  it  premature  to  allege  that  they 
will  prove  insufficient  to  meet  prospec- 
tive expenses.  I  perceive  that  in  the  Re- 
solutions of  both  Boards  of  Guardians 
the  work  of  constructing  the  Ennis  and 
West  Clare  Railway  is  particularly 
urged,  and  I  am  asked  to  communicate 
with  the  Treasury  with  a  view  of  facili- 
tating whatever  loans  may  be  necessary. 
I  brought  the  matter  before  their  Lord- 
ships on  the  drd  instant,  and  I  propose  to 
supply  them  with  copies  of  the  special 
Report  made  by  the  Inspector,  which 
will  show  how  far  the  necessity  for  ex- 
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ceptional  measures  may  exist ;  but  be- 
yond this  I  cannot  interfere  with  their 
discretion  and  that  of  the  Board  of 
Works. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— IMPENDING 
FAMINE  —  DISTRESS    IN    THE   WEST. 

Mb.  PAHNELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  has  received  any  Beports 
from  the  Local  Oovernment  Board  in 
Dublin  as  to  the  probability  of  distress 
in  the  West  of  Ireland  this  winter ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  has  had  under  conside- 
ration any  steps  to  meet  that  distress, 
or  for  the  purpose  of  affording  employ- 
ment to  the  people  of  those  districts  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  have 
received  and  read  Beports  from  the 
whole  of  Ireland,  and,  of  course,  with  a 
g^eat  deal  more  interest  those  from  the 
West  of  Ireland.  No  day  goes  by  but 
some  communication  passes  between 
London  and  Dublin  on  the  subject.  As 
Inspectors  are  always  promptly  sent 
down  to  any  district  where  distress  pro- 
mises to  be  exceptionally  severe,  I  can- 
not doubt  that  the  Government  will  be 
informed  in  time. 

INDIA  (CHURCH  OF  ENGLAND)— THE 
BISHOP  OF  BOMBAY. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  had  the 
following  Question  on  the  Paper: — To 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  long  circular  issued  by  the  Bishop  of 
Bombay,  in  which  he  prohibits  the 
chaplains  and  other  clergymen  from  per- 
forming their  functions  in  accordance 
with  the  Law  of  the  land ;  whether  he 
has  received  any  complaints  of  the 
practical  inconvenience  which  has  been 
caused  in  Bombay  by  the  conduct  of  the 
Bishop ;  and,  whether,  since  the  Bishop 
receives  a  salary  from  the  Government 
of  India,  they  intend  to  take  any  steps 
in  consequence  of  this  circular?  In 
rising  to  ask  it,  the  hon.  Gentleman  ob- 
served that,  as  the  practice  of  reform- 
ing Questions  was  carried  so  far,  per- 
haps he  might  be  permitted  to  explain, 
although  he  did  not  complain  of  the 
wholesale  purging  of  his  Question,  that 
the  quotation  from  the  words  of  the 
Bishop  of  Bombay,  which  he  read  to  the 
House  yesterday,  had  been  suppressed. 

The  Makquess  of  HARTINGTON 
asked  the  hon.  Member  to  postpone  the 
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Question,  in  order  to  enable  him  to  ob- 
tain further  information  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  DALEYMPLE  asked  whether  it 
was  not  desirable  that  in  the  body  of  the 
Question  when  it  was  put  again  some 
reference  to  the  subject  should  be  men- 
tioned, rather  than  a  sweeping  assertion 
regarding  a  public  servant  of  the  Church 
of  England  and  the  Crown,  calculated 
to  prejudice  him  without  any  practical 
result  ? 
'  Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  Perhaps 
I  should  explain  that  the  words  cut  out 
were  the  main  and  definite  subject  of 
my  Question. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  asked  the  hon. 
Member  to  bear  in  mind  that  they  were 
not  all  Anglo-Indians,  and  hoped  his 
Question  would  be  framed  in  a  more  in- 
telligible manner. 

AFRICA  (SOUTH)— THE  TRANSVAAL 
Sib    MICHAEL    HICKS  -  BEACH 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  the  Commission 
appointed  under  the  Transvaal  CooTen- 
tion  to  settle  locations  for   the  natires 
within  that  State  has  yet  commenced 
its  work  ;  and,  if  so,  what  progress  hss 
been  made;    whether,  according  to  a 
scheme  sanctioned  by  Lord  Kimberlej 
early  in  July,  the  Goyemments  of  the 
Cape  Colony,    Transvaal,    and  Orange 
Free  State,  united  with  Her  Majestj^s 
Government  in  sending  a  force  of  mounted 
police  in  putting  down  the  aggression 
of  lawless  Boer  and  other  adventureis 
upon  the  friendly  chiefs  Mankoroam  and 
Montsioa,  which  appeared  likely  to  result 
in  the  establishment  of  a  new  Bepublie 
to  the  west  of  the  Transvaal ;  whether 
the  request  of  the  Transvaal  GK)Tem- 
ment,  that  their  boundary,  as  fixed  bj 
the  Convention,  might  be  extended  so  ai 
to  include  this  territory,  has  been  or  will 
be  complied  with ;  and,  whether  peace 
has  since  been  restored  there,  and  what 
is  the  present  position  of  the  chiefs  in 
question  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  The  Com- 
mission to  settle  the  Native  locstiont 
begun  its  sittings  on  the  2nd  of  October, 
at  Middleburg;  but  they  have  not 
made  much  progress  yet,  and  I  expeet 
the  events  on  the  North -East  Frontier 
will  probably  delay  them.  The  scheme 
alluded  to  has  fallen  through,  owing  to 
the  fact  of  the  Transvaal  Governmeot 
refusing  to  participate  in  it  as  well  as 
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{he  Orange  Free  State,  the  latter  re- 
hwig  on  the  ground  that  it  was  not 
Oonstitational  to  have  to  act  in  that 
Banner  outside  their  borders.  With 
iiterence  to  the  request  of  the  Transvaal 
Qofemment  that  their  territory  miffht 
le  extended,  that  request  has  been  dis- 
iu&j  refused  by  the  Secretary  of  State. 
luce  has  been  restored  there  for  a 
time;  but  I  am  afraid,  from  the  last  ao- 
eonnte,  it  is  likely  only  to  be  temporary. 
Iiafew  days  Papers  will  be  laid  on  the 
!hUe  which  will  give  all  the  informa- 
tien  sought  for  on  the  subject. 

8iB  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH; 
Ou  the  hon.  Gentleman  give  any  infer- 
Bitionwith  reference  to  the  events  on  the 
H<Rth-£ast  Border  of  the  Transvaal  ? 

Ml.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  We  have 
nedred  no  information. 

Mb.  OOBST  asked  whether  there 
WIS  reason  to  believe  that  the  Transvaal 
Chfemment  had  taken  any  steps  to 
|ment  lawless  incursions  upon  the  Na- 
tne  Chiefs  outside  the  Transvaal  terri- 

.  Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  That  is  a 
Cficolt  Question  to  answer;  but  the 
haa.  Member  will  see  all  that  has  taken 
fltee  in  the  Papers  to  be  furnished. 

THK  NEW   LAW   COURTS— THE 
APPROACHES. 

Mi.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  the  First 
Oommissioner  of  Works,  If  it  is  his 
btention  to  make  any  proposals  to  Par- 
.  liiment  for  the  improvement  of  the  ap- 
•  fRMuthes  to  the  New  Law  Courts,  and 
I  Mpedally  to  provide  for  the  removal  of 
'  ftt  block  to  the  thoroughfare  in  the 
'  Bfanad  caused  by  Holywell  Street  ? 

lb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE :  It  is  not 
fts  intention  of  the  Government  to  make 
iiy  proposal  on  this  subject,  as  it  is 
Mr  opinion  that  it  would  more  pro- 
pnly  fall  to  the  duty  of  the  Metro- 
tmuk  Board  of  Works.  I  have,  how- 
trer,  communicated  with  that  Board, 
ind  I  believe  they  are  now  considering 
fticheme  for  widening  the  streets  and 
improving  the  approaches  to  the  Royal 
Ooorts  of  Justice. 

RAILWAYS  (METROPOLIS)— WORK- 
MEN'S TRAINS. 

Kb.  FIKTM  asked  the  President  of 
tte  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  his  atten- 
fin  baa  been  called  to  the  serious  over- 
imwding  of  trains,  and  especially  of 
Virtmen's  trains,  on  the  various  Metro- 


* 
J 


politan  Lines  of  Railways;  and,  whe- 
ther, since  the  intention  of  the  Acts  of 
Parliament,  under  which  the  Metro- 
politan Railway  Companies  are  required 
to  provide  workmen's  trains,  is  imper- 
fectly carried  out,  when  a  small  number 
of  trains  are  run  at  inconvenient  times 
and  without  adequate  accommodation  for 
one-half  of  the  workmen  anxious  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  advantages 
granted  by  Parliament,  he  will  consider 
the  feasibility  of  dealing  with  this  mat- 
ter in  the  ensuing  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, either  by  special  legislation,  or 
by  the  introduction  of  Directory  Clauses 
into  any  Bills  which  may  be  promoted  by 
the  Metropolitan  Railway  Companies  ? 

Me.  J.  HOLMS  (for  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) :  The  attention  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  has  been  frequently  called  to  the 
overcrowding  of  ordinary  peusenger  trains 
on  the  Metropolitan  Railways ;  but  they 
have  received  no  information  as  to  work- 
men's trains  being  run  at  inconvenient 
times  and  without  adequate  accommo- 
dation. Should  any  representation  to 
this  effect  reach  them,  the  Board  of 
Trade  will  be  prepared  to  consider  what 
steps  can  be  taken  to  remedy  any  de- 
fects that  exist  in  the  present  arrange- 
ments. 

EGYPT— TRIAL  OF  ARABI  PASHA. 

Sir  HARDINGE  GIFFARD  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Khedive  of  Egypt 
issued  a  proclamation  in  July  last  de- 
claring the  reasons  for  the  dismissal  of 
Ahmed  Arabi  Pacha  from  the  Ministries 
of  War  and  Marine,  and  assigning, 
among  other  reasons,  for  such  dismissal, 
that  he  had  omitted  to  strengthen  the 
Egyptian  forts  so  as  to  resist  the  forces 
landed  to  effect  their  capture,  and  had 
allowed  British  troops  to  enter  Alex- 
andria without  firing  upon  them ;  and, 
whether  these  omissions  are  to  be  made 
the  subject  of  charge  against  Arabi 
Pacha  upon  his  trial  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
charges  against  Arabi,  as  communicated 
to  Her  Majesty's  Agent  by  the  Egyptian 
Government,  are  those  which  I  read  to 
the  House  on  Thursday  last. 

Sir  HARDINGE  GIFFARD  asked 
whether  the  Proclamation  did  not  con- 
tain the  two  allegations  mentioned  in 
his  Question  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
reason  why  I  cannot  give   a  definite 
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answer  is  that  there  are  no  such  words 
in  the  Proclamation,  and  it  is  a  matter 
of  inference. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— INFLICTION  OF  COR- 
PORAL PUNISHMENT  ON  ADULTS 
UNDER  THE  VAGRANT  ACTS  — 
SUBSTITUTION  OF  BIRCHING  FOR 
FLOGGING. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  proceedings  at  the  recent  Surrej 
Sessions  in  dealing  with  incorrigible 
rogues,  when  sentences  of  twelve  months' 
imprisonment,  and  twelve  and  twenty- 
four  strokes  with  the  birch,  were  passed 
upon  adults ;  and,  whether  there  is  any 
warrant  by  Law  for  such  sentences  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  (for  Sir  William  Har- 
oourt),  in  reply,  said,  the  Hotme  Secre- 
tary answered  a  Question  which  was 
almost  identical  last  Session.  The  power 
of  whipping  rogues  and  vagabonds  did 
not  exist  under  an  obsolete  Statute,  but 
in  5  Geo,  lY.  His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  could  not  give  any  reason  why 
this  sentence  was  not  generally  imposed. 
Inasmuch  as  it  was  a  lawful  sentence, 
in  the  discretion  of  the  Court,  he  did  not 
propose  to  interfere. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  said,  his  Question 
was,  whether  the  use  of  the  birch  rod  in 
place  of  the  cat  was  warranted  by  the 
Act  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman referred  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  asked  that  Notice  should 
be  given  of  the  Question,  for  he  really 
could  not  answer  it  offhand.  It  was  not 
a  pleasant  subject  to  deal  with. 

ABREARS  OP  RENT  (IRELAND)  ACT— 
THE  LAND  COMMISSION  COURT. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  Report  of  the  proceed- 
ings under  the  Arrears  Act  before  the 
Land  Commission,  in  the  **  Freeman's 
Journal "  of  28th  October,  where — 

''  In  the  case  of  John  Johnson,  tenant.  Gene- 
ral Irwin,  landlord,  Mr.  M^Gough  mentioned 
that  half  a  yearns  rent  was  paid  on  the  3rd 
May  1882,  which,  he  supposed,  the  tenant  would 
be  entitled  to  take  credit  for  under  the  Anrears 
Act: 

"  Mr.  Litton  said  he  (Mr.  M'Gough)  would 
have  to  exercise  his  own  discretion  in  that  case, 
as  the  matter  might  be  a  sabject  for  argument. 
If  he  found  on  investigation  that  he  had  lodged 
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too  little  by  taking  credit  for  payment  in  May, 
and  the  investigation  took  place  after  the  30th 
November,  the  tenant  would  be  left  out  in  tJbe 
cold.  This  was  another  of  the  ahortcomingi  of 
the  Act : 

"Mr.  Yemon  said  this  was  a  very  great 
danger  for  the  tenanta  to  run.  If  they  should 
be  under  the  impression  that  they  had  satisfied 
the  year's  rent,  and  it  should  turn  out  at  them- 
vestigation  to  be  held  after  the  30th  November 
that  they  had  not  legaUy  done  so,  they  would  be 
out  of  court  altogether;'*' 

and,  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  where 
the  tenant  claims  he  is  entitled,  in  ful- 
filment of  sub-section  (a),  section  1,  to 
have  rent  paid  in  1881  set  to  that  year, 
and  the  landlord  maintains  that  owing 
to  the  existence  of  a  hanging  gale  no 
rent  had  at  the  time  of  payment  become 
due  for  1881,  it  will  depend  on  the  es- 
tablishment or  otherwise  of  the  conten- 
tion as  to  the  hanging  gale,  whether 
sub-section  (a),  section  1,  has  been  satis- 
fied or  not ;  and  therefore,  as  this  is  a 
matter  for  the  Court  alone  to  decide, 
and  appeals  will  lie  first  to  the  Head 
Oommission  and  then  to  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  so  that  a  decision  cannot  be 
given  before  30th  November,  he  willaaj 
if  he  intends  taking  any  steps  so  as  to 
enable  tenants,  where  a  hanging  gale 
which  they  dispute  has  been  subse- 
quently established  to  amend  or  supple- 
ment their  payments  for  1881  after  No- 
vember SOth  ? 

Mr.    TREVELYAN:     Perhaps  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to  answer 
this  Question.    It  is  a  long  Question; 
but  I  think  it  is  quite  impossible  to  put 
the  case  so  clearly  as  the  hon.  Member 
has  put  it  with  the  omission  of  a  single 
word.     The  hon.  Q-entleman  has  cor- 
rectly stated  the  obligation  and  diffi- 
culties of  the  tenant  with  referenee  to 
what  payment  he  has  to  make  in  respect 
of  the  hanging  gale.  The  Irish  Qovem- 
ment  and  the  liand  Oommission  hare 
been  in  earnest  and  constant  oommani- 
cation  for  some  time  past  on  this  speciai 
subject.    A  good  deal  has  been  done, 
and  a  good  deal  will  be  settled  in  a  daj 
or  two  in  reference  to  the  matter.   On 
Friday  I  shall  be  able  to  tell  the  hoo. 
Member  how  it  is  proposed  to  meet  ^e 
emergency. 

Lord  KANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  u 
it  the  practice  of  the  Irish  Oovemmeot, 
after  the  Land  Commission  has  givsn  a 
decision  in  a  particular  case,  to  com- 
municate with  the  Land  Oommission  ai 
to  that  decision  ? 
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Uft.  TREVELYAN  :  This  is  entirely 
A  matter  of  administration,  and  not  of  a 
judicial  nature?  The  GK>vernment  have 
to  exception  to  take  to  the  judgment  of 
fte Commissioners,  who  are  expounding 
n  Act  of  Parliament ;  but,  in  conse- 
muDce  of  being  obliged  to  give  this 
JMgment,  the  Commissioners  found 
ftemselves  in  the  condition  which  ob- 
Kged  tbem  to  apply  to  the  Government 
1m  aasistance.  Besides  this,  I  may  tell 
fte  noble  Lord  that  the  Question  in- 
.folfes  the  salaries  of  public  officials, 
likiek  can  only  be  granted  with  the 
[  MBCtion  of  the  Treasury. 
^  Hr.  HEALY:  I  shall  repeat  my 
Oaottion  on  Friday. 

TABUAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
I  H0U8E-THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
\    CBDURE— STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

;     Mb.  J.  a.  TALBOT  asked  the  First 
Lori  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  before 
^fti  discussion  of    the  Besolutions  on 
;^llndiDg  Committees,  he  will  lay  before 
rAs  Hoase  any  proposeds  as  to  the  con- 
j^'inetof  business  in  such  Committees  ? 
Me.  GLADSTONE:    In  answer  to 
■J  kon.  Friend,   I  have  to  state  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  see  no  ne- 
•mitj  for  laying  down  any  proposals  as 
to  the  conduct  of  Business  generally  in 
neh  (Committees,  because  we  have  no 
Ambt  that  it  will  fall  under  the  general 
Boles  now  applicable  to  Select  Com- 
mittees. There  is  one  point  not  without 
ifliportanoe  that  I  ought  to  reserve,  and 
w  is  that  we  shall  make  a  proposal,  of 
wiudi  the  House  shall  have  ample  No- 
fa,  as  regards  the  mode  of  appointing 
fte  Chairman  of  these  Committees.    In 
eflier  respects,  we  look  to  the  Code  now 
tt  existence  for  Select  Committees. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  whether 
tte  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consider 
Ibe  question  of  quorums  at  a  future 
iate? 

^  Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  That  is  a  ques- 
tkm  which  is  generally  dealt*with  at  the 
ime  of  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
liittee;  but  it  will  be  quite  proper  to 
xmtider  it. 

Mb.  GOBST  wished  to  know  if  it 
rovld  be  open  to  any  Member  of  the 
Imiae  to  propose  for  the  acceptance  of 
he  House  any  scheme  of  Bules  for  the 
pridanoe  of  those  Committees  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  apprehend  it 
ir<mld  be  <juite  possible  for  any  Gentle- 


man who  thinks  proper  to  propose  any 
Amendment  or  additional  Besolution. 

SiE  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  could  in- 
form the  House  what  was  proposed  as 
to  the^mode  of  appointing  casual  Chair- 
men of  Committees  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  That  is  a  matter 
entirely  distinct  from  the  Question  of  the 
Besolution  ;  and  it  appears  to  me  that 
it  is  a  subject  which  the  House  would 
most  conveniently  take  up  amongst  the 
initial  [proceedings  of  the  coming  Ses- 
sion. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE : 
With  respect  to  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  just  now  as  to  the  com- 
petence of  hon.  Members  to  propose  ad- 
ditional Resolutions,  I  would  ask  him 
now,  or  give  Notice  to  ask,  what  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  are  with  re- 
gard to  the  various  additional  Resolu- 
tions that  have  been  put  on  the  Paper 
by  a  number  of  Members  of  the  House ; 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  those  Resolutions  shall 
be  discussed  ;  or  whether  they  will  con- 
sider that  the  Business  of  the  Session  is 
closed  when  the  Resolutions  originally 
proposed  by  themselves  have  been 
finished  ?  If  not  convenient  to  answer 
now,  I  shall  put  the  Question  on  Fri- 
day. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  do  not  think 
I  could  answer  that  Question  with  re- 
gard to  the  whole  mass  of  the  Resolu- 
tions until  we  come  nearer  to  the  con- 
clusion of  our  own  Resolutions  ;  but  it 
would  be  quite  proper  to  put  the  Ques- 
tion later  on,  after  due  Notice. 

IRELAND— REFORM  OF  THE  EXECU- 
TIVE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  it  is  the  intention  of 
Government  to  take  advantage  of  the 
vacancy  now  existing  in  the  post  of 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Ireland,  to 
commence  the  long-promised  reform  of 
the  Castle  Administration  of  Ireland,  by 
appointing  to  the  said  post  some  gentle- 
man who,  by  sympathy  and  religious  opi- 
nions, is  likely  to  command,  in  some 
degree,  the  confidence  of  the  people 
over  whom  he  exercises  such  extensive 
authority  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  There  is  no  va- 
cancy now  existing  in  the  post  of  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Ireland.  The 
hon.  Member  appears  to  have  put  this 
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Question  upon  imperfect  information  as 
to  the  facts.  It  will  be  the  duty  of  Earl 
Spencer  and  the  Irish  Government  to 
consider  the  matter  of  filling  the  vacancy 
when  it  does  arise ;  and  that  is  an  im- 
portant duty,  which,  no  doubt,  will  be 
performed  with  the  greatest  care. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman states  that  there  is  no  vacancy. 
May  I  ask  who  has  been  appointed  in 
l^Ir.  Burke's  place  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Mr.  Hamilton 
has  been  appointed. 

Mr.  HEALY :  I  should  like  to  ask 
whether  Mr.  Hamilton's  appointment  is 
permanent,  or  whether  he  intends  to 
leave  it  at  the  end  of  the  year ;  or,  if 
not,  whether  the  office  he  occupied  at 
the  Admiralty  has  been  filled  up ;  and, 
also,  whether  he  receives  the  same  salary 
as  Mr.  Burke,  and  discharges  the  same 
duties  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  I  think  I  am 
correct  in  saying  that  Mr.  Hamilton  was 
appointed  in  the  usual  manner.  His 
place  in  the  Admiralty  has  not  been 
filled  up ;  but  his  duty  has  been  dis- 
charged in  that  Department  by  another 
official.  The  salary,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
is  the  same  in  both  cases,  so  that  Mr. 
Hamilton  has  been  put  to  a  very  consi- 
derable  and  severe  pecuniary  loss,  which, 
however,  to  him  is  amply  compensated 
for  by  the  knowledge  that  he  is  serving 
the  country.  With  regard  to  the  ap- 
pointment being  temporary,  the  hon. 
Member  must  draw  his  own  conclusion 
from  the  fact  that  the  Accountant  Gene- 
ralship to  the  Admiralty  has  not  been 
filled  up.  I  should  be  sorry  to  give  a 
definite  answer  before  conferring  with 
Mr.  Hamilton.  I  hope  I  have  answered 
all  the  hon.  Member's  Questions. 

Mr.  HEALY:  I  only  wish  to  say 
that  my  Questions  were  not  directed 
against  Mr.  Hamilton  by  any  means. 

EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITION)— RK- 
WARDS  TO  THE  FORCES  ENGAGED. 

Mr.  GORST  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  while  recom- 
mending Parliament  to  grant  large  sums 
of  money  to  reward  General  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  and  Admiral  Sir  Beauchamp 
Seymour  for  their  conduct  in  the  Egyp- 
tian campaign.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  take  into  consideration  the 
claims  of  the  seamen  and  marines  of  the 
Eoyal  Navy,  and  of  the  rank  and  file  of 
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Her  Majesty's  Army,  to  some  pecaniary 
recognition  of  their  services  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  With  regard  to 
this  Question,  it  appears  to  me  to  pro- 
ceed upon  some  erroneous  apprehension. 
We  shall  propose  to  Parliament  to  grant 
annuities  in  connection  with  the  bestowtl 
of  Peerages  upon  General  Sir  Qamet 
Wolseley  and  Admiral  Sir  Beauchamp 
Seymour.  In  that  respect  we  shall  pro- 
ceed in  strict  conformity  with  a  courae 
of  precedents ;  and  I  am  not  aware  of 
any  precedent  or  usage  that  would  gire 
further  extension  to  our  duties,  nor  do 
I  propose  or  intend  to  enter  on  the  rab- 
ject  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Membei^i 
Question,  of  which  I  greatly  doabt  the 
expediency. 

NAVY— DOCKYARD  GRrEVANCKS, 
Captain  PRICE  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  is  awan 
that  his  predecessor  in   OfQce,  on  the 
28th  June  1880,  whilst  deprecating  asy 
discussion  of  dockyard  grievanoes  in  tiN 
House  of  Commons,  promised  that  tke 
Board  of  Admiralty  would  themselTes 
hear  what  the  various  classes  of  work- 
men had  to  say  on  the  occasion  of  their 
annual  visit  to  the  dockyards ;  whether 
the  Admiralty  had  fulfilled,  or  intended 
to  fulfil,  that  promise ;  whether,  on  that 
occasion,  as  on  all  subsequent  visits,  the 
Admiralty  peremptorily  refused  to  hear 
what  the  representatives  of  the  varioiu 
classes  had  to  say ;  and,  is  this  policy 
to  be  continued  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  B ANNERMAN: 
Sir,  it  is  considered  that  there  would  be 
some  inconvenience  if  it  were  accepted 
as  a  rule  that  the  Board  of  Admiralty, 
on  the  occasion  of  their  annual  formal 
visit  to  the  Dockyards,  should  receife 
deputations  from  the  various  classea  of 
workmen.  But,  no  doubt,  in  some  in- 
stances, a  personal  statement  of  facte  ie 
desirable,  in  order  that  the  Board  may 
fully  appreciate  the  case  submitted  to 
them ;  and  there  is  no  wish  to  exclude 
the  men  from  this  advantage.  I  hare 
promised  to  the  House  that  in  thecoune 
of  the  Eecess  I  would,  together  with  my 
hon.  Colleague,  examine  into  the  repre- 
sentations contained  in  the  Memonale 
which  have  been  forwarded  in  the  osoal 
way  through  the  Superintendents;  and 
we  will,  if  we  find  it  necessary,  take  any 
opportunity  in  our  power  of  ascertain- 
ing personally  the  views  of  the  work- 
men. 
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ARREARS  OF  RSNT  (IRELAND)  ACT 
—THE  NEW  EDLE8. 
Coi/msL  NOLAN  asked  tho  Chief 
iaeretary  tu  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
irelAnd,  If,  in  the  Nen  Bules  regulating 
Iia  working  of  the  Arrears  Act,  provi' 


I  gave  Notice  yeaterdaj,  with  regard  to 
the  employment  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces 
in  Egypt,  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  on 
Friday  I  will  aek  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
maa  at  the  head  of  the  Oovernment 
•hether  he  will  name  any  day  for  the 


ahaBbelnmadeto  meet  those  oases   diecuaaion  of  that  Motion? 


B  which  the  landlord  has  expressed  in 
nittng  hia  willingness  to  accept  the  Act, 
ud  to  facilitate  its  extension  to  his 
iMnnta,  but,  at  the  eame  time,  has  made 
w  KflMavite ;  and,  if  the  Land  Commis- 
Mfien  will,  with  the  object  of  reducing 
aoBls,  treat  as  unopposed  those  cases  in 
vUch  there  is  at  once  a  fair  presumption 
of  the  general  truth  of  the  tenant's  affi- 
ant, documentary  evidence  that  the 
landlord  consents,  and  absence  of  oppo- 
■tion  from  the  Treasury  ? 

Ms.  TREVELYAN  :  The  Land  Com- 
niMonere  inform  me  that  they  treat  as 
wupposedapplicationa  in  which  theland- 


ORDER   OF  THE  BAT. 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS      OF      THE 
HOOSE-THE   NEW   RULES  OF  PKO- 
CEDTTRE  —  FIRST    RULE    (PUTTING 
THE  QUESTrON). 
[adjourned   debate.]       [aiZTEEIITlI 

KionT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [20th  Febru- 
ary], as  amended, 

' '  That  whea  it  iball  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Meana  in  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  Houso,  during  sny 
Debate,  thnt  the  Buljject  has  been  n']equat<*Iy 


I Im  either  does  not  appear  or  does  not  discussed,  nnd  that  it  'is  the  ovidcnt  sense  of  th'i 
Mlle«t;but,ia  discharging  their  duty  House,  or  of  the  Committee,  that  the  Question 
Vlsr  the  Act  of  Parliament,  they  cannot  )^  "^f,  P"'-  ^"f-Y.  ■"  '"f"!™  ^l^  »<>""  °l^^% 
, ,,  .„  -'  i,  ,.  Committeo  and,  if  a  Motion  be  made  '  That 
Kmt  the  mere  unverified  applications  th^  Question  be  now  put,'  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the 
Kne  tenant  without  an  investigation.  Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put  such  Question; 
Aaj  Statement  in  writing  of  the  landlord  and,  if  the  same  be  decided  in  the  affirmative, 
4ito  hU  willincness  to  facilitate  the  Act,  the  Question  under  ^scussion  shall  be  put  forth- 
■•■■in  I,:,  \.^^i^t  Jn  *l,n  »._.  xj  .  n«  tk.^  with:  Provided  that  the  Question,  'That  the 
j_  srutohis  belief  mtheii.no/rf«  of  the  Q„^,ti^,„  be  now  put,' shall  not  ho  docided  in 
L  application,  would  be  received  by  the  the  affirmative,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  unless  it 
j,  nnstigator,  and  have  its  due  weight,  shall  appear  to  have  been  supported  bv  more 
■.  The  Commission  ere  could  not  act  on  mere  '■'">"  '*>*  hundred  Members,  or  anloss  it  shall 

■  frwnmption  in  appropriating  the  public  l?^;  ^  "^'^  *>«*"  "PP"?*^  ^J'  '^"  '^°  ^°^y 

iL.j     'rr    1       .1**^  ....."    1     S   .   1  MemBBta    and   supported   by   more  than  one 

fcnds.     Under  the  Act  it  is  absolutely  hundred  Memhers.-'-(Jfr.  Olod.to»..] 
numtrj    the    preliminary     conditions        Main  < 

•lioitld  be    proved.     When   a  landlord  p^Qp^gej 
doM  not  appear  at  the  investigation,  the        J^   » 


as  amended,   again 


it  appear  at  the  investigation,  the 
Btbtlity  of  the  tenant  to  pay  hie  ante- 
Mdent  arrears  mnst  still  be  shown  ;  but 
U  techaical  objection  is  allowed  to  inter- 
An  with  an  order  being  made;  and 
thsn  the  Treasury  does  not  intervene, 


Debate  reiumid. 

TiscoPNT  LYMINQTON  said,  that  in 
none  of  the  speeches  of  hon.  Members 
did  he  find  they  denied  the  fact  that 
there  had  been  great  Obstruction,  in 
id  the  landlord  does  not  oppose,  the  none  that  the  Hules  of  the  House  were 
■■'■""  inadequate  to  deal  with  that  Obstruction. 
What  was  the  remedy  which  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition suggested  aa  a  security  for  the 
good  conduct  of  debate  in  that  House? 
The  right  hon.  Qeatlemaa  said  it  was 
the  good  feeling  of  the  great  body  of 


OOAL  MINES— THE  RECENT  EXPLO. 

SION  AT  CLAY  CROSS. 

Hb.  ER0ADHDE8T    asked,   Whe- 

fter  there  was  anyone  present  from  the 

Bom*  Office  who  oould  give  the  House  the  House,  and  that  seeme'd  to  represent 

Ut information  on  this  subject?  the  spirit  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Berk- 

Ki.  GLADSTONE :  No ;  there  is  no  shire  (Mr.  Walter)  in  his  able  speech  in 

*■•-  support  of  a  proportional  majority ;  hut, 

„_ „  speaking  from   the   experience    of   the 

MTFT-ZMPLOTMEKT    OF   HEE  ,,'',,  f./s.B.ioo.,  wh.l  !,..  the  .urn  .od 

lIiJESTl"8  FOHCM.  ,al,ie  of  Ihi.  good  fe.ling  f     In  tha  flp.t 

%a    STAFFORD     NORTHCOTE  :  place,  they  had  ia  the  House  a  body 

Tith  referbace  to  the  Motioa  of  which  of  earnest  and  determined  men,  vhoM 
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avoided  object  was  the  acquisition  of  an 
independent  Parliament ;  and  it  was  the 
avowed  policy  of  those  bon.  Members, 
as  they  could  not  obtain  that  object  in 
accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  to  endeavour  to  coerce 
the  House  and  the  country  into  this 
concession  by  rendering  their  presence 
in  the  House  intolerable,  by  hampering 
and  obstructing  the  Business,  and  by 
destroying  the  business-like  and  efficient 
character  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  degrading  its  position  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  constituencies.  Obstruction, 
however,  had  not  only  been  practised  by 
the  Irish  Members ;  it  had  been  prac- 
tised in  all  parts  of  the  House.  Obstruc- 
tion had  become  an  art,  which,  once  dis- 
covered, was  always  ready  to  hand,  and 
was  a  formidable  weapon  in  the  hands 
of  a  small  and  determined  minority.  The 
House  had  lost  that  corporate  character 
which  permitted  it  to  be  influenced  and 
controlled  by  the  general  opinion  of  its 
Members.  In  addition  to  this,  and  he 
might  say  as  one  of  the  causes  of  this, 
a  great  chanfl^e  had  come  over  Parlia- 
ment from  the  mode  in  which  it  was 
constituted.  While  Members  were  re- 
turned in  great  numbers  for  nomi- 
nation boroughs,  and  the  House  was 
drawn  almost  entirely  from  one  class, 
what  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber fbr  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote)  alluded  to  as  thegood  opinion  and 
general  sense  of  the  House  was,  doubt- 
less, a  very  effective  control  on  behalf  of 
the  good  conduct  of  debate.  Whether 
for  good  or  evil,  that  influence  had 
passed  away,  and  in  place  of  social  pres- 
sure they  now  had  popular  pressure  from 
great  constituencies.  The  changes  of 
the  last  30  years  had  brought  Parlia- 
ment directly  under  the  influence  of  the 
people  themselves.  As  far  as  he  was 
aware,  there  were  only  two  other  me- 
thods suggested,  apart  from  the  closing 
power,  aimed  at  facilitating  Business  in 
the  House.  The  one  was  the  reference 
of  Bills  to  Grand  Committees ;  the  second 
was  limiting  the  duration  of  speeches. 
As  to  the  reference  of  Bills  to  Grand 
Committees,  he  considered  it  pregnant 
with  serious  difficulties ;  but,  while  re- 
serving his  opinion,  it  might  be  turned 
to  good  account  if  it  was  found  capable 
of  meeting  some  of  the  reasonable  re- 
quirements of  the  Irish  Party.  But  if 
it  were  found  expedient  to  refer  Bills  to 
Grand  Committees,  it  could  not  be  those 

ViBCQUnt  Lymington 


which  contained  any  question  of  general 
principle,  and  in  regard  to  which  the 
whole  body  of  the  House  would  have  an 
interest.   On  measures  of  this  character, 
an  Opposition  would  be  able  to  use  the 
weapons  of    Obstruction   in    all    their 
power,  and  the  majority  would  remain 
powerless   without  cldture;  and  it  was 
the  primary  object,  it  seemed  to  him,  of 
reforming  the  Hules,  to  make  the  House, 
and  not  a  minority,  master  of  its  de- 
bates.    As  to  the  suggestion  that  the 
duration  of  speeches  should  be  limited, 
that  appeared  to  him  to  be  most  objec- 
tionable.    It  behoved  them  to  be  very 
careful  in  framing  these  New  Hules  of 
Procedure   lest  they  increased   unduly 
the  power  of  Ministers  and  ex- Ministers 
in   that   House,    and    substituted    the 
despotism    of   officialism    for    that    of 
Obstruction.    That,  to  his  mind,  would 
have  been  the  result  of  the  two-thirds' 
majority,  and  it  would  also  be  the  re- 
sult of  limiting  the  duration  of  speeches. 
Such  a  Hule  as  the  latter  would  ruin  the 
grrace  and  spontaneity  of  debate.    Had  it 
existed  in  the  past,  the  literature  of  this 
country  would  nave  lost  such  speeches  as 
were  delivered  during  the  debate  on  the 
Crimean  War  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
John  Bright),  or  during  the  debates  on  the 
Reform  Bill  by  Lord  Sherbrooke.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  said  on  Friday  night  that  this 
Hesolution  would  hamper  and  destroy 
those    friendly    relations    which    then 
existed    between    the    House   and  the 
Chair.     He  (Viscount  Lymington)  did 
not  share  in  that  opinion ;  but  of  this  he 
was  certain — that  the  House  was  acting 
in  accordance  with  the  highest  interests 
of  the  Chair  in  taking  efficient  measures 
for  protecting  the  Chair  from  such  scenes 
as  occurred  in  February,  1881,  and  in 
June  last,  when  the  Speaker  was  obliged, 
in  the  absence  of  any  impersonal  power 
such  as  the  cl6tur$  contained^  to  proceed 
against  Members  of  the  House  indivi* 
dually.  Whatever  might  be  the  feelings 
of  a  body  of  men  against  whom  the 
el6tur$  had  been  put  in  force,  they  could 
not  be  so  personally  resentful  or  bitter 
towards  the  Chair  as  of  those  against 
whom  the  authority  of  the  Chair  had 
been  personally  directed.     With  regard 
to    the  dreaded  harshness  of  a   bare 
majority,  it  should  be  remembered  that 
any  attempt  on  the  part. of  the  Liberal 
Party  in  that  House  to  rush  «  mea- 


L 


961  Parltament — Bm%ne$n  of  (h^  [Novfmber  7,  lfi82)  Honne — The  New  Ruhr,  962 

Mre  throagh  would  afford  the  House 
of  Lords  a  creditable  opportunity^  which 
they  would  certainly  taKO,  of  ayenging 
in  act  of  Liberal  intolerance.  More- 
a  large    minority   could    hardly 


Ofor, 

M  to  find  means  to  raise  their  opi- 
nions again  in  a  new  shape.  The  risks  i 
and  inconveniences  of  compromises 
between  the  two  Front  Benches  had 
already  been  stated  during  the  debate  on 
a  proportionate  majority ;  and,  therefore, 
hewonld  now  merely  address  himself  to 
the  necessity  of  the  cidture.  That  ne- 
ceeeity  was  not,  he  believed,  caused  by 
any  deterioration  in  the  character  of 
Purliament  or  of  Parliamentary  warfare. 
Not  only  had  the  responsibilities,  the 
-  bnsmees,  and  the  wealth  of  this  country 
increased  to  an  extent  which  had  multi- 
plied tenfold  the  material  for  legislation, 
bat  it  was  only  now  that  they  were  be- 
ffinning  to  realize  the  influence  of  the 
Uberal  reforms  of  the  last  30  years. 
Thanks  to  those  reforms  the  public  life 
of  this  country    had  grown   with  the 

fowth  of    its    material   development, 
ith    an    extended    suffrage    and    a 
national  system  of  education  the  people 
of  this  country  were  enabled  to  take  a 
h'vely  interest  in  all  political  questions ; 
it  was  the  action  of  that  interest  upon 
Parliament   itself    that    had    made    a 
greater  number  of  Members  than  for- 
merly wish   to    take    part    in   debate. 
Bo  far  from  the  efdtnre  being  a  sign  of 
decay,  it  was  an  evident  result  and  indi- 
cation of  grater  Parliamentary  activity. 
The  Liberal  Party  was  not  the  Party 
who  were  likely  to  depreciate  liberty  of 
Bpeech.     What  had  it  been  to  them? 
It    had    been    the    weapon — the    only 
weapon — they  had  had  with  which  to 
oontend  against  all  the  forces  which  the 
Party  opposite  could  call  to  their  com- 
mand.     Aminst  the  forces  of  wealth, 
society,  and  position,  and — if  they  might 
accept  the  statement  of  a  noble  Eelative 
of  his,  who  had  lately  returned  to  the 
fold  of  his  Party,  with  all  the  enthusiasm 
of  a  repentant    sinner — against    two- 
thirds  of  the  literary  power  of  this  coun- 
tnr,  they  had  only  had  the  power  which 
liberty  of  speech  had  g^ven  them,  the 
power  which  honest  discussion  had  had 
on  the  minds  of  their  fellow-countrymen. 
He  fully  believed  in  the  priceless  value 
of  liberty  of  speech.     It  could  not  be 
compromised  in  anything  they  said  or 
did ;  but  it  would  be  without  value  and 
reality  of  purpose  if  it  were  not  addressed 
to  a  certain  end — the  performance  of 

YOL.  CCLXXIV.   [tuibd  SERIES.] 


public  duty.  It  was  because  he  believed 
that  the  power  which  the  Prime  Minister 
pleaded  for  was  not  going  to  stifle  free 
speech,  but  to  methodize  their  debates 
in  that  House  in  a  way  which  was  ab- 
solutely essential  for  the  fulfilment  of 
the  first  duty  of  their  Parliamentary 
existence,  that  he,  for  one,  should  give 
his  earnest  and  hearty  support  to  this 
Ist  Hesolution. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAET  DYKE  ob- 
served,  that  one  of  the  arguments  ad- 
vanced was  that  no  one  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side  had  proposed  an  alternative 
scheme  for  dealing  with  the  mischief  com- 
plained of.  For  his  own  part,  however, 
if  he  had  had  the  control  of  Business 
during  the  first  portion  of  this  Session, 
he  should  have  simply  taken  two  of  the 
Eesolutions  subsequent  to  this  ;  and, 
coupling  these  with  anything  like  care- 
ful management  of  the  Business  of  the 
House,  there  ought  to  have  been  gua- 
ranteed to  any  Government  with  a  ma- 
jority at  its  back  a  most  successful  Ses- 
sion. The  House  had  now  reached  a 
point  in  the  discussion  when  they  were 
brought  face  to  face  with  the  difficulties 
with  which  they  had  to  deal.  When 
this  Hesolution  was  proposed  in  the 
early  part  of  the  year,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter said  it  was  the  most  important. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  dissented. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAET  DYKE :  As 
regards  precedence. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  never  said 
anything  of  the  kind. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAET  DYKE  :  The 
Eesolution  has  obtained  precedence  and 
stands  first. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Yes. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAET  DYKE 
thought,  therefore,  that  he  was  right 
pro  tanto  in  what  he  had  said  with  re- 
gard to  precedence.  It  was  hinted  then 
that  if  it  were  rejected  a  Ministerial  crisis 
and  Dissolution  might  possibly  be  the 
result.  Subsequently,  in  May,  a  pro- 
posal was  made  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
by  which  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson)  was  practically  accepted.  No 
doubt,  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Go- 
vernment were  at  liberty  to  change  their 
minds  on  the  subject ;  but  this  spasmodic 
treatment  of  questions,  as  in  the  case 
of  Ireland,  where  severity  one  day  and 
leniency  the  next  had  proved  most  dis- 
astrous, and  had  made  it  very  difficult 
to  know  how  to  deal  with  tk^m.    AJ^oix. 
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tho  most  vital  quGfitions  concemiDg  the 
future  of  that  AsseQibly,  it  was  greatly 
to  be  regretted  that  Tier  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment should  have  betrayed  so  vacil- 
lating a  spirit.     AVhen  a  proposal  was  j 
made  to  gag  freedom  of  speech,  it  would 
bo  most  improper  to  accept  the  state- 
ments of  the  Government,  remembering 
that  the  Prime  Minister  said  the  other 
day  that  the  acceptance  of  the  very  pro- 
posal he  made  in  May  would  make  the 
conduct  of  Business  in  the  House  abso- 
lutely impossible.     With  respect  to  tlie 
conduct  of  tho  Business  of  the  House, 
it  might  be  tliat  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment took  too  sanguine  or  the  Opposi- 
tion too  gh)omy  a  view.     That  could  be 
shown  only  by  results  ;  but  it  was  right 
that  the  House  should  consider  how  the 
difficulties  with  whi(;h  they  had  to  con- 
tend had  grown  up,  for  it  was  only  by 
doing  so  that  they  could  arrive  at  a  just 
conclusion  as  to  how  those   difficulties 
should  be  dealt  with.  The  latest  ground 
upon  which  the  necessity  for  the  cidture 
had  been  urged  was  that  the  House  had 
not   time   to  transact  the  Business  for 
which  it  met ;  but  against  that  he  put 
tho  conduct  of  Business  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government  during  tho  present 
Session,  and  he  took  leave  to  say,  after 
full  consideration  of  the   facts,  that  if 
they  had  undertaken  purposely  to  waste 
the  time  by  their  mismanagement,  they 
could  hardly  have  been  more  successful 
in  doing  so.     There  were  certain  Hules 
laid  down  with  respect  to  the  conduct  of 
Business — liules  not  written,  but  long 
established   and   well    recognized — and 
during  the  Session  the  Government  had 
disregarded  most  of  these  Rules.     The 
first  order  given  to  him  when  he  was 
responsible  for  the  conduct  of  the  Public 
Business  of  the  House  was  to  see  that 
the  rights  of  jirivate  Members  should 
be  respected — that  with  regard  to  Tues- 
days,  although   there  was   no   positive 
obligation  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  keep  a  House,  yet  it  was  tho  duty  of 
tho.so  who  had  charge  of  the  Business 
of  the  House  to  try  to  keep  one.     The 
Opposition  were  told  when  they  were  in 
Office  that  they  passed  no  measures  of  im- 
portance ;  but  that  when  a  strong  Hadicol 
Ministry  came  in  we  should   then   see 
how,    by   their  will  and   energy,   they 
could    carry    great    measures    ifor    tho 
benefit  of  the  people.    It  was  urged  that 
the  House  had  not  time  for  the  proper 
transaction  of  Business.    Well,  let  them 
take  this  Session,  and  what  had  hap- 
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pened?    On  the  14  th  of  last  Pebmaij 
the  House  was  counted  out  at  9  o'ck)ck, 
on  tho  28th  of  February  at  half-past  8. 
on  tho  7th  of  March  at  half- past  8.  and 
on  tho   1 4th  of  March  at  half-past  7. 
On  tho  28th  of  March  there  was  a  Flem- 
ing Sitting;   and    the    House,   having 
again  met  at  9,  was  counted  out  at  a 
quarter-past  10  o'clock.     On  the  Slstof 
March  it  was  counted  out  at  half-past  9, 
on  the  1 8th  of  April  at  a  quarter-past  8^ 
and  on  the  1 6th  of  May  at  five  minates 
past  9.     That  was  the  formidable  list; 
and  he  found  on  looking  through  tha 
'*  Parliamentary  Becord"  that  in  th» 
short  period  he  had  spoken  of  the  pre- 
seift  Government  allowed  the  House  to 
be  counted  out  as  often  as  had  been  dono 
in  the  first  three  years  of  the  late  Admi^ 
nistration,   1875,  1876,  and  1877.    Th9 
late  Government  had  discovered  in  their 
experience  that  if  they  were  to  get  on. 
with  Public  Business  they  must  mako 
considerable  progress  with  certain  mea- 
sures before   Easter.     But   what  hap- 
pened in  the  beginning  of  this  Session  ? 
Her  Majesty's  Government  brought  for- 
ward an  absurd   Motion  for  attacking     i 
the  House  of  Lords.     When  he  saw  that 
that  was  done,  he   said — "There  goes 
this  Session,  so  far  as  Business  purpotei 
are  concerned."     The  Opposition  were 
told  that  no  one  had  anything  to  propose 
as  an  alternative.     But  he  had  shovn 
that  by  a  little  management  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  might  have  done  a 
great  deal  more;  and  when  the  Home 
Secretary  said,  as  he  had  done  last  night, 
that  the  country  would   ask — "  What 
have  you  done   with   the  time  of  the 
House  ?  "  he  would  reply,  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  been  the  chief 
Obstructives.     The  Home  Socretaiy  said 
that  anything  which  wasted  the  time  of 
tlie  House  meant  Obstruction.    Now,  he 
charged  Her  Majesty's  Government  with 
having  by  their  conduct  wasted  the  time 
of  the  House.     Why  was  it  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty'sGovemmentclungsopertinaciouBlj 
to  this  Rule,  and  refused  the  proposal 
to  deal  with  individual  Obstruction?  It 
appeared   as  if  they  were  afraid  that 
the  first  operation  of  such  a  penal  Bale 
would  be   directed  against  themselTes. 
In   discussing  this  liesolution  he  vti 
anxious  to  look  to  the  future  rather  thin 
to  the  present  day,  and  the  more  so  ofi 
account  of  the  question  that  had  arisen 
yesterday  as  to  the  Speaker's  interpre- 
tation of  the  Bule.     He  had  been  reiy 
glad  to  hear  that  interpretation,  the 
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spirit  of  which  was  worthy  of  the  occu- 

Eant  of  the  Ohair ;  But  there  seemed  to 
e  no  great  inclination  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  embody  that  dictum  in 
their  Besolution.  That  that  should  be 
done  was  a  most  moderate  demand  ;  but 
he  went  further,  and  ventured  to  assert 
that  when  so  vast  a  change  as  this  was 
proposed  some  stronger  guarantee  even 
than  the  interpretation  of  the  present 
Speaker  was  desirable ;  and  unless  some 
sach  gpiarantee  were  provided,  Members 
would  not  be  justified  in  submitting 
without  a  struggle  to  its  passage  through 
the  House.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
eldture  would  never  be  used,  or  only 
when  such  Obstruction  was  practised 
that  both  sides  of  the  House  would 
combine  to  put  it  down.  He  certainly 
took  no  such  view  of  the  Hesolution. 
The  future  had  to  be  thought  of; 
and  after  the  threatening  utterances  of 
certain  hon.  Members  opposite,  who 
bade  the  country  wait  and  see  what  they 
would  do  with  the  eldture  when  they  got 
it,  he  could  not  imagine  that  the  inten- 
tion was  never  to  use  it.  Having  had 
some  practical  experience  both  of  ma- 
jorities and  minorities,  he  had  formed 
the  decided  opinion  that  when  a  majo- 
rity had  a  definite  end  in  view,  there 
was  no  more  tyrannical  engine  than 
their  voting  power.  He  need  not  make 
a  long  search  for  an  illustration  of  this 
assertion,  but  would  quote  the  case  of 
the  Arrears  Bill,  which  was  introduced 
early  in  the  present  Session.  That  Bill 
was  handed  to  Members  on  a  Saturday, 
and,  as  everyone  would  remember,  pres- 
sure was  put  upon  the  House  to  carry. 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  on  the 
following  Monday.  That  was  a  con- 
spicuous example  of  the  change  that 
might  probably  occur  in  the  relation 
between  the  majority  and  the  mino- 
rity when  this  Besolution  became  a 
Standing  Order.  He  remembered  that 
when  he  worked  in  the  House  with 
the  present  Lord  Wolverton,  the  lat- 
ter used  to  come  to  the  managers  of 
the  affairs  of  the  Conservative  Party 
and  demand  two  or  three  days'  notice 
of  the  intentions  of  the  Opposition  with 
respect  to  any  particular  measure,  and 
nothing  could  be  more  businesslike  than 
such  a  system ;  but,  in  the  case  he  had 
cited,  a  Bill  was  placed  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  on  a  Saturday,  and  the 
Opposition  were  held  guilty  of  a  most 
barbarous  act  of  Obstruction  because 
they  did  not  accede  to  the  dodire  of  the 


Government  that  the  Bill  should  be  ad- 
vanced a  stage  on  the  Monday  follow- 
ing. He  remembered,  too,  that  when 
he  urged  that  more  time  should  be 
allowed  for  the  perusal  and  considera- 
tion of  the  Bill,  he  was  received  with  a 
yell  of  derision  from  the  Ministerial 
Benches — a  circumstance  which  at  once 
led  him  to  reflect  on  the  probable  course 
of  Business  under  a  Eadical  Govern- 
ment, with  such  a  power  as  proposed 
placed  in  their  hands.  A  great  deal 
had  been  said  of  the  position  -  of  the 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees with  regard  to  the  House 
if  the  Besolution  were  passed ;  and 
it  was,  perliaps,  the  worst  feature 
of  the  New  Bule — which,  of  course, 
would  be  carried  out,  or  the  Govern- 
ment would  stand  convicted  of  having 
called  Parliament  together  in  order  to 
waste  time — that  it  would  gradually  but 
surely  destroy  the  impartiality  of  the 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees together  with  much  besides  that 
was  good  in  the  present  system  of  Party 
government.  There  was  a  good  deal 
which  went  on  in  the  conduct  of  the 
Business  of  the  House  which  was  not 
known  to  people  out-of-doors,  and  he 
considered  that  there  was  a  great  deal 
in  the  way  in  which  the  Business  was 
conducted  which  was  for  the  public 
good.  It  had  been  urged  that  if  this 
Besolution  was  carried  the  Speaker 
would  have  no  communication  with  the 
Government  with  reference  to  stopping 
a  debate.  In  that  case,  if  the  Speaker 
were  never  to  communicate  with  the 
Government  of  the  day,  he  was  confident 
that  the  House  in  general  would  greatly 
lose  by  the  prohibition.  Indeed,  its 
Business  could  not  be  properly  conducted 
without  constant  communication  between 
the  Speaker  and  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury.  Under  this  Besolution,  if  an 
hon.  Member  saw  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment during  any  important  discus- 
sion carrying  on  a  conversation  with  the 
Speaker,  he  would  be  justified  in  rising 
to  a  point  of  Order,  and  inquiring  whe- 
ther the  subject  of  that  conversation 
was  the  debate  that  was  going  on  with 
a  view  to  bringing  it  to  an  end.  All 
that  he  had  said  on  this  point  applied 
with  tenfold  force  to  the  case  of  the 
Chairman  of  Committees;  and  he  knew 
by  his  own  experience  as  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  that  it  was  necessary  for 
him  to  be  in  constant — he  might  say  in- 
cessant—communication both  with  the 
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Speaker  and  with  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. The  Chairman  of  Committees 
was  appointed  by  the  Government  of 
the  day»  and  it  was  absurd  to  ask  them 
to  believe  that  he  was  not  influenced  by 
them.  Why,  when  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Baikes) 
was  Chairman  of  Committees,  he  (Sir 
William  Hart- Dyke)  was  always  at  his 
elbow  when  the  House  was  in  Commit- 
tee, asking  how  he  was  proeressing  with 
Business;  and  in  future  there  was  no 
doubt  that  great  pressure  would  be  put 
upon  the  Chairman  if  this  Kesolution 
passed.  Was  all  this  to  be  disregarded  in 
the  future,  and  no  guarantee  to  be  pro- 
vided in  the  interests  of  minorities  for 
the  safe  working  of  such  a  Rule  ?  It 
was  the  protection  of  minorities  that  he 
looked  to.  He  disclaimed  any  Party 
feeling  in  the  matter  as  against  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and,  with  regard  to  the  com- 
plaint which  had  been  made  against 
Conservative  Members  by  the  Irish 
Party,  he  could  only  say  that  in  the 
course  the  Opposition  had  taken  they  had 
in  view  the  protection  of  minorities  in 
general.  For  himself,  the  more  he  looked 
at  the  Resolution  the  less  he  liked  it. 
Then  they  had  been  told  that  they 
ought  to  fight  this  question  to  the  bitter 
end.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
had  urged,  in  a  letter  to  the  Press,  that 
the  Conservative  Party  should  fight  this 
question,  and  produce  an  appeal  to  the 
constituencies  with  regard  to  it.  As  to 
that,  he  (Sir  Willliam  Hart  Dyke)  did 
not  quite  agree  with  his  noble  Friend. 
There  was  no  man  who  loved  fighting 
more  sincerely  than  he  did;  but  there  was 
a  time  for  fighting  and  a  time  for  not 
fighting ;  and  he  did  not  quite  agree  with 
the  noble  Lord  that  the  present  was  the 
time  for  driving  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  appeal  to  the  constituencies  of 
the  country.  There  was  such  a  thing  as 
fighting,  and  such  a  thing  as  paying  the 
bill ;  and  the  interval  between  the  conclu- 
sion of  a  most  successful  campaign  and 
the  actual  moment  for  the  payment  of 
the  bill  was  not  a  very  felicitous  time 
for  election  operations.  It  was  a  happy 
thought  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  when  they  were  struggling 
in  difficulties  at  the  end  of  last  Session, 
to  go  for  the  wardrobe  of  the  Opposition. 
They  broke  it  open  and  put  on  the  Con- 
servative Party's  clothes.  For  a  time  the 
clothes  did  not  seem  to  fit  very  well; 
bat  now  the  Government  had  begun  to 
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settle    down  with  a    feeling   of  more 
comfort.     He  would  say  for  the  oomfoii 
of  his  noble   Friend  that  in  political 
life    it    was    always    the    unexpected 
which  happened,  and  it  might  happen 
that  the  great  success  they  had  achieved 
might  turn  out  to  be  one  of  their  greatest 
disasters.    It  might  be  possible  that  the 
Government  would  carry  this  Hesolu* 
tion,    and    if   they    did    it   would  be 
mainly  owing  to  the  eloquence  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  for  if  any  other  man 
had  brought  it  forward  it  would  have 
been  laughed  out  of  the  House  in  three 
hours'  debate.  Nothing  could  have  been 
more  curious  than  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  P.A.Taylor), 
or  unhappy  than  the  visage,  during  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  P.  By- 
lands).  The  hon.  Member's  countenance 
seemed  like  that  of  a  man  having  a  tooth 
drawn  under  the  charm  of  some  ansee- 
thetio  which  was  not  sufficiently  power- 
ful  in  its  effects  to  prevent  him  from 
being  waked  up  to  receive  an  occasional 
reminder  of  the  biceps  and  the  eneigj 
of  the  operator.     What  a   lamentable 
thing  it  was  to  see  in  the  Liberal  Party 
a  Baronet  representing  a  Scotch  consti- 
tuency who  could  come  down  to  the 
House  and  say  he  was  perfectly  happj 
because  he  had  handed  over  his  political 
conscience  to   Her  Majesty's    Gk>vem- 
ment.     From  a  speech  made  last  night, 
they  had  discovered  the   only  Liberal 
left  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  Honee. 
These  were  all  painful  things ;  but  the 
Opposition  must  notice    them   by  the 
way,  as  they  all  strengthened  them  for 
the  trouble  that  lay  before  them.    He 
knew  it  was  too  late  to  appeal  to  the 
Government ;  through  some  misguidance 
they  were  determined  to  force  this  Beeo- 
lution    on    the    House.     With   proper 
management  of   the   Business  of  the 
House    and    proper    control  the  sub- 
sequent    Besolutions     were     all    that 
was    necessary.     The  Opposition  were 
still  free  to  deal  with  them;  but  this 
Besolution     was     forced     down    their 
throats.     In  all  sincerity  he  said  it  was 
a  most  lamentable  incident  in  the  public 
life  of  the  country  that  a  large  minoiitj 
such    as    they   represented    should  be 
forced   by    the    Ghovemment  into  the 
position  of  antagonism  they  now  ooen- 

Eied.  It  might  all  have  been  avoided 
y  better  management.  Under  this 
Bule  he  could  only  take  a  most  gloomy 
view  of  the  future  of  that  Aamibly. 
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In  pleading  for  the  freedom  of  speech 
flie  minority  pleaded  for  the  freedom  and 
good  name  of  that  Assembly;  and  he 
wiB  finnly  of  opinion  that  if  that  free- 
dom were  destroyed  a  degree  of  con- 
farion  would  be  produced  which  would 
duke  the  confidence  of  the  country 
in  the  Talue  and  efficiency  of  the 
Hoiue. 

Mb,  BROADHURST  said,  he  was 
glad  to  support  the  Resolution.  As  to 
ue  "counts  out "  complained  of  by  the 
last  speaker,  he  believed  the  initiative 
liad  usually  come  from  the  Opposition 
aide  of  the  House.  If  the  Government 
liadmade  a  mistake  in  these  proposals, 
it  was  that  they  did  not  go  so  far  as 
tkqr  ought  to  do.  So  far  from  the 
Fnme  Minister  forcing  these  Resolu' 
Oxm  upon  the  rank  and  file  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  he  ventured  to  say  that, 
•0  far  as  his  knowledge  went,  the  Reso- 
lution had  rather  been  forced  upon  the 
Prime  Minister  by  the  rank  and  file  of 
tke  Party.  No  one  would  for  a  moment 
ptetend  to  say  that  there  was  an  unani- 
mous support  to  these  Resolutions.  But 
then  it  had  become  a  fashion,  of  recent 
years  especially,  that  no  man  could  be 
A  good  Liberal  unless  he  was  constantly 
IB  opposition  to  the  Party  to  which  he 

ETessedly  belonged  ;  and  reference  had 
n  made    to  the   hon.   Member  for 
liwoester  (Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor)  as  the  only 
liberal  still  left  on  the  Radical  Benches ; 
but,  for  himself,  he  did  not  seek  to  dis- 
tinguish his  Liberalism  by  constantly 
doing  his  best  to  oppose  those   with 
whom  he  had  been  associated  all  his  life. 
Tbe  feeling  among  the  Liberal  Party  in 
the  country  was  that  there  had  been  far 
^  much  talk  and  far  too  little  result. 
The  people  did  not  require  the  opera- 
tions of  wire-pullers  or  the  incitements 
of  organizations  to  induce  them  to  de- 
snand  some  reform   that  should  make 
progress  in    legislation   more   possible 
than  it  had  been.      The  early  part  of 
this  Session  had  been  marked  by  great 
repetition  and  redundancy  in  debate ; 
and  the  countnr  would  not  submit  to 
hare  reforms  delayed  by  talk.     There 
had  been  many  exhibitions  of  delay. 
He  remembered  the  noble    Lord   the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Ohurchill)  entertaining  the  House  for 
Qpwards  of  an  hour  with  a  dissertation 
on  the  best  means  of  planting  potatoes. 
He  had  no  fault  to  find  with  the  lecture. 
It  was,  no  doubt,  very  instructive  to  the 
Members  present;  but  it  was  evident 


I  that  if  public  life  had  been  greatly  bene- 
;  fited  by  the  noble  Lord's  entrance  into 
I  Parliament,  the  potato  interest  had 
I  greatly  suffered.  But  the  noble  Lord's 
'  object  was  not  to  instruct  them  on  the 
'  cultivation  of  potatoes,  but  obviously  to 
occupy  time  so  as  to  prevent  another 
subject  being  discussed.  There  had 
been  too  many  exhibitions  of  this  kind 
of  delay.  The  impression  abroad  was 
that  reforms  that  could  be  no  longer  de- 
feated by  argument  were  being  defeated 
by  delay ;  and  it  was  on  this  ground 
that  a  general  demand  had  arisen  in  the 
country — not  arisen  on  the  part  of  the 
Government — that  unless  the  Govern- 
ment could  get  on  with  their  Business 
more  rapidly  than  they  had  been  able 
to  do  in  recent  Sessions,  such  altera- 
tions should  be  made  as  the  Govern- 
ment might  deem  necessary  for  the  pro- 
motion of  Business.  It  was  being  con- 
stantly said,  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  that  Liberal  Members  were  act- 
ing on  instructions  from  associations. 
At  any  rate,  the  Caucus  was  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  people  in  each  constitu- 
ency. lCrie8  of  "No!"]  It  was  the 
complete  and  free  representation  of  all 
sections  of  the  constituency  for  the  free 
and  popular  choice  of  whatsoever  candi- 
dates they  thought  proper  to  represent 
them  in  Parliament.  \_  Cries  of  **  No  !"] 
He  was,  perhaps,  to  a  great  extent  in- 
debted for  his  seat  in  that  House  to  the 
existence  of  an  association  which  per- 
mitted every  section  of  working  men  to 
be  represented  in  it  in  proportion  to 
their  numbers,  and  thereby  gave  them  a 
chance  of  selecting  one  of  their  own. 
order  to  represent  them  in  Parliament. 
With  regard  to  that  association,  which 
was  described  as  a  Caucus,  he  could 
truly  say  for  himself,  and,  he  thought, 
for  his  Colleague  also,  in  the  represen- 
tation of  Stoke  (Mr.  Woodall),  that 
never  since  they  were  returned  to  that 
House  had  they  received  from  the  asso- 
ciation a  single  letter  or  telegram  asking 
them  to  support  any  particular  measure 
which  was  promoted  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  There  was  one  exception 
in  the  case  of  the  measure  promoted  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Car- 
lisle (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson).  Everybody 
knew  how  zealous  the  teetotal  party 
were ;  but  they  were  not  the  Caucus. 
That  association  had  never  offered  to 
suggest  what  course  he  and  his  Colleague 
should  take  on  public  questions ;  but 
had  left  the  matter  to  th^it  Ixvi^  cXivA^s.^ 
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and  good  judgment.  He  hoped  the 
Besolution  now  under  discussion  would 
be  carried,  and  carried  soon.  If  it  were 
true,  as  was  rumoured  about  the  House 
that  evening,  that  they  were  to  have 
three  or  four  days'  more  discussion  on 
a  subject  which  had  been  absolutely 
threshed  out  time  after  time,  this  would 
be  a  magnificent  illustration  to  the  coun- 
try that  the  proposals  of  the  Government 
were  not  made  any  too  soon ;  and,  fur- 
ther, that  they  were  not  even  now  ade- 
quate to  the  requirements  of  the  case. 

Mr.  HEEBEBT  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax 
(Mr.  Stansfeld)  had  referred  particularly 
to  the  way  in  which  the  eldture  by  a  bare 
majority,  or  by  the  two-thirds'  majority, 
would  affect  private  Members.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  al- 
most the  whole  legislation  of  the  past  30 
years  had  originaUy  emanated  from  pri- 
vate Members,  and  that  he  had  thought 
that  private  Members  would  be  suffi- 
ciently safeguarded  under  the  New  Bule 
as  it  stood,  inasmuch  as  the  words 
''adequately  discussed"  bad  been  in- 
serted. He  admitted  that  those  words 
would  protect  a  certain  section  of  private 
Members — namely,  those  who  sat  on  the 
Government  side  of  the  House.  Under 
the  two-thirds'  majority,  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  unfortunately 
not  seen  their  way  to  accept,  both  sec- 
tions of  independent  Members  would  be 
protected ;  but  as  the  evident  sense  of 
the  House  was  to  be  declared  by  a  purely 
Party  majority.  Members  of  the  Oppo- 
sition who  supported  Motions,  especially 
on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply, 
would  often  be  prevented  from  obtaining 
a  hearing  by  the  impatience  and  shouts 
of  Gentlemen  on  the  Government  side. 
They  had  to  remember  also  that  the 
very  adequacy  of  the  discussion  was  to 
be  settled  by  the  Party  in  power.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  asserted  that  the 
Parliamentary  history  of  the  last  few, 
and  especially  of  the  last  two,  years 
showed  the  necessity  for  this  change. 
During  the  six  years  in  which  he  (Mr. 
Herbert)  had  had  the  honour  of  a  seat 
in  that  House,  he  had  keenly  watched 
the  progress  of  Business,  and  he  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
in  1877,  1878,  and  1879— especially 
1878 — there  was  a  great  deal  more  Ob- 
struction than  had  been  seen  in  the  sub- 
sequent years.  For  instance,  there  was 
marked  Obstruction  during  the  progress 
of  the  South  Africa  Bill  and  the  Army 
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Discipline  Bill,  the  latter  containing  the 
contentious  matter  of  flogging  in  the 
Army.  No  one  would  deny  that  on  both 
those  Bills  there  was  Obstruction  in  its 
worst  form.  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  took  a  large  share  ia 
the  discussion,  and  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  himself  admit 
that  he  really  did  obstruct. 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  No  ;  I  deny 
it  most  absolutely. 

Mr.  HEBBEBT  said,  that,  at  all 
events,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  need 
these  words  in  the  debate  on  the  Army 
Discipline  Bill  on  the  19th  of  June, 
1879— 

"  If  there  was  any  threat  in  that  Houm  or 
out  ol  it  of  anything  like  Obstruction,  they 
must  not  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  the  Go- 
Temment  only  made  reasonable  conoeisions 
after  four  days*  discussion ;  in  fact,  they  could 
get  nothing  from  the  Ministry  except  by  what 
was  commonly  called  Obstruction.*' — [3  Sm* 
$ard,  ccxlvii.  206-7.] 

He  was  bound  to  say,  however,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  qualified  this  on 
another  occasion,  the  17th  of  June, when 
he  said — 

"  It  might  be  said  that  such  opposition  ss  that 
amounted  to  Obstruction.  He  thought  that 
there  was  only  one  thing  which  justified  ssch 
persistent  opposition  as  was  now  offend— 
namely,  the  persistent  obstinacy  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  give  way  to  tha 
views  expressed  on  that  side  of  the  Houae.  The 
refusal  on  the  part  of  those  who  had  the  ooodsct 
of  this  Bill  to  meet  in  any  way  the  strong  feel- 
ings which  had  been  expressed  on  that  side  of 
the  House  justified  any  opposition  to  the  Bill" 
— [/3irf.  46.] 

Then  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  gave  his  opinion  d 
this,  he  would  not  say  Obstruction,  but 
persistent  opposition  to  the  Bill.  His 
Lordship  said  on  the  7th  of  July,  1879— 

"  He  must  say  that  he  thought  that  the 
Privileges  of  the  House  had  been  abased  by 
advantages  being  taken  of  a  Motion  to  report 
Frog^ss  for  discussing  clauses  which  were  aot 
before  the  Committee.*' 

He  did  not  think  there  could  be  a  better 
definition  of  Obstruction  than  that.  As 
for  the  wilfully  deliberate  speaking  to 
which  the  Prime  Minister  referred,  he 
did  not  think  it  had  been  much  indulge^i 
in  by  Members  apart  from  the  smsU 
knot  of  Obstructionists.  There  bad, 
however,  been  occasions  on  which  Billfl 
had  been  talked  out.  In  1877,  for 
example,  the  hon.  Member  for  lis- 
keard  (Mr.  Courtney),  now  Secretary  to 
,  the  Treasury,  but  who  then  had  been 
I  but  a  short  time  possessed  of  a  sestin 
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the  House,  got  up  and  deliberately  talked 
out  a  Bill  against  a  strong  manifestation 
of  the  most  evident  sense  of  the  House. 
"Vnth  respeot  to  frivolous  speeches,  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House  would  pro- 
bably be  manifested  in  such  a  way  that 
it  would  be  impossible  to  heai*  whether 
they  were  frivolous  or  not.     It  had  been 
nid  by  the  hon.   Member  for  North- 
tmpton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  that  the  feel- 
ing of  the  country  was  in  favour  of  the 
Government  proposals,  as  legislation  was 
seeded  and  no  adequate  means  existed 
by  which  it  could  be  effected.     Well,  all 
agreed  that  something  must  be  done. 
&t,  with  all  due  respect  to  the  country, 
the  question  was  one  which  the  country 
ought  not  to  decide.     The  mission  from 
the  country  was  that  they  should  frame 
some  measures  to  facilitate  legislation ; 
Imt  it  did  not  dictate  the  means.     But 
when  political  clubs  framed  resolutions 
and  sent  them  to  the  Prime  Minister  in 
iavour  of  the  present  Eulo,  it  ought  to 
be  borne  in  mind  that  not  3  per  cent  of 
the  members  of  those  clubs,  or  even  of 
the  constituencies,  knew  anything  about 
the  Bule.     Every  Member  knew  how 
difficult  it  was    to   master    the  Bules 
of  the  House,  and  how  great  an  expe- 
liancewas  required  before  the  reasons 
ftr  those  Bules  were  understood.      It 
was  perfectly  absurd,  therefore,  to  say 
tluU  the  country  was  witji  the  Govern- 
ment  on    the    subject ;    and,    even   if 
it  were  true,  that  was  not  a  question 
fcp  the  country  to  decide.     The  country 
vas  calling  out  about  Obstruction  and 
•bout  nothing  else,  while  the  greater 
part  of  the  subject-matter  introduced  by 
the  Prime  Minister  was  utterly  apart 
6om  Obstruction.   It  had  been  said  that 
tiiere  was  a  good    deal  of  contradic- 
tion between  the  different  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House.     That  might  be 
M),  but  such  contradiction  was  not  con- 
fined to  one  side ;  and  he  might  safely 
eave  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Tease  Oolliugs)  to  be  answered  by  the 
ton.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
L  H.  Fowler).      The  fact,  too,  that 
here  was  so   much  contradiction  only 
bowed  that  the  House  ought  to  bo  all 
he  more  careful  and  deliberate  in  its 
ction  in  the  matter.     But  there  was 
artaixily  reason  to  complain  that  the 
hnremment  had  not  accepted  the  pro- 
loaal  to  defer  the  operation  of  the  1st 
tale  until  the  others  had  been  disposed 
f.    That  decision  would  prevent  the 


House  from  approaching  the  other  Ee- 
solutions  in  the  spirit  in  which  they 
ought  to  be  discussed.  Some  of  those 
Resolutions  required  the  fullest  pos- 
sible discussion  ;  especially,  for  instance, 
that  which  proposed  to  establish  Grand 
Committees.  That  was  pre-eminentl}'  a 
question  which  ought  to  be  thoroughly 
examined  without  any  feeling  of  resent- 
ment, but  calmly,  and  by  the  oldest 
Members  on  both  sides  who  had  great 
experience  as  Chairmen  of  Committees, 
who,  so  far  as  common  sense  went,  could 
alone  decide  the  question.  He  begged, 
in  conclusion,  to  apologize  for  the  length 
of  his  remarks.  He  had  attempted  to 
approach  the  subject,  not  in  the  spirit  of 
a  partisan,  but  as  one  who  was  sincerely 
anxious  to  promote  the  honour  and  dig- 
nity of  that  House.  Begarding  this  as 
a  question  that  ought  to  be  looked  at 
from  a  purely  non- Party  point  of  view, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  have  the 
courage  to  reject  the  proposals  of  the 
Government. 

Sia  HENRY  HOLLAND  said,  he 
felt  so  strongly  upon  the  important 
question  now  before  the  House,  that  he 
was  desirous  to  state  his  objections  to  it 
— objections  which  he  felt  bound  to  say 
had  been  strengthened,  not  weakened, 
by  the  debate,  although  he  must  apolo- 
gize to  the  House  for  going  over  ground 
which  had  been,  and  would  be,  traversed 
by  speakers  far  more  experienced  than 
himself.  In  spite  of  what  had  been 
said  of  the  fears  of  those  who  opposed 
the  Motion  being  visionary  and  base- 
less, he  should  not  hesitate  to  state  his 
fears  of  the  result  of  the  working  of  this 
Resolution.  The  Prime  Minister  had,  a 
few  days  ago,  taunted  the  Conservative 
Party  for  their  alarm,  and  had  reminded 
them  of  the  ashes  of  their  falsified  pre- 
dictions and  fears  upon  many  important 
questions.  But  he  should  be  glad  to 
hear  from  the  Prime  Minister,  when  he 
rose  to  reply,  whether,  in  his  political 
progress  upwards,  or  downwards  as  he 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)  should  be  inclined 
to  say,  from  High  Toryism  to  Advanced 
Liberalism,  ho  had  not  to  look  back  upon 
the  ashes  of  many  of  his  burnt  hopes  and 
fears  and  predictions.  To  take  a  com- 
paratively recent  and  very  analogous 
case.  The  Prime  Minister,  during  the 
passing  of  the  Irish  Land  Act  in  1870,  de- 
nounced, in  eloquent  and  forcible  terms, 
as  impracticable  and  impossible  the  very 
measures  which,  within  the  short  space 

ISixicenih  Ni^li\ 


975    Parliament-'Busmm  of  th0     {CX)MMONS)       Souie-^The  New  Ruhi.     976 


of  12  years,  be  had  to  iutroduce,  and 
defend  in  the  recent  Irish  Land  Act. 
Surely,  then,  he  might  refer  the  Prime 
Minister,  when  attacking  the  Conserva- 
tive  Party,  to  the  ashes  of  his^  own 
weighty  denunciations  and  strong  opi- 
nions. He  might  also,  upon  this  point, 
remind  some  of  the  right  hon.  Members 
now  forming  part  of  the  Government, 
and  notably  the  Home  Secretary,  of 
oases  in  which  their  predictions  and 
fears  of  the  result  of  measures  brought 
foward  by  the  late  Government  had  been 
grievously  falsified.  Take,  for  example, 
the  Boyal  Titles  Bill,  by  which  the 
Queen  became  Empress  of  India.  It  was 
prophesied  that  the  Colonics  would  be 
discontented,  and  consider  themselves 
left  out  in  the  cold ;  that  India  and  the 
Native  Princes  would  be  alarmed  at  a 
change  the  reason  for  which  they  could 
not  understand,  and  that  disorder,  dis- 
content, and  perhaps  revolt,  would 
ensue;  and,  lastly,  that  the  honoured 
and  dignified  title  of  Queen  would  be 
degraded,  and  merge  into  the  newly- 
coined  title  of  Empress.  He  need  hardly 
remind  the  House  that  none  of  these 
fears  proved  true.  Passing,  however, 
from  this  point,  he  would  proceed  to 
state,  very  briefly,  his  objections  to  the 
Besolution.  In  the  first  place,  it  was  a 
distinct  step,  and,  he  feared,  a  very  con- 
siderable step,  downwards  in  the  history 
of  this  great  Assembly ;  a  step  which,  at 
the  same  time,  it  would  be  difficult,  if  not 
impossible,  to  retrace.  Englishmen  prided 
themselves,  and  very  justly,  upon  their 
freedom  of  debate  and  discussion  inside 
and  outside  out  of  that  House.  Whether 
this  Liberal  Government  would  take 
steps  to  check  this  freedom  outside  the 
House  he  could  not  say,  as  he  was  not 
in  the  secrets  of  the  Government ;  but, 
at  all  events,  they  in  that  House  were  to 
be  humiliated — and  the  humiliation  was 
great  in  proportion  as  their  pride  was 
great — by  having  to  accept  a  Resolution, 
the  practical  efiPect  of  which  would  be 
that,  if  the  majority  of  the  House  were 
tired  and  impatient,  freedom  of  debate 
was  to  be  cut  short.  He  could  not  take 
comfort,  as  some  speakers  seemed  to  do, 
from  the  fact  that  the  system  of  cldture 
prevailed  in  some  Foreign  Assemblies, 
and  in  one  or  two  Colonies.  They  were 
not  accustomed,  or  desirous,  to  look  for 
their  guidance  to  the  practice  of  Foreign 
Assemblies,  which,  it  must  be  observed, 
were   but  of  recent  creation  compared 
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with  the  antiquity  of  this  great  Assembly. 
Moreover  the  experience  to  be  derived 
from  the  working  of  the  system  in  those 
foreign  bodies  was  not  re-assuring.  Few 
could  study  the  debates  in  France,  for 
example,  without  seeing  how  often  the 
cldture  was  applied,  and  the  debates 
stopped,  when  measures,  unpalatable  to 
the  Government,  or  likely  to  endanger 
their  position,  were  under  discussion. 
He  would  observe,  also,  that  some  of 
the  ablest  and  most  moderate  French 
journals,  and  notably  the  JaurmU  in 
DibatSf  and,  as  he  was  informed,  some  of 
the  best  German  papers,  had  expressed 
their  surprise  and  regret  at  the  proposed 
change  of  procedure  in  this  House,  and 
had  sounded  a  note  of  warning  to  ns. 
It  might  be  said,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wilton  (Mr.  Herbert)  said  of  the  coun- 
try here,  that  foreigners  did  not  under- 
stand the  exact  nature  of  the  Hesolution, 
or  the  grounds  for  pressing  it  on  tiie 
House ;  but  he  suspected  that  those  who 
had  suffered  under  the  cldture  understood 
very  well  its  working,  and  he  believed 
that  their  experience  and  advice  were 
very  suggestive.  Nor  could  he  take 
comfort  i^om  the  fact  that  this  system 
prevailed  in  some  Colonies.  On  the  con- 
trary, an  examination  of  the  case  would 
show  that  Colonial  experience  was  against 
the  system,  and  that  in  a  very  marked 
manner.  From  the  Beturn  presented  to 
Parliament  in  1881,  it  appeared  that 
there  was  no  cldture  in  Tasmania,  or 
Queensland,  and  only  in  the  Legislative 
Council  at  the  Cape,  not  in  the  Legisla- 
tive Assembly.  The  case  of  New 
Zealand  was  very  remarkable.  There 
was  originally  a  cldture  Standing  Order 
in  the  first  Code  of  Orders.  It  did  not 
appear  whether  it  was  ever  put  in  foree 
before  1863 ;  but  he  rather  gathered  that 
it  never  had  been.  In  1868  it  was  made 
use  of  to  terminate  a  debate  as  to  the 
change  of  the  seat  of  Gbvemment ;  and 
in  that  very  year,  and  that  same  Session, 
a  proposal  to  expunge  the  Standin|^ 
Order  was  agreed  to.  In  other  words, 
the  Colonial  Assembly,  upon  their  first 
experience  of  the  working  of  the  system, 
and  closure  of  free  discussion,  refiiaed 
to  be  bound  down,  and  put  an  end  to  the 
restriction .  The  Colonial  Assembly  were 
wiser  in  their  generation  than  this 
Houde ;  and  he,  for  one,  could  only  hope 
thoXcldture,  when  passed,  might  be  got  rid 
of  here  as  speedily  as  it  was  in  New  Zea- 
land. And  the  case  of  Victoria  was  hardlj 
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IflMitriking.  There  was  no  eldture  in 
that  Colony,  until  the  Session  of  1875-6, 
and  it  was  then  only  passed  under  very 
peculiar  circumstances,  and  only  for  a 
part  of  that  Session.  The  circu mstances, 
it  must  be  admitted,  were  very  peculiar, 
for  the  Sittings  were  almost  continuous, 
from  May  1875  to  April  1876,  and  in 
tiiat  time  there  were  two  changes  of 
Qorerament.  The  Besolution  was,  how- 
efor,  only  in  force  from  February  to 
April,  when  the  Session  ended,  and  it 
was  never  revived.  It  was  adopted  for 
a  Terj  special  purpose  and  for  a  very 
limited  time — not  as  thev  were  called 
upon  to  adopt  it  here,  for  general  use 
and  an  unlimited  time — and  directly  the 

r'al  object  was  attained  it  was 
doned.  The  experience  of  this 
Colony,  then,  was  also  against  the 
QoTemment  Besolution.  The  Prime 
Uiniflter  had  felt  himself  pressed  by  this 
fiulure  of  eldture,  and  by  the  non- 
adoption  of  it  in  so  many  Colonies ;  and 
he  tried  to  account  for  by  saying,  in  one 
of  his  speeches,  that — 

**  In  those  comparatively  infant  and  slightly 
derdoped  societies  and  institutions,  the  Basi- 
ng of  their  Leg^lativo  Chambers  is  easily 
BiBiged.*' 

He  could  hardly  expect  the  Prime 
Minister  to  study  the  debates  of  Colonial 
Assemblies ;  but  having  had  occasion  to 
look  pretty  closely  into  the  working  of 
these  Assemblies  and  their  debates, 
when  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  was  at  the 
Colonial  Office,  he  could  assure  the 
Prime  Minister  that  if  he  did  so,  he 
^uld  find  that  greater  difficulties  and 
twmblos  had  to  be  encountered  in  the 
xnanagementof  Public  Business,  and  that 
Rfoater  obstruction  and  more  persistent 
deadlocks  had  occurred  in  some  of  those 
Colonies  than  had  ever  occurred  here, 
^e  Business  was  by  no  means  so  easily 
^luiged  as  the  Prime  Minister  sup- 
^^.  And  now  he  would  ask  the 
House  whether  this  ^reat  change,  now 
*pbodied  in  the  Besolution  under  con- 
■Jdoration,  was  really  and  absolutely 
nooeesary?  He  held  that  it  was  not. 
"hsn  the  Besolution  was  first  intro- 
duced, it  was  argued  that  it  was  necessary 
for  the  purpose  of  putting  down  Obstruc- 
tion. It  was  not  a  very  easy  matter,  in 
the  first  place,  to  define  exactly  what  was 
Obstruction.  What  was  considered  Ob- 
struction by  Members  sitting  on  one  side 
of  the  House  was  regarded  as  only  a 
legitimate    expression    of   opinion    by 


Members  on  the  other  side.  The  Prime 
Minister,  in  his  speech  on  the  20th  of 
February,  said  that,  "persistent  and 
even  reiterated  pressure  of  argument 
was  not  always  obstructive."  He  noted 
the  word  '*  always,''  in  this  sentence,  as 
curiously  bearing  out  the  remarks  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson), 
on  Monday  last,  that  in  every  defini- 
tion of  the  Prime  Minister  s  there 
was  always  to  be  found  some  qualify- 
ing word,  which  made  it  very  difficult 
afterwards  to  pin  him  down  to  the 
full  and  apparently  clear  meaning  of 
his  definition.  Possibly,  however,  in 
the  present  case,  the  word  "always" 
was  introduced  as  a  protection  to  him- 
self against  the  charge  of  Obstruction  on 
account  of  his  well-known,  persistent, 
and  even  reiterated  pressure  of  argu- 
ment against  the  Divorce  Bill.  But 
whether  such  persistent  argument  was 
or  was  not  always  Obstruction,  it  must 
be  admitted  that  it  would  always  be  con- 
sidered to  be  so  by  Members  sitting  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  and  it 
would,  in  the  future,  be  speedily  put  an 
end  to.  The  Prime  Minister  also,  early 
in  the  debate  in  February  last,  defined 
"Obstruction"  as — 

•*  The  disposition  of  the  minority  of  the  House 
or  of  individuals  to  resist  the  prevailing  will  of 
the  House  otherwise  than  by  argument.'* 

He  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  ventured  to 
think  that  a  very  fair  definition  ;  but  as 
the  debate  proceeded,  it  appeared  more 
clearly  that  it  was  not  the  general  Ob- 
struction of  a  minority,  or  of  a  section 
of  a  Party,  but  the  Obstruction  of  indi- 
vidual Members  that  had  caused  the 
difficulty,  to  meet  which  this  Besolution 
was  put  forward.  It  was  the  abuse  by 
individuals  of  the  liberty  allowed  under 
the  Bules  and  Forms  of  the  House.  As 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bipon  (Mr. 
Goschen)  said — "  The  House  has  suf- 
fered from  the  tyranny  of  a  few  ;  "  and 
the  Prime  Minister  also,  in  one  of  his 
speeches,  spoke  of  the  diminution  of 
power  of  the  House  over  its  own  Mem- 
bers individually  as  the  ground  for  this 
Besolution.  He  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
quite  agreed  that  this  tyranny  should  be 
piit  down,  and  that  the  power  of  the 
House  over  individual  Members  should 
be  regained ;  but  he  did  not  agree  with 
hon.  Members  opposite  that  this  should 
be  effected  by  the  introduction  of  a  gene- 
ral cldture.   He  thought  that  this  tyranny 
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might  be  put  down,  and  the  power  of 
the  House  regained,  by  what  had  been 
called  '*  individual  c/dture^'  aided  by  the 
amendment  of  the  Procedure  of  the 
Houao  in  other  matters.  It  was  not  be- 
cause the  Bules  of  the  House  were 
abused  by  a  few  individuals  that  mode- 
rate men  who  desired  to  speak  on  any 
subject  should  have  their  mouths  closed 
if  they  were  not  able  to  catch  the 
Speaker's  eye  till  late  in  the  debate. 
This  would  be  to  adopt  the  principles 
of  the  Permissive  Alliance  Bill,  and  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Car- 
lisle (Sir  "Wilfrid  Lawsou),  who,  because 
a  certain  number  of  men  drank  to  the 
ruin  of  themsclvos  and  their  families, 
would  limit  the  liberty  and  freedom  of 
action  of  moderate  and  sober  men.  The 
plan  of  individual  cloture  was  said  by 
some  to  have  failed.  But  he  thought 
that  it  had  not  worked  badly,  even  al- 
though it  had  only  been  tried  fitfully, 
and  upon  no  very  clearly  defined  prin- 
ciple. He  believed  that  if  the  principle 
of  individual  eldfure  was  carefully  defined 
and  embodied  in  a  Standing  Order  of  the 
House,  and  was  coupled  with  a  more 
severe  punishment  than  suspension  to 
the  end  of  the  Sittings,  the  plan  would 
be  found  to  work  well.  The  present 
punishment  was  quite  insufficient;  and 
the  shortness  and  inadequacy  of  it,  when 
taken  in  proportion  to  the  time  consumed 
before  it  could  be  inflicted,  was  quite 
apparent.  The  Member  punished  could 
now  go  out  and  enjoy  his  dinner,  and 
then  frame  fresh  material  for  a  renewed 
fight  at  the  next  Sittings.  In  his  opi- 
nion, the  suspension  sliould  be  for  a 
month  at  least,  except  by  special  leave 
of  the  House.  The  Home  Secretary  and 
others  had  challenged  the  Opposition  to 
produce  an  alternative  scheme  to  this 
general  cMturej  and  this  was  his  answer 
to  the  challenge — **  We  propose  indivi- 
dual cloture  coupled  with  a  more  severe 
punishment,  and  wuth  amendment  of 
other  parts  of  the  present  Procedure  of 
the  House."  Well,  as  the  debate  went 
on.  Obstruction  somewhat  fell  out  of  the 
running  as  the  ground  for  the  proposed 
change,  and  the  necessity  of  passing 
Government  measures  was  put  promi- 
nently forward  as  rendering  cloture  ne- 
cessary. Now  it  was  not  denied  by  any 
one  that  it  was  desirable  to  clear  the 
ground  for  measures  of  importance, 
affecting  the  interests  and  welfare  of  the 
great    agricultural,     commercial,     and 
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manufacturing  classes  of  this  eonntiy. 
It  was  not  denied  that  for  this  purpose 
the  Procedure  of   the  House  required 
amendment,  and  support  would  be  readily 
accorded  to  most  of  the  proposed  amend- 
ing Resolutions,  though  ho  must  except 
from   this  list    the   Grand  CommitteM 
Eesolution,    upon    which     very   grave 
doubts  existed.     But  it  was  denied  that 
for  this  purpose  it   was   necessary  to 
sacrifice  freedom  of  debate,  or  to  limit 
the  ancient  and  legitimate  right  of  Mem- 
bers to  speak  freely  and  fully.    It  must 
be  remembered    that   besides  Govera- 
ment  measures  there  were  questions  of 
the  greatest  importance  which  had  to  be 
discussed ;   political  questions  affecting 
our  relations  with  Foreign  States  and  our 
Colonies ;  grievances  ;  wrongs  to  be  re- 
dressed, and   so    forth.     It   would  be 
greatly  to  be  deplored  if  full  discussion 
on  these  subjects  was  prematurely  closed 
because  the  Government  wanted  to  force 
on  some    measure.      There  would   be 
a  special  danger  that  a  question  affGCt- 
ing  the  position  of  a   GovernDient,  or 
damaging  to    it,   would  be   cut  short 
by  the  clamour  of  the  Government  sup- 
porters.    It  was  true  that  the  initiatire 
was  with  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of 
Ways  and    Means;    but,   in    the  first 
place,  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  was  not 
satisfied  with  this  safeguard  ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  he  thought  that  this  re- 
sponsibility should  not  be  cast  on  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman.       He  was  not 
satisfied  with  the  safeguard,  because  he 
thought  that   there .  was  g^eat  danger 
that  the  Speaker  might  be.  perhaps  un- 
consciously, influenced  by  the  GoTern- 
ment  majority.     He  did  not  take  quite 
so  gloomy  a  view  of  the  Speakers  in  the 
future  as  some  hon.  Members  liad  taken. 
He  did   not  believe  that  the  Speaker 
would  ever  become  a  mere  partisan  and 
tool   of  the    Government    majority  to 
whom  he   owed   his   election ;    but  he 
would  naturally  be  anxious  to  see  the 
Business  of  the  House  got  through,  and 
as,    after  all.   Speakers  were  but  ^ 
human  creatures,  ho  might  be  anxiooi 
to  get  to   bed.      His  sympathy  would 
rather  be  with  the  majority  than  vith 
the  persistent  reiteration  of  argument 
of  the  Opposition,  though  he  had  the 
high  authority  of  the   Prime  Minister 
for  saying  that  that   was  not  always 
obstructive.      He  would  be  influenced 
by  the  cries  of  the  supporters  of  the 
Government,  and  thus  mibled  in  form- 
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in^  his  judgment.  And  one  of  the 
worst  features  of  the  Hesolution  before 
the  House  was  that  in  a  full  House  he 
would  be  sure  of  a  majority ;  and 
although  if  the  majority  was  a  very 
small  one  his  opinion  would  be,  in  fact, 
confirmed,  yet  the  error  of  his  judgment 
as  to  the  "evident  intention"  of  the 
House  would  be  clearly  manifested. 
Now,  if  all  this  was  true  of  a  Speaker, 
it  might  far  more  certainly  be  predicted 
of  a  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means. 
They  might  argue  as  much  as  they 
pleased,  and  give  all  credit  for  honesty 
of  purpose  to  Chairmen,  past,  present, 
anci  future;  but  no  one,  he  thought, 
could  really  doubt  that  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  was  loss  likely  to  be 
impartial,  and  more  likely  to  be  influ- 
enced by  Government  pressure,  than 
the  Speaker.  The  post  of  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  was  practically  one  of 
the  Government  places,  although  the 
actual  election  rested  with  the  House 
itself.  Speakers  had  of  late  been  re- 
elected Parliament  after  Parliament, 
though  the  Government  might  have  fre- 
quently changed.  That  had  never,  he 
beiieved,  been  the  case  with  the  Chair- 
men of  Ways  and  Means,  and  probably 
never  would  be.  They  had  heard  that 
evening  how  constant  was  the  communi- 
cation between  the  Chairman  and  the 
Party  in  power,  and  the  fear  expressed 
lest,  under  the  New  Eulo,  this  friendly 
communication  should  become  pressure. 
Again,  the  Speaker's  right  to  vote  and 
speak  had  never  of  late  been  exercised, 
and  thus  his  absolute  freedom  from 
Pai-ty  bias  had  been  made  more  mani- 
fest ;  but  the  very  contrary  was  the 
case  with  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means.  He  voted  regularly  with  his. 
Party,  except  when  the  House  was  in 
Committee,  and  no  one  blamed  him.  If, 
then,  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  distrusted 
the  safeguard  of  the  Speaker  in  the 
future,  he  had  far  greater  reason  to  dis- 
trust the  safeguard  of  the  Chairman. 
But.  in  the  second  place,  he  thought 
that  this  responsibilit}'  should  not  bo 
cast  on  the  Speaker.  The  responsibility 
should  rest  with  the  Leader  of  the 
House,  as  representing  the  majority, 
and  answerable,  in  a  more  or  less  degree, 
for  the  good  conduct  of  the  Business  of 
the  House.  In  this  latter  work  he  had 
been  hitherto  materially  assisted  by  an 
honourable  un'lerstanding  that  had  ex- 
isted between  the  Front  Benches,  and 


by  the  good  sense  of  the  House.  He 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)  was  afraid  that 
this  good  understanding,  which  had 
hitherto  prevailed  in  the  great  majo- 
rity of  cases,  though  of  late  somewhat 
weakened  by  the  action  of  a  few  indi- 
viduals, would  cease  to  exist  if  this 
cloture  was  frequently  applied,  as  the 
feeling  of  the  minority  who  had  resisted 
the  restriction  of  debate  would  be  much 
embittered.  And  this  feeling  of  bitter- 
ness and  resentment  would,  he  feared, 
tend  to  weaken  the  position  and  dignity 
of  the  Speaker,  who  had  to  take  the 
initiative,  both  in  the  House  and  out  of 
it.  In  the  House,  because  the  Members 
of  the  minority,  if  at  all  a  large  one, 
would  be  more  inclined  to  cavil  at  the 
subsequent  rulings  of  the  Speaker ;  and 
out  of  the  House  because  attacks  would 
be  made  on  the  Speaker  as  a  Party  man 
or  as  a  weak  man,  both  in  the  Press 
and  on  the  platform.  It  might  be  that 
he  would  be  wrongly  blamed  and 
attacked ;  but,  still,  his  present  high 
position,  above  attack,  would  be  lowered. 
To  sum  up,  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  be- 
lieved that  there  was  no  necessity  for 
this  general  cldtura,  which  infringed 
upon  the  ancient  privileges  of  Members; 
he  feared  that  the  dignity  of  the  House 
and  of  the  Speaker  would  be  lessoned  by 
the  exercise  of  this  power ;  that  the  good 
understanding  which  had  hitherto  ex- 
isted between  the  Leaders  of  the  Parties 
as  to  the  management  of  debates  would 
give  place  to  a  sore  and  bitter  feeling ; 
that  Obstruction  would  be  rather  quick- 
ened than  suppressed ;  and,  for  these 
reasons,  he  should  give  his  vote  heartily 
against  the  Hesolution. 

Mb.  T.  C.  THOMPSON  said,  he  had 
all  along  voted  for  the  Government  on 
this  subject,  and  he  intended  to  do  so  on 
this  occasion,  though  if  the  Government 
had  been  endeavouring  to  limit  the  right 
of  debate  and  freedom  of  speech  in  that 
House,  he  should  unquestionably  have 
opposed  them,  and  he  should  have  done 
tho  same  if  the  Hesolution  had  been  one 
of  first  impression.  Notwithstanding  the 
eloquence  of  the  Prime  Minister,  he 
should  have  opposed  such  proposals,  al- 
though he  might  be  opposed  by  the 
Liberal  Associations,  which  sometimes 
were  called  Caucuses.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Stoke  (Mr.  Broadhurst) 
had  spoken  with  approval  of  the  Caucus, 
and  well  he  might,  because  in  theborough 
of  Stoke  he  was  probably  the  Caucus 


[Suteenth  Niglii 


■A 


983  Parliament— Business  of  the     [COMMONS)       Haute--' The  New  SmIh. 


himself.  He  thought  Liberal  Associations 
had  a  perfect  right  to  call  the  attention 
of  their  ^(embers  to  the  votes  they  had 
given  in  opposition  to  Liberal  principles; 
but  ho  thought  that  they  showed  a  great 
want  of  modesty  when  they  called  atten- 
tion to  the  votes  of  a  Member  who  had 
not  been  going  against,  but  had  been 
supporting  the  principles  that  he  had 
been  sent  to  Parliament  to  represent. 
As  he  had  already  observed,  he  should 
not  vote  for  the  Hesolution  if  it  had 
been  one  of  the  first  impression.  lie 
would  not  vote  for  any  Resolution  which 
would  limit  the  right  of  free  speech  in 
that  House.  Complaints  had  been  made 
that  there  was  Obstruction  to  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  country.  ITe  would  remind 
the  House  how  that  had  arisen.  The 
House  of  Commons  was  composed  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  Her 
Majesty's  Opposition,  and  no  one  had 
presumed  to  say  that  the  Leaders  of 
either  had  made  tedious  addresses  to 
that  Assembly.  But  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  besides  those  two  great  Parties, 
there  were  men  who  entertained  strong 
opinions  and  strong  principles.  They 
were  the  minorities  of  the  House,  and 
it  was  to  them  that  they  owed  almost 
all  of  the  important  legislation  of  the 
last  few  years.  One  or  two  distinguished 
Members  could  be,  and  generally  were, 
appointed  to  speak  on  behalf  of  either 
the  Government  or  the  Opposition  ;  but 
it  would  not  answer  the  purpose  of 
minorities  to  have  only  one  or  two  per- 
sons speaking  for  them.  They  must 
individually  advocate  tlioir  views  to  will- 
ing or  unwilling  ears,  through  good  re- 
port and  evil  report,  before  full  Benches 
and  before  empty  Benches,  and  speak 
whenever  an  occasion  should  present 
itself.  In  the  country  at  present  such 
conduct  was  looked  on  as  Obstruction  ; 
hut  it  ought  to  be  remembered,  as  he  had 
said,  that  it  was  to  such  Obstruction  that 
we  owed  most  of  our  reforms.  Why  were 
the  people  now  in  favour  of  these  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  ?  Because  the 
Obstruction  about  which  complaint  was 
made  was  being  carried  on  by  a  Party 
who  were  said  to  bo  opposing  the  legis- 
lation of  the  Prime  Minister  so  strenu- 
ously that  it  was  futile  to  hope  that  any 
of  it  could  be  successful.  The  people 
believed  that,  but  for  this  Obstruction, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  would  have  passed 
household  suffrage  for  the  counties,  and 
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effected  the  dissolution  of  the  Church  a 
England.  Many  people  believed  ali 
that  if  Obstruction  had  not  been  prae 
tised,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wonl( 
now  be  on  the  point  of  carrying  Horn* 
Eule  for  Ireland.  It  was  for  such  xea 
sons  as  these  that  Obstruction  was  » 
unpopular.  But  it  should  be  borne  ii 
mind  that  the  small  band  of  resoht 
men  who  ]\ad  shown  so  much  reaistanc 
to  the  wishes  of  the  Government  wer 
then  defending  the  liberties  of  Ireland 
and  that  the  conduct  of  the  Gt)vemiii60 
during  the  last  two  years  had  been  sod 
as  to  cause  a  feeling  of  hatred  betweei 
the  English  and  the  Irish.  He  was  on 
of  those  who  thought  that  it  was  dm 
gerous  to  attack  the  liberties  of  Ireland 
and  that  opinion  was  shared  by  to] 
many  in  the  country.  During  his  per 
sistent  opposition  to  the  coercive  mea 
sures  of  the  last  two  years  he  hit 
received  strange-looking  epistles,  aonu 
of  them  dirty  productions,  and  noi 
emanating  from  the  pen  of  the  readj 
writer.  They  had  not  come  fxtm 
the  Caucuses,  but  from  some  of  tlu 
large  towns  of  England  —  from  met 
living  in  streets  where  the  scent  of  the 
violet  and  the  bloom  of  the  primroM 
were  not  to  be  found.  Those  letters  were 
from  men  who,  in  the  mine  and  in  tlK 
ironworks,  worked  early  to  promote  tltc 
grandeur  of  England.  They  were  afhi^ 
that  if  the  liberties  of  Ireland  were  as* 
sailed  now,  those  of  England  might  be 
assailed  later  on.  It  was  because  tliii 
so-called  Obstruction  had  been  put  down 
with  so  high  a  hand  that  he  should  nof 
support  the  Government.  On  the  finl 
memorable  occasion  when  the  SpeakM 
interfered  to  close  the  mouths  of  th( 
Irish  Members,  it  was  said  that  then 
should  be  no  repetition  of  the  occurrenee 
But,  before  long,  the  Irish  Member 
were  silenced  a  second  time  in  a  mannd 
that  reflected  dishonour  and  disgrM 
upon  that  House.  They  would  at  < 
future  time  certainly  look  back  vitl 
sorrow  to  the  occasion  when  a  numbei 
of  Gentlemen  were  suspended  from  th< 
exercise  of  their  Parliamentary  funo 
tions,  though  they  had  but  just  riflV 
from  their  beds,  and  had  not  for  sonu 
hours  been  in  the  House.  As  Memben 
had  been  twice  assailed  in  this  way,  hi 
thought  the  time  had  come  when  aoD( 
definite  plan  to  limit  the  right  of  the 
Authorities  of  the  Houpe  io  interfere 
should  be  adopted.     The  Speaker  had 
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stated  on  the  first  occasion  that  it  was 
imperative! J  necessary  that  in  the  future 
the  closure  of  debate  should  be  guarded 
by  legislation.  It  was  necessary,  there- 
fore, to  legislate  on  the  subject ;  not  to 
pat  a  fetter  on  men's  lips,  but  to  limit 
the  right  of  the  Authorities  of  the  House 
to  interpose  in  its  debates.  No  doctrine 
was  more  dangerous  than  that  which 
said,  "This  shall  be  for  this  once  only." 
ALis!  how  often  had  such  teaching 
heralded  to  their  fall  the  noble  and  the 
beautiful !  Of  such  legislation  to  guard 
the  right  of  debate  he  did  not  think 
that  any  better  or  wiser  proposal  than 
that  of  the  Government  could  have  been 
made.  In  his  opinion,  the  proposal  on 
the  other  side  to  change  the  whole  prin- 
ciple of  the  House,  and  no  longer  leave 
Hie  decision  to  a  simple  majority,  had 
been  wisely  rejected.  A  majority  of  two- 
thirds  or  three-fourths  always  opened 
the  door  to  communication  between  the 
Leaders  on  both  sides ;  hence  the  neces- 
sity for  compromise  arose.  When  the 
House  was  endeavouring  to  restrain  the 
fiberties  of  the  Irish  nation,  did  the 
necessity  of  having  a  two-thirds'  ma- 
jority make  any  difference  ?  Was  the 
cruel  treatment  of  Ireland  lessened  by 
that?  No,  certainly  not ;  and  he  ven- 
tured to  say  that  if  the  House  had 
been  confined  to  the  old  system  of 
t  majority,  it  would  have  been  pos- 
rible  to  obtain  better  consideration 
&r  the  people  of  Ireland  than  was 
obtained    under    the    two  -  thirds'  ma- 

C'  y  Rule.  Then,  again,  hon.  Mem- 
opposite  had  recommended  the 
Oofemment  to  look  at  what  was 
done  in  foreign  countries  with  regard 
to  this  matter.  He  hoped  the  House  of 
Commons  was  too  proud  to  look  any- 
where else  for  information  or  instruction 
OQ  the  subject.  In  past  time  men  had 
been  accustomed  to  look  to  that  House 
&r  an  example.  It  was  a  new  doctrine, 
mdeed,  that  for  lessons  in  our  conduct 
ve  must  look  to  our  own  Colonies  or  to 
tbe  mushroom  growth  of  freedom  in 
I^ce.  It  seemed  to  him  that  they 
eoald  not  do  better  than  leave  it  to  the 
Speaker  to  initiate  the  closing  of  the  de- 
bate. Nor  did  he  see  that  much  had 
been  gained  by  the  Amendment  requir- 
ing him  to  be  of  opinion  that  the  subject 
had  been  "  adequately  discussed."  Was 
Ina  conviction  on  that  subject  to  be 
questioned  ?  Was  it  open  to  point  out 
to  him  that  more  argument  could  be 


advanced  ?  Supposing  the  Speaker  were 
to  decide  that  a  subject  had  been 
sufficiently  discussed,  and  some  inge- 
nious Member  were  to  write  a  letter  to 
The  Times  the  next  morning  suggesting 
new  arguments,  the  Speaker  would  be 
placed  in  a  false  position.  But  let  the 
initiative  come  from  the  Speaker,  let  a 
consequent  Motion  be  required  to  be 
made  to  the  House,  let  the  House  decide 
by  a  majority,  and  enough  would  be 
done.  It  was  his  hope  and  his  belief 
that  with  such  safeguards  the  cldture 
would  never  be  used. 

Colonel  KENNARD  said,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  very  last  nail  was  being 
driven  into  the  cofiin  of  freedom  of  de- 
bate. If  the  Resolution  were  passed, 
he  might  never  have  another  opportunity 
of  raising  his  voice  in  the  House ;  for, 
in  the  Prime  Minister's  words,  he  might 
be  considered  vain,  idle,  and  frivolous, 
and  as  only  willing  to  please  his  con- 
stituents. It  had  been  argued  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  that,  far  from  curtailing  speech, 
the  closure  would  restore  freedom  of 
debate,  just  as  if,  by  the  restoration  of 
duties  on  foreign  imports,  they  would 
be  placing  on  a  higher  footing  the  prin- 
ciples of  Free  Trade.  Others  contended 
that  the  closure  was  not  so  much 
directed  against  legitimate  opposition  as 
illegitimate  Obstruction.  In  that  case, 
they  would  be  cracking  a  small  nut  with 
a  Nasmyth  hammer.  Why  did  they 
not  pass  penal  Rules  against  individual 
offenders,  instead  of  directing  penal 
legislation  against  a  whole  Party  ?  If 
the  cldture  were  to  be  seldom  used,  why 
should  the  Government  consume  the 
time  of  the  House  in  constructing  this 
great  engine  of  offence  against  their 
political  opponents  ?  If,  however,  as  he 
thought  was  more  natural,  the  cldture 
was  frequently  used,  mistakes  would 
constantly  occur,  and,  if  so,  they  were 
certain  to  be  animadverted  upon  both 
inside  and  outside  of  the  House ;  and 
he  believed  that  the  dignity  of  the 
Chair  would  be  thereby  impaired.  The 
frank  and  direct  avowal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere),  that  he  would  give  the  Opposition 
half-an-hour  to  discuss  any  proposal 
made  by  the  Minister  of  the  day  and 
then  silence  them,  showed  what  they 
might  expect  if  the  democratic  Re- 
solution with  which  they  were  threat- 
ened was  ever  accomplished,   and  tbe 
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principles  of  tlie  Confititution  Hwept 
away,  and  the  despotism  c»f  luob  law 
substituted  in  its  stt^ad.  At  the  same 
time,  ho  did  not  sympathize  with  tho 
view  of  the  noble  Lord  tlio  Member  for 
"Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill), 
who  appeared  to  think  that  if  tlie  Con- 
servative Party  obtained  power  they 
would  use  the  cloture  by  way  of  retalia- 
tion against  their  opponents.  He  (Colonel 
Kennard)  would  not  retaliate;  but  the 
proposed  legislation  was  altogether  so  dis- 
tasteful to  him  that,  instead  of  using  the 
power  it  gave,  he  would  prefer  to  vote  for 
its  total  repeal.  He  thouglit,  having  re- 
gard to  tho  reduced  majority  that  had 
hitherto  supported  the  Government,  that 
tho  country  and  the  Ilouse  entertained 
grave  doubts  as  to  the  advantage  of  this 
measure.  He  would,  therefore,  support 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  North  Devon 
in  his  opposition  to  the  Resolution. 

Mr.  iSlKLLOR  said,  it  was  somewhat 
late  in  tho  day  to  question  the  necessity 
of  dealing  with  Obstruction.  So  far 
back  as  1848,  the  Committee  on  Parlia- 
mentary Procedure  was  appointed  to 
consider  the  subject,  and  examined  seve- 
ral witnesses,  among  others,  M.  Guizot, 
who  gave  important  evidence  as  to  the 
use  of  the  eldture  in  France.  The  Oom- 
mittce  thought  so  much  of  this  evidence 
that  they  set  it  out  on  the  face  of  their 
lloport.  M.  Guizot  stated  that,  having 
had  tho  eldture  in  operation  since  1816, 
in  his  opinion  it  had  never  been  abused, 
and  that  Public  Business  could  not  have 
been  effectively  carried  on  without  it. 
Tho  Committee  sot  this  out  unquestion- 
ably to  draw  the  attention  of  Parliament 
to  the  subject.  That  Committee  included 
such  eminent  authorities  as  Sir  Kobert 
Peel,  Sir  James  Graham,  ^[r.  Disraeli, 
and  Mr.  Evelyn  Donison,  who  was  after- 
wards Speaker.  No  condemnation  was 
passed  by  that  Committoo  on  tho  prin- 
ciple of  closure  on  any  of  the  grounds 
relied  upon  by  the  other  side.  A  sug- 
g»>stiou  was  made  by  Lord  Eversley 
which  was  even  more  stringent  in  its 
character  than  that  now  introduced  hy 
the  Government,  for  Lord  Eversley's  pro- 
posal was  that  it  should  bo  in  the  power 
of  any  hon.  Member,  on  tho  Order  of 
the  Day  for  the  resumption  of  an  ad- 
journed debate,  to  rise  in  his  place  and 
move  that  it  be  not  again  adjourned, 
but  that  the  division  upon  it  should  be 
taken  before  2  o'clock  a.m.  Moreover, 
it  was  suggested  that  the  Motion  might 
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be  carried  by  a  bare  majority.  From 
1818  down  to  1880,  Obstrnction  was 
steadily  increasing ;  and  in  1880  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  the  then 
Leader  of  the  House,  speaking  with  all 
the  responsibility  of  his  Office,  said— 

"  I  earnestly  press  upon  tho  Uouac  the  c^- 
sidoration  that  Obstruction  is  an  evil  which  hai 
fiTown  up  in  a  larj^  measure  during  the  life  of 
tlie  present  Parliament,  and  that  this  Qoiue 
has  had  tho  opportunity — the  melancholy  oppor- 
tunity— of  witnessing  its  growth  and  i(s  thrnt- 
ening  character.*' — \}i  Hansard,  ccl.  1462.] 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
his   statements  respecting  closure  had 
been  garbled  during  the  present  debate; 
but  hon.  Members  were  not  suggesting 
that  he  ever  said  he  approved  of  closure, 
but  had  drawn  attention  to  tho  testimooj 
which  he  gave  as  to  the  important  na- 
ture of   Obstruction,  and  that,  having 
come  to   the  conclusioDS   that  he  did, 
had  stated  their  astonishment  that  he 
shrank  from  the  only  remedy.    Another 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  the  late 
Home  Secretary  (Sir  K.  Assheton  Croei], 
had  used  language  almost  as  strong;  he 
said,  amongst  other  thingpi,  that  the  state 
of  the  House  had  become  a  by- word.  The 
House,  therefore,  had  the  testimony  of 
two  right  hon.  Gentlemen  of  great  ei- 
perionce  on  the  other  side  of  the.Houie 
that  Obstruction   had   become  seiioiu, 
and  that  it  was  important  to  deal  vith 
it  at  once.     He  had  groat  difficulty  ia 
understanding  how,  in  the  face  of  that 
opinion,   those    right   hon.    Gentlemea 
could  have  arrived  at  their  present  con- 
clusions.    In  this  matter  of  ObstructioB 
it  was  to  be  observed  that,  while  in  1881 
there  were  122  dilatory  Motions  for  Ad- 
journment,  in   the  year   of   the  grMt 
Keform  agitation   there  were  only  20> 
To  meet  these  dilatory  Motions  no  re- 
medy had  been  suggested  by  the  ligU 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  He  had  elated 
that  he  had  a  scheme,  but  had  given  tJM 
House  no  details  of  any  kind,  and  bo 
other  hon.  Member  opposite  had  Ten- 
tured  to  suggest  a  scheme.     It  was  aaid 
that  the  proper  way  of  dealing  with  the 
matter  was  by  punishing  the  individnaL 
That  was  all  very  well  in  dealing  with 
cases  of  wilful  Obstr notion  which  veie 
an  obvious  offence  against  the  House; 
but  how   was  that  to   bo  carried  oat 
where  there  were  several  Members  all 
combining  to  obstruct  and  spin  out  the 
discussion    on    one  measure,   in  order 
to  prevent  a  Bill  to  which  they  »«« 
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opposed  from  being  brought  forward 
Rnd  having  a  chance  of  being  dis- 
niased?  In  ouch  a  case  it  might  be 
Ufficult  to  apportion  the  degree  of  blame. 
Se  had  been  but  a  short  time  in  the 
Sonae ;  but  he  had  seen  these  tactics 
resorted  to  on  several  occasions,  as  in  the 
Base  of  the  Bill  to  legalize  Marriage  with 
%  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  discussion  upon 
rhich  had  been  absolutely  prevented  by 
these  means.  This  mode  of  Obstruction 
irms  difficult  to  deal  with.  They  had  been 
bold  more  than  once  that  this  Resolu- 
tion was  all  the  work  of  an  imperious 
Prime  Minister,  that  pressure  had  been 
put  upon  his  followers,  and  that  they 
naliked  the  measure.  He  would  like  to 
know  where  hon.  Members  got  their  in- 
tbrmation  from  ? — certainly  not  from  the 
Uberal  Party.  Was  it  not  evident,  from 
Sie  course  of  that  debate,  that  the  Prime 
Uinister  was  not  the  first,  but  the  last 
sum  to  be  convinced  of  the  necessity  of 
that  measure  ?  The  pressure  for  it  had 
oome  from  the  Liberal  Party  to  the  Go- 
vernment, and  not  from  the  Government 
to  the  Liberal  Party.  It  had  been  said 
diat  it  was  the  work  of  the  Caucus, 
which  was  supposed  by  some  to  be  a 
dreadful  institution ;  but  he  could  not 
onderstand  how  any  man  who  had  seen 
it  at  work,  and  who  was  really  anxious 
foft  the  good  working  of  representative 
institotions,  could  attack  the  Caucus — a 
body  which  fairly  represented  the  feel- 
ings and  views  of  the  Liberal  Party  in 
the  constituency  in  which  it  existed. 
The  Resolutions  had  been  very  severely 
criticized ;  but  he  was  much  disposed  to 
wree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke 
(Mr.  Broadhurst)  in  thinking  that  the 
eonntry  was  prepared  for  a  far  stronger 
measure  of  eUture  than  the  one  now  pro- 
posed. It  was  all  very  well  to  allege 
that  the  country  did  not  understand  the 

anestion  ;  but  it  understood  this — that 
liere  was  a  deadlock  of  Business  in  Par- 
liamenty  and  that  unless  something  was 
done  that  deadlock  could  not  be  got  rid 
of.  Men  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
Aat  the  debates  ought  to  be  shortened, 
Ihat  the  time  of  the  country  was  now 
wasted,  and  that  the  people  were  cheated, 
lo  some  extent,  of  the  legislation  to 
which  they  were  entitled.  If  any  hon. 
ICember  doubted  the  feeling  of  the 
ooantrjy  he  invited  him  to  attend  a 
Ipablic  meeting  anjrwhere,  and  he  would 
aoon  get  a  very  plain  answer.  The 
Goremment,  besides,  had  so  moulded 


the  Hesolution  that  it  was  difficult  to 
see  how  it  could  bo  unfairly  used.  It 
was  not  proposed  to  interfere  at  all  with 
legitimate  discussion.  The  Speaker  had 
become  more  and  more  of  a  judicial 
officer,  whose  decisions  were  recorded  as 
precedents  for  future  guidance ;  and  it 
was  not  likely  that  any  future  Speaker 
would  exercise  the  power  intrusted  to 
him  with  a  Party  bias — a  course  which 
must  deprive  him  of  the  respect  of  the 
House.  Neither  could  it  be  suggested 
that  Members  on  either  side  would  wish 
to  act  unfairly  towards  their  opponents 
in  closing  debates.  To  use  the  Rule  un- 
fairly they  must  have  a  conspiracy  or 
combination  among  a  large  body  of 
Members  ;  and  surely  that  was  a  thing 
not  to  be  thought  of.  If  any  attempt 
were  made  to  stop  fair  discussion  on  any 
burning  question,  so  strong  a  feeling 
would  be  aroused  in  the  country  against 
the  Government,  or  the  Party  making 
it,  that  they  would  be  speedily  hurled 
from  power.  The  Bule  would  be  used 
to  enable  questions  to  be  fairly  discussed, 
some  of  which  were  now  blocked,  and 
which  the  public  wanted  to  have  pro- 
perly debated.  He  earnestly  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  succeed  in 
carrying  that  Besolution,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  they  had  not  only  a  united 
Party,  but  the  strong  feeling  of  the 
country  with  them. 

Colonel  L.  P.  DAWNAY  said,  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham  (Mr.  T. 
0.  Thompson)  was  not  convinced  by  his 
own  arguments,  nothing  could  convince 
him  ;  for,  while  he  ended  by  saying  he 
would  vote  for  the  Besolution,  his 
speech  was  a  strong  protest  against  the 
eUture.  He  (Colonel  Dawn  ay)  trusted 
that  they  had  not  fallen  so  low  as  to  be 
willing  to  remodel  that  ancient  House 
upon  a  French  pattern.  Although  the 
Prime  Minister  had  hitherto  achieved 
an  uninterrupted  success  in  regard  to  the 
proposed  change  of  Procedure,  still  his 
triumph  was  eclipsed  by  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell).  In  the  division  on  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  the  Home  Bule  Party  had 
scored  a  double  victory.  In  the  first 
place,  they  had  struck  a  blow  at  the 
Conservative  Opposition  ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  they  had  earned  the  heart- 
felt gratitude  of  the  Government,  which 
they  had  rescued  from  an  imminent  de- 
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feat.  IIo  was  thankful  they  had  at  last 
got  out  of  the  rej^ion  of  nrtificial 
safeguards.  Tlie  quentioii  now  at  issue 
was  whether  they  wore  to  part  with  that 
right  of  free  discussion  which  liad  been 
so  jealously  guarded  for  centuries  by  the 
Commons  of  England.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  had  pretty  plainly 
shown  them  that  that  measure  was  in- 
tended to  silence  the  Conservative  Party 
in  order  to  give  free  play  to  revolutionary 
legislation.  That  might  not  be  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Government,  but  it  was  the 
object  of  some  of  their  supporters;  and 
surely  the  House  ought  to  be  very  care- 
ful how  they  intrusted  so  dangerous  a 
power  to  the  hands  of  any  Party.  If 
brute  force  was  to  be  substituted  for 
argument,  they  might  depend  on  it  the 
decline  and  fall  of  Parliamentary  go- 
vernment was  imminent.  The  National 
Expenditure  would  no  longer  be  subject 
to  independent  criticism  ;  and  while  this 
might  be  a  small  matter  when  a  Govern- 
ment of  peace  and  retrenchment  was  in 
Office,  yet  there  might  come  a  time  when 
an  unscrupulous  and  extravagant  Tory 
Administration  were  in  power,  and  then 
the  el6ture  might  be  a  source  of  con- 
siderable anxiety  to  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite. On  his  side  of  the  House  it  was 
thought  that  the  cldture  would  be  used 
as  an  organ  of  oppression,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  many  of  the  Liberal  Party 
viewed  it  with  feelings  of  apprehension. 
If  the  power  was  abused,  it  would  un- 
doubtedly show  up  Parliamentary  go- 
vernment to  the  contempt  of  the  country. 
He  wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  another  point.  It  might  hap- 
pen that  what  appeared  to  Mr.  Speaker 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House  was  by 
no  means  the  evident  sense  of  the  coun- 
try. It  might  happen  that  in  some  im- 
portant debate  the  views  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Cities  of  London  or 
Liverpool  might  bo  prevented  from  being 
heard  by  the  casting  vote  of  the  micro- 
scopic constituency  of  Carlow.  On  both 
sides  of  the  House  there  existed  a  strong 
feeling  that,  sooner  or  later,  the  cldture 
would  be  used  as  an  engine  of  oppres- 
sion, and  would  end  in  a  gross  abuse  of 
the  powers  of  the  majority.  Some  hon. 
Gentlemen  appeared  to  look  forward  to 
that  result  with  satisfaction  ;  but  there 
were  many  others  who  regarded  it  with 
grave  misgivings.  If  used  for  Party 
purposes,  it  would  rouse  feelings  of 
anger  and  resentment ;  and,  sooner  or 
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later,   it  would  bring  gOTemment  by 
Party  into  contempt  in  the  eyes  of  the 
country.     The    right    hon.   Gentlenaii 
at  the  head   of  the  GoTemment  had, 
during  his  long  career,    been  the  de- 
fender of  many  institutions  which  he 
had    afterwards   felt    it    his    duty  to 
attack  and  to  destroy ;  but  he  trusted 
even  now  that  it  never  might  be  able 
to  be  said  of  him  that  he  had  brought 
his  long  and  distinguished  Parliamen- 
tary career  to  a  close  by  lowering  tlie 
character  and  destroying    the  ancieiit 
liberties  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  LEWIS  FRY  said,  that,  as  re- 
presenting  a    large    constituency,    he 
should  ask  the  House  to  listen  to  him 
for  a  few  moments  while  he  adverted  to 
one  point  which  had  been  alluded  to  in 
the  course  of  the  debate.     It  had  been 
remarked  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
that  had  taken  place  on  these  Rules  of 
Procedure  that  the  country  did  not  care 
about  this  question ;    but  he  rose  to 
assure  the  House  that  his  constituency, 
at  all  events,  felt  a  very  keen  interest  in 
the  matter.     A  great  deal  had  been  said 
as  to  the  object  and  purpose  the  Oovern- 
ment  had  in  view  in  bringing  forward 
the  Resolutions  that    they   were   oov 
engaged  in  discussing,  and  it  had  been 
frequently  stated  from  the  other  side  of 
the  House  that  they  were  brought  fsa* 
ward   for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the 
more  speedy  prosecution  of  certain  mea- 
sures to  which   the   Government  vera 
pledged.    They  who  sat  on  that  side  of 
the  House  were  very  anxious,  and  en 
also  his    constituency  were  extremdj 
anxious,   that  many  of  those  measniei 
that  had  been  promised  to  the  countn 
should  be  passed.     But  what  he  wiBhed 
to  state  was  this — that,  in  his  opinion, 
there  was  a  more  strongly  felt  and  ex- 
pressed conviction  than  any  wish  for  the 
passing  of  any  particular  measure;  and 
that  was  the  feeling  that  the  credit  of 
the  House  of  Commons  was  at  stake,  ia 
the   continuance  of  the  state  of  thing! 
that  existed  in  their  debates.   The  coon- 
try,  he  believed,  was  thoroughly  d6t8^ 
mined  that  the  House  of  CommonsahonM 
be  placed  in   a  position  which  wodd 
enable  it  to  carry  forward  its  debatei 
with  efficiency,  and  to  carry  into  effect 
ftlso,  in  a  reasonable  time,  the  will  of 
the  country.     There  was  a  time  when 
that  House  was  regarded  as  a  model  for 
all  other  business  Assemblies  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  it  conducted  its  Bnsi- 
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DOSS ;  but  they  must  surely  all  be  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  the  respect  once  felt 
for  the  House  of  Commcms  had  sensibly 
diminished.  Many,  indeed,  felt  that  the 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  were 
often  treated  almost  with  condolence  at 
the  things  they  had  to  suffer  in  that 
House — evils  which  he  was  sorry  to  say 
they  were  almost  powerless  to  remove. 
Certainly,  the  proceedings  in  that  House 
were  often  spoken  of  in  a  manner  almost 
approaching  to  contempt  by  men  who 
were  accustomed  to  other  great  business 
gatherings  in  the  tsountry.  No  doubt, 
great  differences  of  opinion  on  that  sub- 
ject did  exist  in  the  House  of  Commons 
itself;  but  he  thought — nay,  he  was 
convinced — that  the  evident  sense  of  the 
country  at  large  was  this — that  the  time 
had  come  when  the  existing  state  of 
things  should  be  altered,  and  the  House 
of  Commons  placed  in  a  position*  which 
would  be  calculated  to  enable  it  to  con- 
duct ita  Business  with  efficiency,  and  in 
a  manner  far  better  calculated  to  promote 
the  great  interests  of  the  nation.  It  was 
when  that  feeling  prevailed  with  respect 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  brought  forward  a  plan 
which  they  had  submitted  for  the  con- 
sideration of  hon.  Members.  As  was 
anticipated,  the  scheme  of  the  Govern- 
ment nad  provoked  a  great  deal  of  dis- 
cussion, and  certcdn  propositions  had 
come  from  right  hon.  and  hon.  Members 
sitting  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
He  (Mr.  Fry)  had  not  a  word  to  say  as 
to  the  plan  that  had  been  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson).  There  was,  no  doubt, 
a  great  deal  to  be  said  on  that  side  of 
the  question ;  but  one  might  also  say 
this — that  the  weight  of  the  arguments, 
adduced  in  the  course  of  the  debate  on 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  most  strongly  sup- 
ported tlie  view  that  was  taken  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government.  And  now,  after  two  weeks' 
debate,  they  were  asked  to  reject  the 
Besolution  proposed  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter altogether!  He  (Mr.  Fry)  might, 
however,  ask  in  what  condition  they 
would  stand  before  the  country  if  that 
course  were  adopted?  It  had  been 
hinted  at  that  the  other  Resolutions, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  would  propose,  would 
be  8u£Q.cient  to  meet  the  difficulty,  and 
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deal  with  the  awkward  pass  to  which 
matters  had  come ;  but  he  believed  the 
soundness  of  that  argument  had  hitherto 
been  questioned  by  the  House,  and 
should  be  also  by  hon.  GentlemaQ  oppo- 
site who  were  prepared  to  oppose  this 
Besolution,  if  they  were  unable  to  show 
what  remedy  they  could  suggest  for  the 
evils  which  the  country  was  admittedly 
suffering  under — evils  which  he  did  .not 
hesitate  to  say  were  freely  confessed  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  to  exist.  What 
would  be  the  result  of  rejecting  the  pro- 
position now  before  the  House  ?  If  they 
rejected  that  Resolution,  which  he  did 
not  believe,  the  House  would,  in  effect, 
tell  the  country  they  were  unable,  as  a 
House  of  Parliament,  to  get  themselves 
out  of  the  difficulties  in  which  they  found 
themselves  plunged.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  was  the  course  the  House  of 
Commons  would  take ;  but  that  rather 
it  would  carry  the  Resolution  submitted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  by  a  substantial  ma- 
jority. He,  for  one,  taking  as  he  did 
the  view  that  the  country  itself  was  most 
earnest  in  the  matter,  that  the  people 
really  did  desire  a  reform  in  the  condi- 
tion of  things  existing  in  that  House, 
and  looking  at  the  future  not  only  of 
the  Liberal  Party,  but  also  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  and  Parliamentary  life 
in  general,  bound  up  as  it  of  necessity 
would  be  with  the  question  of  Procedure 
in  the  guidance  of  the  Business  of  the 
House,  should  most  certcunly,  for  the 
reasons  he  had  mentioned,  support  the 
proposal  now  before  the  House  which 
was  made  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL  said,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Grantham 
(Mr.  Mellor),  who  had  spoken,  seemed  to 
think  that  Obstruction  had  had  its  rise 
in  the  year  1848,  or,  at  all  events,  be- 
came then  a  noticeable  entity.  But  was 
he  not  aware  that  it  had  been  a  theme, 
not  only  of  prose  writers,  but  of  poets 
in  the  comparatively  early  years  of  the 
last  century  ?  While  listening  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  he  had 
called  to  mind  some  lines,  he  thought  by 
the  Poet  Cowper — 

*'  Te  powers  that  rule  the  tongue,  if  luch 
there  are, 
And  make  colloquial  happiness  your  care, 
Protect  me  from  the  thing  I  dread  and  hate, 
A  duel  in  the  form  of  a  debate ; 
The  clash  of  argpiments  and  din  of  words. 
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Worse  than  the  mortal  bnmt  of  rival  swords, 
Decide  no  question  with  their  tfnlioiis  length, 
For  opposition  gives  opinion  strengfth.** 

It  Heemed  to  him  that  the  same  dislike 
to  iteration  existed  in  the  minds  of  poli- 
ticians and  private  individuals  in  the 
last  century  in  the  same  degree  as  existed 
now  ;  and  certainly  that  opposition  was 
expressed  in  more  musical  words  than 
they  had  heard  during  the  course  of  that 
debate.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  quoted  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  in  support  of  the  assertion 
that  Obstruction  had  become  intoler- 
able. Weill  he  believed  all  in  the 
House  were  agreed  that  it  had  become 
intolerable,  or  at  all  events  objection- 
able, and  the  very  purpose  of  their  as- 
sembling at  this  period  was  to  consult 
with  the  Ministry  as  to  the  best  means 
of  putting  down  Obstruction.  It  was 
simply  as  to  the  method  of  doing  so  that 
the  Opposition  differed  from  the  Go- 
vernment. They  considered  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  preferable  to  that  of  the 
Government ;  but  that  had  been  rejected, 
and  they  were  quite  witliin  their  right 
in  objecting  to  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment. They  were  only  standing  up, 
each  according  to  his  ability,  for  the 
rights  and  the  freedom  of  minorities  in 
all  time  to  come.  He  denied  that  there 
was  that  unity  in  tlie  Liberal  Party  on 
this  subject  which  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  last  spoken  alleged.  The  hon. 
Member  must  have  forgotten  the  able 
and  amusing  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Brighton  (Mr.  Marnott)  in  the 
early  part  of  the  Session,  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  P. 
A.  Taylor)  last  evening,  and  the  names 
of  15  Members  of  great  weight  in  the 
Liberal  Party  whicli  appeared  in  the 
Division  List  in  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson).  Those  facts  seemed  to 
show  very  little  unity  in  the  Liberal 
Party.  They  had  hoard  a  great  deal 
about  the  evident  sense  of  tlie  country 
being  in  favour  of  the  Ilesolutions. 
Well,  he  had  attended  a  comparatively 
great  number  of  political  meetings  dur- 
ing the  short  Ileccss,  and  it  was  perhaps 
because  his  countrymen  were  proverbi- 
ally slow  of  apprehension  that  he  was 
unable  to  apprehend  that  evident  sense 
of  the  country.     It  had   been  said  to 
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him,  over  and  over  again — "Don't come 
to  us  and  ask  what  Hules  you  are  to  make 
to  regulate  the  debates  of  Parliament 
If  you  can't  make  Hules  to  regulate  your 
own  debates,  you  are  not  fit  to  be  in 
Parliament,  and  don't  expect  us  to  do  it 
for    you."     The    evident   sense  of  the 
country  on  these  questions  was  a  seme 
of  indifference.     Thej    were  t(dd  that 
the  Caucuses  were  exerting  themselTei 
in  favour  of  the  Resolutions ;  but  that 
was  wire-pulling.      How  many  of  the 
people  who  had  attended  these  Caucoi 
meetings,  or  signed  Petitions  in  support 
of  the   Government,   understood  what 
went  on  in  debates?     He  believed  it 
would  be  a  revelation  to  99  out  of  every 
100  people  in  the  country  to  learn  that 
the  debates  which  seemed  so  oontinnona 
in  the  papers  were  interrupted  for  20  or 
30   minutes  every   evening   while   the 
Speaker  took  refreshment.     The  inte- 
rior economy  of  that  House  was  not  a 
matter  for  the  country  at  all,  except  in 
this  respeet,  that  hopes  of  legislation  in 
certain  directions  had  been  excited,  and 
the    people  of  the   country  had  been 
stimulated  and  encouraged  to  desire  re- 
form of  the  Bules  of  Procedure,  in  order 
that  such  legislation  might  be  proceeded 
with.     The  country  had  been  asked  to 
swallow  these  Bules  of  Procedure  in  much 
the  same  way  that  a  child  was  induced 
to  swallow  the  nauseous  dose — in  order 
that  it  might  have  something  sweet  put 
into  its  mouth  afterwards.     It  might  be 
said  that  the  nauseous  dose  was  necei- 
sary — that  medicine  was  salutary.  Tee; 
but  before  they  consented  to  open  their 
mouths  and  swallow  the  medicine,  thej 
had   to   have    some    confidence  in  the 
doctor  who   was  prescribing  for  them; 
but  in  this  case,  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House,  and  to  a  great  extent  in 
the  country,  there  was  a  want  of  endi 
confidence.     Had  not  the  Memben  of 
the  Government  themselves  been  guilty 
of  Obstruction  ?    He  had  heard  a  well- 
known  and  mature  Member  of  the  li- 
beral Party  say  that  half  of  the  time  of 
the  House  was  taken  up  in  listening  to 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  other  half 
in  disputing  about  what  he  had  said. 
Of  all  the  measures  mentioned  in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech  at  the  opening  of  the 
Session,    only   two    had    oeen  paoed; 
these    related    to    Scotland,   and  vere 
passed  because  the  Scotch  Members  de- 
termined to  set  to  work  in  a  bueinsM- 
like  manner.     He    believed  that  the 
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Floods  Prevention  Bill  and  other  Bills 
of  greater  importance  than  the  so- 
called  popular  measures,  might  have 
been  passed  if  the  Oovemment  and  thoir 
Supporters  had  shown  a  more  earnest  de- 
sire to  press  them  forward.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  outside  the  House  the  country 
was  indifferent  on  the  question  of  cldturBf 
and  that  the  actual  feeling  of  the  House 
was  adequately  expressed  by  its  yawns. 
The  evident  sense  of  the  House  was  one 
of  langour  and  distate.  When  he  was 
a  boy  a  cruel  species  of  tyranny  was 
practised  at  school,  which  consisted  in 
the  recurrence  at  each  successive  meal  of 
the  arrears  of  food  that  remained  over 
from  the  previous  repast,  the  process 
being  repeated  till  the  last  tasteless 
morsel  was  assimilated.  That  was  the 
case  at  the  present  moment  with  the 
House  of  Commons ;  and  those  who  had 
called  hon.  Members  together  to  discuss 
the  New  Bules  probably  foresaw  that 
they  would  ultimately  accept  them  from 
sheer  nausea  and  weariness.  Except 
the  Prime  Minister — who  always  threw 
a  charm  and  a  glamour  over  whatever 
he  handled — and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  no  one 
had  exhibited  the  slightest  enthusiasm 
for  the  eldture.  In  such  circumstances, 
the  Opposition  was  compelled  to  protest 
strongly  against  the  Besolution,  espe- 
cially as  the  House  had  always  been 
disinclined  to  alter  its  Bules  of  Pro- 
cedure. All  had  felt  the  inconvenience 
of  Obstruction ;  but  they  were  not  pre- 
pared to  make  such  a  radical  and  lasting 
change  in  the  Bules  as  would  deprive 
them  of  that  characteristic  which  this 
House  possessed  in  a  greater  degree 
than  any  other  Assembly  in  the  world, 
and  they  were  all  the  more  loth  to  pass 
this  Besolution  because  they  felt  that 
the  House  would  be  unable  to  part  with 
it  after  it  had  once  been  adopted.  His 
greatest  objection,  however,  to  this  Eeso- 
LitLon  was  that  it  would  confer  almost 
despotic  power  on  the  Ministry  of  the  day. 
To  say  nothing  of  the  present  Ministry, 
which  was  a  combination  of  transcendant 
genius  and  set  off  to  g^eat  advantage 
the  moderation  of  the  Prime  Minister 
and  the  patience  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
other  Ministries  would  come  after  them 
whom  he  should  be  sorry  to  intrust  with 
the  power  of  enforcing  the  eldture^  and 
other  Speakers  would  in  process  of  time 
succeed  the  present  occupant  of  the  Chair. 
As  long  as  the  Speaker  whom  they  all 


trusted  presided  over  the  debates  of  the 
House  he  had  no  fear ;  but  he  naturally 
looked  to  the  possibilities  of  the  future, 
and  was  afraid  that  the  time  might 
come  when,  on  the  eve  of  a  great  debate, 
English  orators  might  use  the  greet- 
ing of  the  Homan  gladiators — '*  Ave, 
Caitar !  Imperator,  morituri  t$  sahitanty 
Besides,  who  could  eay  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  not  some  day  find  it  conve- 
nient to  bring  a  debate  to  a  close  by 
manufacturing  and  stimulating  Obstruc- 
tion? Perhaps,  in  the  endeavour  to 
rouse  the  evident  sense  of  the  House, 
Ministers  might,  like  Canning's  horse- 
men— 

**  With  deft  heel,  insidiously  applied, 
Provoke  the  caper  which  they  feign  to  chide." 

The  Prime  Minister  and  other  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  repeatedly  said  that  they 
did  not  intend,  that  it  was  not  conceiv- 
able they  should  intend,  to  smother 
debate ;  but  could  they  always  be  quite 
sure  of  the  evident  sense  of  the  House  ? 
Of  course,  there  was  a  good  deal  went 
on  that  was  not  understood  by  private 
Members,  otherwise  debates  would  col- 
lapse at  inconvenient  moments.  These 
things  must  be  arranged.  Could  the 
Ministers  be  sure  that  they  or  future 
Ministers  would  have  their  followers  so 
in  hand  and  so  bestowed  that  they  could 
at  all  times  estimate  and  regulate  the 
amoimt  of  evident  sense  which  should  be 
shown,  so  that  debates  should  not  come 
to  an  end  by  snatched  divisions  at  un- 
desirable and  inconvenient  times  ?  He 
had  only  spoken  on  this  occasion  because 
he  felt  that  they  were  about  to  pass 
from  them  those  traditions  of  freedom  of 
speech  which  they  certainly  should  be 
the  last  to  part  with.  They  were  about 
to  take  a  leap  in  the  dark.  That  was 
admitted  on  all  hands.  No  one  knew 
what  the  working  of  these  Pules  would 
be ;  but  some  of  his  fears  would  probably 
be  realized,  and  it  might,  at  any  rate,  be 
predicted  that  the  Ministry  of  the  future 
would  have  to  deal  with  an  Opposition 
exacerbated  by  the  intended  eldture^  and 
willing,  in  consequence,  to  take  any  un- 
fair advantage.  He  would  leave  the 
supporters  of  the  Resolution  to  say  how 
greatly  it  would  conduce  to  the  dignity 
of  the  debates  for  the  Opposition,  whe- 
ther Liberal  or  Conservative,  to  come 
down  to  the  House,  like  the  Devil  in  the 
Apocalypse,  *' having  great  wrath,  be- 
cause they  know  that  they  have  but  a 
short  time." 
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Mil.  IT.  LEE  Bupported  the  Kesolu- 
tion  on  the  ground  that  much  valuable 
time  was  wasted  by  the  reiteration  of 
arguments,  and  that  the  increasing  work 
of  the  House  necessitated  the  shortening 
of  debates.  He  trusted  the  Eesolution 
would  be  passed  by  a  considerable  ma- 
jority, and  he  believed  its  operation 
would  prove  an  advantage  to  the  House. 
The  constituencies  were  almost  univer- 
sally in  favour  of  it;  if  they  had  not 
been,  they  would  have  held  meetings 
and  expressed  themselves  in  such  a  way 
that  the  House  could  have  been  under 
no  misapprehension.  Knowing  that  the 
Autumn  Session  was  to  be  devoted  to 
the  subject,  they  were  willing  to  wait ; 
but  if  the  House  did  not  pass  the  Reso- 
lution, meetings  would  soon  be  held  to 
pass  resolutions  of  remonstrance.  No 
Speaker  would  venture  to  take  the  evi- 
dent sense  of  one  side  of  the  House 
without  taking  the  evident  sense  of  the 
other  side  too.  Any  future  Speaker 
would  satisfy  himself  as  to  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House  on  both  sides  before 
ho  expressed  any  opinion  under  this 
Resolution.  There  was  real  security  for 
freedom  in  the  safeguard  that  a  subject 
must  have  been  adequately  discussed 
before  a  debate  could  be  closed.  He 
believed  that  after  these  Resolutions 
were  passed  it  would  be  found  that  the 
House  of  Commons  would  be  able  to 
fulfil  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
elected  by  the  nation,  and  to  pass  laws 
which  would  be  of  advantage  to  the 
community  at  large. 

Mr.  PICKERING  PHIPPS  said,  the 
exercise  of  the  cMture^  as  to  whether  it 
would  or  would  not  be  used  to  pass  Party 
measures,  was  presented  to  the  House  in 
various  aspects  by  diflFereut  speakers  on 
the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House.  One 
hon.  Gentleman  expressed  the  belief  that 
it  would  be  seldom  used ;  another  ex- 
pressed the  hope  that  it  would  be  often 
used  ;  while  another  frankly  uttered  the 
hope  that  it  would  be  often  used  for 
Party  purposes,  so  that  the  Democratic 
Millennium  which  he  looked  forward  to 
might  be  the  sooner  realized.  It  was 
with  the  object  that  the  country  should 
bo  saved  from  the  latter  calamity  that 
the  Opposition  wore  desirous  of  opposing 
the  cldture  with  all  legitimate  weapons 
in  their  power.  They  opposed  the  mea- 
sure because  it  was  altogether  unne- 
cessary. The  other  Resolutions  would 
give  the  Government  of  the  day  suffi- 


cient power  to  carrj  on  the  Basiness  of 
the  country.  The  tendency  of  the  ci6iwr$ 
must  be  to  diminish  freedom  of  speech, 
which  had  long  honourably  distin- 
guished, and  which  all  desired  to  pre- 
serve in,  the  British  House  of  Commoni. 
The  Resolution,  as  framed,  would  pro- 
tect small  minorities  and  bear  harshly 
on  large  minorities.  The  Home  Rulers 
had  been  the  immediate  cause  of  any 
necessity  for  the  alteration  of  Procedure, 
and  they  would  be  in  a  measure  pro- 
tected;  while  the  Conservatives,  who  had 
not  been  delinquents,  would  be  punished. 
Some  alterations  were  necessary,  and 
the  Conservatives  were  willing  to  help 
the  Government  in  making  them.  Bat 
the  measure,  while  equal  to  the  neces- 
sity, ought  not  to  go  beyond  it.  Leei 
drastic  measures  than  this  Resolution 
carried  unanimously  would  be  more 
likely  to  produce  a  good  effect  than  ex- 
treme measures  forced  by  a  majority. 
If  the  Government  were  determined  to 
press  this  Resolution  in  the  spirit  of  the 
Radicals  who,  like  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  openly 
avowed  that  they  wished  to  limit  free 
discussion  by  Conservatives,  the  latter 
were  justified  in  offering  to  the  Reso- 
lution all  the  opposition  they  couli 
The  concession  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment  was  very  much  like  one  of  which 
he  heard  the  other  day.  A  person 
who  had  put  another  into  the  County 
Court  wrote  to  the  defendant  in  these 
terms — 

'*  Dear  Sir, — I  am  opposed  to  law  altogether, 
and  if  you  will  accept  my  view  of  the  case,  and 
pay  all  the  expenses,  and  the  sum  which  1  think 
is  duo  to  me,  I  will  not  bring  the  matter  into 
Court." 

That  appeared  to  him  to  be  like  the 
concession  made  by  the  Government 
lie  held  that  if  the  Government  weie 
determined  to  thrust  the  cldture  by  a  bare 
majority  upon  the  House,  the  Conserra- 
tive  Party  would  be  justified  in  using  in 
a  legitimate  and  proper  manner  ail  those 
powers  which  had  been,  so  ^aphically 
described  by  the  Prime  Minister  as 
essentially  belonging  to  an  important 
minority.  While  it  had  been  said  by 
the  Prime  Minister — **  Better  not  hsTe 
eldture  at  all  than  have  it  by  a  two-thirda* 
majority,"  he  believed  he  was  expreei- 
ing  the  opinion  of  all  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  when  he  said—* 
'*  Better  not  have  cldture  at  all  than  baY8 
it  by  a  bare  majority." 
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Mr.  DTXON-HARTLAND  said,  that 
in  introducing  the  Resolution,  the  Prime 
Minister  stated,  as  a  main   argument, 
that  its  principle  was  adopted  in  most 
other  Legislative  Assemblies,  and  espe- 
cially in  our  Colonies,  in  which  the  Bri- 
tish character  was  reflected,  and  which 
Talaed  British  freedom  no  less  than  we 
did.     In  point  of  fact,  however,  not  only 
no  cl6tur0  existed  in  any  of  the  British 
Colonies,  with  the  exception  of  South 
Australia,   which    contained   less   than 
250,000  of  English  people,  but  also  that 
it  had  been  tried  in  ^l'ew  Zealand  and 
Yictoria,   and  had    to    be    abandoned. 
Therefore,   he    asked   whether    it    was 
right  that  the  g^eat  Euglish  House  of 
Commons  —  the  mother  and  model  of 
all    the    Constitutional    Assemblies   in 
the  world  —  should  show,   by  adopting 
these   Besolutions,   that   she  had    less 
power  of  restraint  than  was  possessed 
by  her  children  ?  In  Europe  there  were 
18  Lower  Houses,     ddture,  by  a  bare 
majority,  existed  in  three  only — those 
of  Belgium,   Denmark,  and  Germany. 
In  ^re — those  of  Hungary,   Portugid, 
Sweden,  Norway,  and  Spain — no  form 
of  cldlwre  existed  at  all.     In  Switzerland 
there  was  a  two-thirds'  majority,  which 
was  found  to  work  well.     In  France, 
Holland,  Italy,  and  Austria  the  cldture 
was  only  enforced  after  further  debate. 
In  France  the  cldture  was  not  introduced 
until  after  the  coup  d'iiat  of  December, 
1851,  which  in  reality  put  an  end  to  all 
Parliamentary  institutions  in  that  coun- 
try ;  and  he  could  not  help  thinking  that 
the  passing  of  these  Besolutions  in  the 
House  of  Commons  would  be  the  coup 
4^itmi  of  our  liberty,  and  that  we  should 
thereafter  be  practically  at  the  mercy 
of  the  Minister  of  the  day.     After  the 
d6tur§  had  been  introduced  in  France  it 
became  a  regular  habit  of  the  majority 
to  clamour  at  once  for  the  closing  of 
debate  the  moment  they  were  given  to 
understand  that  that  was  the  wish  of  the 
Uinister  of  the  day  to  silence  the  Op- 
position.    The  next  result  was  that  the 
opeakers    became    strong    Party  men. 
Count  Walewski  was  obliged  to  give  up 
his  OfiBce  because  he  was  not  a  suih- 
ciently    Party -going   man.     Men   like 
Thiers,   Berry er,  Ollivier,   Picard,  and 
others  were  silenced ;  and  measures  of 
the  g^atest  importance  were  never  al- 
lowed to  be  discussed — as,  for  example, 
the  Mexican  Expedition,  which  was  the 
first  step  in  the  downfall  of  the  French 


Empire,  and  M.  Thiers  complained  that 
he  was  never  allowed  to  bring  on  a  dis- 
cussion upon  it  in  the  Chamber,  either 
before  it  was  undertaken ,  upon  the 
ground  that  if  it  was  so  discussed  the 
enemy  might  think  the  French  armies 
were  not  backed  by  the  whole  French 
nation,  nor  afterwards,  because  it  would 
be  useless  and  unpatriotic.  More  im- 
portant still  was  the  war  which  rose 
out  of  the  Hohenzollern  Question. 
Had  that  subject  been  fully  debated 
in  the  French  Assembly  probably  the 
Franco- Germ  an  "War  would  never  have 
occurred,  which  had  brought  so  much 
ruin  and  misery  on  the  French  people. 
If  that  was  the  experience  of  their  neigh- 
bours, should  they  not  take  a  lesson  from 
it  in  that  House  ?  Did  they  not  believe 
that  if  this  measure  were  adopted  cla- 
mour, instead  of  debate,  would  become 
the  object  of  some  people  in  that 
House  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  hoped  that 
cldture  would  be  adopted  in  order  that 
his  Party  might  bo  able  to  force  certain 
measures  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Would  they  not  always  have  the 
Chair  filled  by  partizans  in  future  ?  The 
present  Speaker  was  elected  by  the  Libe- 
rals ;  but  when  the  Toiies  came  into 
power,  in  1874,  it  was  the  wish  of  all 
parts  of  the  House  that  he  should  con- 
tinue to  exercise  the  high  functions 
which  had  been  performed  with  so  much 
impartiality.  But  did  they  think  that 
any  Party  could  in  future  aflford  to  give 
up  the  advantage  of  having  a  partizan 
in  the  Chair  to  support  them  ?  Again, 
might  they  not  hereafter  have  men  as 
patriotic  as  Thiers,  as  eloquent  as  Ber- 
ry er,  as  fearless  as  Jules  Favre,  who  it 
might  be  desirable  for  the  Minister  of 
the  day  to  silence  ?  And,  lastly,  might 
not  questions  as  important  as  those 
French  ones  to  which  he  had  referred 
arise  in  this  country,  and  yet,  not  having 
those  questions  fully  debated,  they  might 
lind  themselves  some  day  involved  in 
a  war,  which,  had  opportunity  for  dis- 
cussion been  allowed,  might  have  been 
avoided  with  dignity  and  honour  ?  Ijord 
Macaulay  justly  said  that  to  gag  the 
Press  was  to  take  away  the  rattle  of  the 
serpent  while  leaving  its  sting,  and  he 
thought  the  same  words  might  be  ap- 
plied with  even  greater  force  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  In  conclusion,  he 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter would  pause  before  it  was  too  late, 
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and  not  Bully  an  illustrious  career  by 
forcing  on  a  reluctant  House  of  Com- 
mons a  measure  which  he  could  not  but 
feel  would  be  the  death-knell  of  its  liber- 
ties and  those  of  the  whole  English 
people. 

VisoouNT  EMLYN  said,  that  the 
cause  originally  assigned  for  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Kesolution  was  receding 
from  view,  while  the  real  cause  of  its 
introduction  was  coming  more  clearly  in 
sight — namely,  the  reason  that  it  would 
put  into  the  Ministers'  hands  the  power 
of  forcing  through  the  House,  as  rapidly 
as  they  pleased,  certain  Badical  mea- 
sures which  they  desired  to  pass.  It  was 
remarkable  to  notice  the  different  argu- 
ments used  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  in  favour  of  this  Rule,  accord- 
ing to  the  audience  they  wished  to  in- 
fluence. If  the  Whigs  were  shaky,  they 
were  assured  that  this  Eule  was  quite 
harmless,  and  could  not  be  put  in  force 
without  the  interposition  of  the  Speaker. 
When  doubts  were  entertained  by  some 
Members  of  the  Eadical  Party  whether 
this  Hule  was  running  on  the  lines  of  the 
old  Liberal  programme,  the  assurance 
was  given  that  it  was  not  Obstruc- 
tion that  was  aimed  at,  but  the  object 
was  to  give  the  Gk)vernment  absolute 
command  of  the  time  of  the  House 
because  they  wished  to  pass  Hadical 
measures,  and  if  those  who  entertained 
these  doubts  wished  such  measures  to 
be  passed  they  must  give  the  Govern- 
ment their  support.  The  situation  had 
become  more  grave  since  the  very  im- 
portant statement  of  last  evening  was 
made  by  the  Speaker.  That  statement 
was  to  the  efl^ect  that  it  would  always, 
under  this  Besolution,  be  the  duty  of 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Committees 
to  consider  before  putting  it  into  action 
whether  the  evident  sense  of  the  House 
was  the  evident  sense  of  the  House  at 
large.  If  it  was  not  the  sense  of  the 
House  at  large,  then  it  was,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Speaker,  contrary  to  the 
intention  of  the  words  of  the  Kule  that 
it  should  be  put  in  force.  If  that  were 
so,  what  became  of  the  argument  of  the 
Home  Secretary  that  when  the  Eule 
was  passed  the  Government  were  going 
to  carry  through  Parliament  any  mea- 
sures they  pleased?  They  had  been 
buying  up  Eadical  support  throughout 
the  country  by  holding  out  false  pro- 
mises, which,  according  to  the  Speaker's 
interpretation  of  the  Eule,  they  had  not 
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the  power  to  fulfil.  He  feared,  howerer, 
that  the  Prime  Minister  did  not  aooepi 
the  ruling  which  had  been  laid  down  by 
the  Chair.  He  challenged  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  whether  he  accepted 
it  or  not.    If  they  did  they  would  bring 
upon  them  the  whole  pressure  of  the 
Caucus.     No  considerable  Badical  feel- 
ing would  endure  to  be  thwarted  by  the 
action  of  a  Speaker  of  that  House.    H 
they  did  not  they  were  involved  in  the 
inconsistency  of   making    the   evident 
^ense  of  the  House  mean  a  bare  maje- 
rity  of  the  House,  and  going  directly  in 
the  face  of  the  Speaker's  decision.    He 
wanted  to  know  what  was  the  view  of 
the  Government  as  to  the  position  of 
the  Speaker  and  the  Chairman  ?    Their 
positions  would  be  changed,  and  the 
whole  tone  of  the  House  of  Commons 
would    be    lowered.      If    eldiure  were 
carried  by  a  bare  majority  the  Speaker's 
initiative  would  be  falsified,  and  it  would 
be  shown  that  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House  was  not  in  favour  of  closing  the 
debate ;  but  the  debate  would  be  dosed 
nevertheless.     Then  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouohere]  had 
opened  out  a  new  view,  and  told  the 
House  that  the  real  debates  were  held 
in  the  country,  and  the  Members  of  that 
House  were  only  there  to  records  votes 
and  to  carry  out  the  instructions  of  their 
constituencies.    But  when  had  the  con- 
stituencies  declared  in  favour  of  eidUinf 
If  they  had  not  so  declared  why  did  not 
the  hon.  Member  stand  upon  the  floor 
of  the  House,  and  declare  that  that 
question  should  not  be  decided  there  f 
The  noble   Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  had  thrown  cold  water 
on  all  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton had  said.    But  at  that  moment 
certain  Whig  votes  were  supposed  to  be 
in  the  balance,   and  they  remembered 
the  noble  Marquess  under  pressure  on  a 
former  occasion.    It  would  be  remem- 
bered in  the  Army  Discipline  debates, 
when  Obstruction  was  being  practised 
by  certain  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  the 
noble  Marquess  adopted  a  very  dignified 
and  sensible    attitude.      But   preesore 
was  brought  to  bear,  and  in  particular 
one  prominent  Member  of  the  Badkal 
Party  referred  to  the  noble  Marquese  as 
"  the  late  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 
Then  followed  a    complete  change  of 
front  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord, 
which  it  was  painful  for  those  to  witness 
who  respected  his  high  character  and 
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poflitioii.  Then  it  was  said  that  the 
W^#  would  never  be  enforced  unless 
in  ease  of  absolute  necessity.  But  many 
Members  of  the  House  would  bear  in 
mind  the  occasion  on  which  Urgency 
was  demanded  in  Supply,  and  when  the 
Prime  Minster  came  down  to  the  House 
and  stated  most  distinctly  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  obtain  the  Votes  within 
the  necessary  time  unless  Urgency  were 
Toted;  but  Urgency  was  refused,  and 
the  Votes  passed  within  the  time  re- 
ferred to.  So  it  would  not  do  to  rely  too 
far  upon  the  leniency  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. Those  who  abused  the  Eules 
of  the  House  should  be  dealt  with 
■tringently;  but  A  B  should  not  be 
pnnished  because  C  D  had  transgressed 
the  licence  of  debate.  The  more  he 
heard  and  thought  of  the  Eule,  the  more 
he  was  convinced  that  it  was  un-English, 
unnecessary,  and  dangerous,  and  that 
the  Ooyernment  Besolutious  were  aimed 
not  at  Obstruction,  but  at  freedom  of 
speech,  and  that  they  would  extend  the 
Bole  as  they  went  on  until  its  operation 
had  converted  the  Speaker  and  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  into  Party 
men,  and  had  done  irreparable  damage 
to  freedom  of  debate  in  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Hk.  BEBESFOBD  hope  said,  he 
had  been  endeavouring  to  classify  the 
siguments  of  hon.  Members  opposite ; 
ind  one  or  two  of  them  had  struck 
him  as  remarkable.  The  hon.  Member 
&r  Grantham  (Mr.  Mellor)  had  com- 
plained of  the  trouble  that  had  been 
raised  about  the  Speaker  becoming  more 
or  less  of  a  political  character ;  whereas 
iheady  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  acted 
>s  Speaker  of  the  other  House,  was  con- 
ftseedly  one.  The  hon.  Member  must 
'nnember  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
ooold  not  call  to  Order,  or  perform  many 
of  the  other  duties  intrusted  to  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
Woolsack  was  supposed  to  be,  techni- 
^7  speaking,  out  of  the  House  of 
I^>nis;  and,  further  than  that,  the 
Speaker  of  that  House  need  not  himself 
^  a  Peer.  In  fact,  he  (Mr.  Beresf ord 
Hope)  remembered  the  Great  Seal  being 
in  Commission,  and  a  Commoner  being 
^  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Lords.  Did 
^  hon.  Member  wish  to  reduce  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
uat  level?  Then  they  had  heard  a 
good  deal  about  the  cidlure  being  de- 
manded by  the  nation.     Wiiat  could 


that  mean,  when,  as  it  was  well  known, 
the  displacement  of  very  few  votes 
would  have  wholly  altered  the  results  of 
the  last  General  Election  ?  As  it  was, 
too,  why  were  they  to  listen  to  the  sup- 
posed demands  of  one  part  of  the  coun- 
try rather  than  of  any  other?  Were 
the  demands  of  all  the  South-Eastem 
Counties — of  Middlesex,  Essex,  of  Surrey, 
Sussex,  Kent,  and  Hants — to  go  for  no- 
thing, and  only  Birmingham  and  Mid 
Lothian  to  be  attended  to?  Another 
Gentleman,  the  hon.  Member  forElidder- 
minster  (Mr.  Brinton),  with  sweet  sim- 
plicity, said — **  I  am  a  young  Member, 
and  very  seldom  have  an  opportunity  of 
speaking.  Only  introduce  the  cldturet 
and  young  Members  will  be  able  often 
to  give  their  views  to  the  House."  But 
the  hon.  Member  must  remember  that 
as  debates  increased  in  length,  so  did 
opportunities  of  speaking.  [Mr.  Mun- 
DELLA :  No,  no !]  But  he  (Mr.  Beres- 
ford  Hope)  would  say  **Yes."  The 
more  the  debates  were  shortened,  the 
greater  would  be  the  difficulty  of  private 
and  inconspicuous  Members,  and  the 
more  completely  would  the  time  be 
monopolized  by  the  two  Front  Benches, 
as  it  had  been  in  the  un-Reformed  Par- 
liaments and  in  the  times  shortly  after 
them.  He  could  remember  the  old 
times  referred  to  by  the  Prime  Minister 
— the  times  of  Mr.  Wynn — and  he  as- 
serted that  the  speaking  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  in  those  days,  was  the 
monopoly  of  the  two  Front  Benches, 
except  by  their  leave.  Speaking  was 
not  so  free  in  those  times  as  it  was  now, 
and  debates  were  shorter.  The  increase 
in  their  length  was  a  part  of  the  great 
political  and  literary  movement  of  the 
age,  of  the  increase  of  newspapers  and 
readers,  and  of  the  increased  interest 
taken  by  the  public  in  the  debates,  al- 
though it  was  denied  by  the  hon.  Mem 
ber  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
the  other  night;  and,  if  that  freedom 
was  curtailed,  although  the  Government 
might  attain  that  mysterious  end  known 
as  *^  getting  through  Business  or  carry- 
ing through  measures,"  they  would  do 
it  at  the  expense  of  such  hon.  Members 
as  the  hon.  Members  for  Kidderminster 
and  Grantham.  The  people  who  would 
profit  by  the  cldture  would  be  the  Minis- 
ters and  ex-Ministers.  But  thoseremarks 
were  only  preliminary.  He  gave  this 
warning  out  of  pure  benevolence  towards 
those  young  Members  who  expected  such 
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groat  opportunities  of  speaking  when 
tlioy  got  the  c:6t'tre.  Ho  wislu'd  to  refer 
to  the  Chairman  of  Wavs  and  Means, 
"who  had  not  had  his  innings  to-night. 
The  Chairman  would,  of  course,  attend 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  Speaker, 
and  would  search  for  the  ''  evident  sense 
of  the  House  "  in  the  Committee  at  large. 
But  BU])i)O80  the  Chairman  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  '*  evident  sense  of 
the  IIouBO  "  demanded  the  cloture,  and 
that,  upon  a  division,  there  appeared  199 
against  201  votes  in  favour  of  it — tech- 
nically, his  decision  would  bo  right,  but, 
by  the  natural  sense  of  language,  the 
"evident  sense  of  the  House"  would 
not  have  been  as  ho  assumed.  He 
i^ould,  in  short,  be  shut  up  in  a  conclu- 
Mon  inevitably  reached  under  the  now 
Forms,  and  yet  untruthful  and  immoral. 
Then,  again,  how  were  they  to  bring 
home  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  an  idea  of  the  "  evident  sense  of 
the  Houpo  ?  "  It  must  be  by  the  aid  of 
vai-ious  cries  of  "  Cloture .'"  of  **  Close !  " 
and  so  forth  ;  and  the  House  would  soon 
find  a  large  number  of  fresh  cries  accli- 
matized in  addition  to  its  already  too 
copious  vocabulary — indeed,  an  entirely 
new  art  would  be  developed  in  their  in- 
vention. Looking  at  the  Kesolution  in 
its  entirety,  he  regarded  it  as  a  viola- 
tion of  grammar  and  of  common  sense 
in  its  use  of  language,  and  as  in  its  sub- 
stance embodying  a  form  of  Procedure 
that  would  not  add  to  the  dignity  of  a 
House  that  had  long  been  celebrated 
for  the  gravity  and  logical  accuracy  of 
all  its  liules.  Orders,  and  Proceedings. 
Ho  feared  that  the  cidture  would  give  rise 
to  scenes  of  undignified  disorder.  Under 
the  proposed  system,  the  irregular,  ille- 
gitimate, clandestine  forms  of  communi- 
cation between  Members,  sucli  as  con- 
claves in  the  Lobby,  and  whisperings  in 
the  Library,  would  be  multiplied,  in- 
tonsiiiod,  and  vulgarized ;  in  short,  this 
powor  would  lead  to  the  creation  of  a 
new  form  of  strategy,  or,  in  other  words, 
a  new  Code  of  Obstruction.  Would  not 
discontented  minorities,  wlio  had  a  spite 
against  any  particular  measure,  cry  from 
the  earliest  period  of  the  debate  for  the 
cloture  for  the  mere  purpose  of  annoying 
an  overbearing  majority  by  tho  un- 
expected use  of  tho  new  instrument  of 
torture  forged  by  the  Prime  Minister  ? 
He  was  convinced,  in  fact,  that  tho  New 
Bules,  which  wero  intended  to  mnk^ 
them  BO  good,  wero  not  unlikely  to  mak 
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them  more  turbulent  than  thaywenat 
present.  As  to  the  tales  of  grievtnoe 
brought  by  hon.  Members  opposite,  and 
their  complaints  that  questions  of  inte- 
rest had  been  shunted  over  half-past  12 
o'clock  by  inordinate  talking  over  some 
antecedent  topic,  he  must  point  out  that 
these  events  usually  occurred  on  any  pri- 
vate Members'  nights — Mondays  most 
constantly — so  the  Government  gagcouli 
not  help  them,  and,  in  all  probabilitj, 
there  would  not  be  200  Members  in  the 
House  to  sustain  a  cldturc.  The  only 
expedient  he  could  think  of  for  insuring 
a  House  would  be  to  bring  in  a  BiU  to 
marry  your  grandmother,  and  intnut  it 
to  the  Member  for  Birmingham. 

Mr.   CHARLES  PHIPP8  said,  he 
could  only  account  for   the  silence  of 
hon.  Members  on  the  Ministerial  side  of 
the  House  during  the  later  hours  of  the 
evening,  by  tho  supposition  that  the  Oo- 
vernment  hoped  to  make  it  appear  that 
the   Opposition   were  obstructing  their 
scheme.     If  that  supposition  was  not 
correct,  he  would  ask  whether  that  reti- 
cence was  observed  because  the  **  gtg" 
had  already  been  imposed  upon  them  ? 
Obstruction  was  of  very  recent  growth, 
and  there  was  no  evidence  that  it  would 
become  permanent.     With  regard  to  the 
change  proposed  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
it  involved  such  an  upheaval  of  their 
former  usages  that  he,  for  one,  should 
bo  sorry  to  see  the  el6tur$  substituted  for 
the  present  system,  which,  on  the  whole, 
had  worked  extremely  well.     It  did  not 
seem  to  him  that  it  was  right,  hastily 
and  without  consideration,  to  alter  the 
Kules  under  which  the  House  of  Oom- 
mous  had  attained  its  present  high  posi- 
tion simply  to  correct  an  evil  of  moidem 
growth.     There   was   no    proof  before 
tho  House  as  to  what  was  the  state  of 
public  opinion  on  this  question,  and  he 
doubted  whether  the  Government  repre- 
sented the  feeling  of  the  majority  of  the 
country    in    the    proposals    they  were 
making.     He  firmly  opposed  the  Eeeo* 
lution,  as  it  would,  in  his  opinion,  eo 
work  in  Committee  of  Supply  as  practi- 
cally to  place  the  whole  Expenditure  of 
tho  country  in  tho  hands  of  the  Gk>veiii- 
mont  of  the  day.     It   was,    of  oonree, 
easy  to  attack  the  timo-honoured  ineti- 
tutions  of  the  country ;  but  he  warned 
the  House  not  to  be  too  hasty  in  voting 
for  the  Resolution,   as  the  time  would 
come  when  England  would  deeply  rue 
it. 
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Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  debate  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stoke 
(Mr.  Broadhurst)  had  expressed  an  opi- 
nion to  the  effect  that  that  subject  had 
been  worn  threadbare ;  and  the  speeches 
deliTcred  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
wonld  imply  that  such  was  the  case,  for 
what  was  the  argument  they  all  used  ? 
It  amounted  to  this — some  alterations 
of  the  Rules  were  necessary,  and,  there- 
fore, as  the  Government  had  put  this 
Bnle  first,  it  was  necessary  for  the 
House  to  accept  it.  If,  however,  the 
right  hon.  Gendeman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  been  in  the  House  during  the  past 
few  hours,  he  would  have  found  that,  so 
far  from  the  arguments  against  this  Re- 
solution being  threadbare,  a  great  many 
new  points  had  been  raised  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  had  spoken  from  the  Opposi- 
tion Benches,  and  his  (Lord  George 
Hamilton's)  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  Carmarthen  (Viscount  Emlyn),  in 
particular,  had  stated  very  clearly  what 
was  the  real  question  they  were  deciding 
— and  it  was  the  most  important  ques- 
tion they  had  dealt  with  since  he  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  had  had  a  seat  in  the 
House.  It  was  not  merely  whether  any 
alteration  in  the  Rules  Was  necessary 
or  not ;  it  had  not  now  to  decide  whether 
the  system  ofcldture  was  the  best  re- 
medy ;  the  question  before  it  was  whe- 
ther the  eldture,  as  proposed  in  this 
Resolution,  would  raise  and  elevate  the 
tone  and  dignity  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  tend  to  the  more  rapid  pro- 
£press  of  Public  Business.  In  his  opi- 
nion, of  all  forms  of  the  eldtur$  that 
could  have  been  devised,  this  was  the 
worst  and  most  dangerous.  In  the  first 
place,  what  did  the  Resolution  mean  ? 
From  the  first  day  of  the  debate  until 
then,  they  had  been  asking,  but  could 
get  no  reply.  The  Government  had  as- 
sured them  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House  that  their  intentions  were 
benign  and  moderate ;  but  when  they 
(the  Opposition)  attempted  to  import 
any  modification  for  the  purpose  of  em- 
bodying those  intentions  into  the  Resolu- 
tion, they  were  always  met  by  a  resolute 
refusal.  The  absurdity  culminated  last 
night.  They  had  been  told  that  the 
great  protection  of  the  future  was  the 
impartiality  of  the  Chair,  and  a  most 
important  ruling  was  given  on  that 
occasion  by  the  Speaker.  They  implored 
the  Prime  Minister  to  put  that  ruling 


into  the  Resolution,  so  as  to  be  hereafter 
accepted  as  the  definite  interpretation  of 
the  Resolution.  That  he  declined  to  do, 
on  the  ground,  so  far  as  he  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  understood,  that  he  was  satis- 
fied with  the  decision  of  the  Chair,  and 
bowed  to  its  ruling.  Would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  pay  the  same  deference 
to  the  possible  ruling  of  another  Speaker, 
a  few  years  hence,  in  a  sense  hostile  to 
that  given  last  night  ?  His  (Lord  George 
Hamilton's)  objection  to  the  Resolution 
was  that  it  was  so  hypocritical;  there 
was  deceit  stamped  on  every  line  of  it. 
The  Resolution  pretended  to  put  down 
Obstruction,  while  it  legalized  the  pecu- 
liar Obstruction  from  which  the  House 
had  suffered  for  the  last  four  years.  It 
purported  to  protect  fair  discussion  by 
putting  it  under  the  segis  of  the  im« 
partiality  of  the  Chair ;  but  the  inevit- 
able tendency  of  the  Resolution  was 
to  convert  the  Speaker  into  a  partizan. 
It  made  the  highest  Officer  of  the 
House  a  partizan  of  the  most  ob- 
jectionable character  possible,  and, 
having  done  so,  it  utilized  him  for  the 

Eromotion  of  the  eldture.  It  made  the 
ighest  judicial  Officer  of  the  House 
perform  partizan  functions  under  the 
guise  of  judicial  impartiality.  With  that 
Resolution,  they  could  not  expect  the 
same  stamp  of  Speakers  hereafter  as 
they  had  had.  The  Resolution- contained 
clear  and  distinct  instructions  to  the 
Speaker  to  co-operate  with  the  majority 
for  the  time  being  for  the  purpose  of 
expediting  measures  which  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  minority  to  oppose.  The 
Speaker,  therefore,  must  belong  to  the 
majority  for  the  time  being;  for  no 
man  of  delicacy  or  honour  would 
accept  a  position,  in  which  he  would 
know  that  one  of  his  primary  duties 
was  to  expedite  measures,  which  he 
believed  to  be  wrong,  by  shutting  the 
mouths  of  those  he  believed  to  be 
right.  How  was  the  Speaker  to  ascer- 
tain the  ''  evident  sense  of  the  House  ?  " 
In  his  (Lord  George  Hamilton's)  opi- 
nion, there  was  only  one  conceivable 
method  by  which  that ''  evident  sense  " 
could  be  expressed,  and  that  was  by 
noise  and  by  interruption.  The  Govern- 
ment, therefore,  proposed,  with  the  view 
of  elevating  the  tone  and  dignity  of 
the  House,  deliberately  to  tie  to  Uieir 
highest  judicial  Officer  the  noise,  vio- 
lence, and  intolerance  of  the  majority. 
Any  decision  the  House  arrived  at  on. 
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this  question  would  be  irrevocable — 
[Mr.  Gladstone  :  Why  ?] — he  was  glad 
to  have  received  that  interrogation  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  would 
at  once  answer.  If,  when  once  this 
weapon  had  boon  forged,  it  were  of  the 
use  to  the  present  majority  which  Kadical 
Members  expected  it  would  be,  future 
majorities  would  not  bo  able  to  dispense, 
in  the  future,  with  a  weapon  that  had  been 
of  such  immense  value  to  their  Predeces- 
sors. The  case  would  have  been  different, 
if  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  had 
been  accepted;  for,  in  that  case,  the 
minority  would  have  had  in  a  certain 
sense  to  co-operate  with  the  majority. 
They  had,  however,  been  told  that  to 
accept  that  was  impossible,  because  the 
minority  might  have  abused  the  rights 
of  co-operation.  But  if  the  minority 
had  abused  their  power,  the  remedy 
always  lay  in  the  hands  of  the  majority 
by  amending  the  Bule.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  the  majority  abused  their  power, 
there  was  absolutely  no  remedy.  The 
Resolution  was  so  cunningly  contrived 
that,  no  matter  how  unfair  the  Speaker 
might  be  in  the  future,  there  was  abso- 
lutely no  remedy,  either  inside  or  out- 
side the  House,  against  his  interference, 
provided  the  majority  for  the  time  being 
supported  him.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Dodson),  in  opposing 
the  Amendment  with  respect  to  protest, 
had  pointed  out  that  it  would  not  be 
possible  for  hon.  Members  to  protest 
against  the  action  of  the  majority,  with- 
out attacking  the  action  of  the  Speaker. 
Therefore,  he  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
maintained  that  the  action  of  the  Speaker 
and  the  action  of  the  majority  were  so 
inseparably  mixed  up,  that  they  could 
not  separate  them.  He  would  ask  the 
Prime  Minister,  whether  it  was  not  al- 
most verging  on  nonsense  to  tell  the 
minority  that,  if  the  Speaker  abused  his 
powers,  the  minority  would  have  him  out 
of  his  Chair  in  a  month  ?  They  could  not 
attack  the  Speaker  without  attacking  the 
position  of  the  majority,  and  outside  the 
House  there  was  no  remedy.  However 
unfair  the  Speaker  might  be,  or  however 
intolerant  the  majority,  the  majority  had 
an  impregnable  defence.  The  majority 
might  fairly  say  they  could  not  be  wrong, 
because  they  hud  the  Speaker  with  them. 
Xhe  Speaker,  on  the  other  hand,  would 

-Lord  George  Uamilton 


say  he  had  only  acted  according  to  tlie 
Eesolution  and  the  sense  of  the  majoritj. 
The  principle  that  he  thought  was  most 
objectionable   in    this   Eesolutioa  wai, 
that  a  judicial  decision   in  this  Hoaae 
was  to  be  regulated  by  the  amount  of 
Party  pressure  that  could  be  brought  to 
bear  upon  the  Judge.     That  was  a  prin- 
ciple to  be  sanctioned  for  the  first  time 
in  English  history.     He  wished  to  em- 
phasize the  immorality  of  that  priadple 
by  pointing  to  Ireland,  where  the  di»- 
content  with  the  decisions  of  the  so-called 
Judges  of  the  Land  Court  was  based 
upon  the  belief  that  those  decisions  were 
regulated,    not  by  the   evidence  giren 
before  these  Judges,  but  by  the  amount 
of  political  pressure  that  was  brought  to 
bear  upon  them.     If  the  decisions  of  the 
Speaker  were  to  be  regulated  by  Faitj 
pressure  the  effect  would  be  felt  tiirough 
the  whole  political  strata  of  the  countiy. 
It  had  been  said  that  this  would  be  im- 
possible.    Nothing  was  impossible.    If 
three  years  ago  Liberal  Members  had 
been  told  that  the  three  most  notable 
acts  of  the  Prime  Minister  would  be  the 
introduction  of  the   strongest  coercire 
measure  ever  passed  for  Ireland,  the 
suppression  of  a  national  movement  in 
Egypt,  and  the  introduction  of  eiotun  bj 
a  bare  majority  for  the  purposes  of  re- 
striction of  debate  and  freedom  of  speech, 
they  would  not  have  believed  it  possible 
there  could  be  such  a  departure  nomthe 
traditional    principles    of   the    Libeial 
Party.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
late  Chancellor  for  the  Dnchy  of  Lan- 
caster (Mr.  John  Bright)  had  complained 
of  the  comments  made  on  the  Beeola- 
tion  by  Members  on  that  (the  Oppod- 
tion)  side  of  the  House,  and  had  told 
them  it  was  not  true  that  it  was  propoeed 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  Goreni- 
ment  to  pass  the  legislation  it  desired; 
but  it  had  since  been  affirmed  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Liberal  Federation  it 
Portsmouth   and  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  that 
that  was  the  case.     Indeed,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  expressed  his   opinion 
that  the  only  reason  he  cared  for  the 
Resolution  was  that  it  would  expedite 
Liberal  legislation.     If  they  were  asked 
to  describe  the  difference  between  £ng^ 
lish,  French,  and  American  politidanir 
it  would  be  that,  in  this  country,  men  in 
high  official  rank  made  a  distinction  be- 
tween their  duty  to  their  Party  and  their 
duty  to  their  country;  but  if  the  Ch>- 
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Tvnment  were  raocessful  in  oarrjing 
thdr  Besolutioii,  and  placing  it  upon  the 
Btonding  Orders  of  the  House,  they 
voald  make  a  new  departure  which 
would  produce  results  very  little  con- 
templated by  its  most  ardent  Supporters, 
(tfuiis,  he  was  perfectly  certain,  that 
•Khoiigh  there  might  have  been  in  the 
eoutitoencies,  a  strong  feeling  that  some 
diange  in  the  Procedure  of  the  House 
was  necessary,  there  was  no  wish  that 
tts  Speaker  should  be  made  a  partizan ; 
•ad  he  believed  that,  if  the  natural  and 
As  inevitable  result  of  this  Eesolution 
vere  known,  there  would  be  a  very 
ibong  and  unanimous  feeling  expressed 
tgunst  it.  The  Opposition  had  a  right 
tD  complain  upon  three  grounds  against 
tts  conduct  of  the  Government  with 
ngsrd  to  the  Besolution — first,  that  they 
lad  departed  from  the  usual  order 
obMrrea  in  dealing  with  such  matters 
indhad  contrived  so  to  obscure  its  pur- 
port, that  very  few  persons  could  under- 
iteadit ;  secondly,  that  they  had  unfairly 
Burased  pressure,  both  within  the 
HbQBe  and  out  of  it,  for  the  purpose  of 
flurying  it ;  and,  thirdly,  that  the  Prime 
Himster  had  made  a  most  unfair  use  of 
ttstroetand  confidence  placed  in  him 
Vy  his  own  Supporters,  by  giving  per- 
nul  assurances  which  it  was  impossible 
eonld  be  fulfilled.  It  was  the  invariable 
inwtice  of  the  House  in  dealing  with 
cflbnoes  against  its  Bules  to  specify  the 
dbnoes  for  which  they  wished  to  provide 
a  penalty  or  remedy,  and  then  to  take  a 
gneral  power  with  regard  to  offences 
'Vhieh  were  not  incluaed  in  the  list. 
ToUowing  that  practice,  he  thought  this 
Seiolation  ought  to  have  been,  not  the 
&«t,  but  the  last ;  but  being  the  last,  he 
ItKeved  it  would  not  have  been  passed, 
leetose  the  other  Bules  would  have  dealt 
•pedfioally  with  certain  classes  of  Ob- 
itnoCion,  and  when  such  Obstruction 
Iiid  been  disposed  of,  the  Government 
inmld  have  been  obliged  to  define  what 
>nu  the  real  object  and  the  necessity  for 
ttii  Bole,  which  they  could  not  have 
done,  and  then  it  could  not  have  been 
jUNd.  These  protracted  debates  were 
entirely  due  to  that  reversal  of  that  usual 
^Mder  of  proceeding.  In  the  last  Parlia- 
HMnt  there  was  persistent  Obstruction, 
ind  it  had  been  proved  that  the  right 
liQn.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Solid  of  Trade  had  himself  been  guilty 
tf  Obstruction.  It  was  a  fact  that  Ob- 
systematically  prevailed  in  the 


late  Parliament,  and  that  it  was  sup- 
ported by  Liberal  Members.  In  1880, 
a  solid  Irish  Vote  was  given  for  the 
present  Government ;  but,  very  shortly 
after  they  came  into  Office,  they  coerced 
those  who  placed  them  in  power,  and  the 
Government  was  supported  by  those  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  The  Irish  Mem- 
bers naturally  resented  those  coercive 
measures,  and  resorted  to  Obstruction. 
He  maintained  that  the  Obstruction  of 
the  Irish  Members  in  the  present  Parlia- 
ment was  more  justifiable  than  the  Ob- 
struction of  the  Liberal  Members  in  the 
late  Parliament.  A  certain  amount  of 
popular  indignation  was  roused  on  every 
Liberal  platform  throughout  the  country 
against  the  Obstruction  of  the  Irish 
Members,  and  now  the  Government 
proposed  a  Eesolution  which,  as  a  sort 
of  bribe,  legalized  a  particular  kind  of 
Obstruction  which  those  hon.  Members 
practised.  An  agitation  had  thus  been 
got  up  to  enable  the  Government  to  pass 
the  eUture,  in  order  that,  by  its  means, 
they  might  gag  the  responsible  Opposi- 
tion. In  fact,  if  they  took  the  history  of 
the  last  two  years,  whether  they  looked 
to  the  Irish  Party  or  to  the  Conservative 
Party,  they  must  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  Government  had  deluded  and 
entrapped  each  political  Party  in  turn ; 
but  he  doubted  whether  such  tactics  as 
these  were  likely  to  add  to  the  moral 
tone  of  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  declared  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin),  that  if  the  operation  of  that 
Eule  should  tend  to  gag  the  Opposition 
he  would  be  the  first  to  co-operate  to- 
wards its  repeal.  But  what  was  the 
value  of  that  promise  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  himself  told  them  that 
his  political  life  was  in  the  past,  and  not 
in  the  future.  But  the  Prime  Minister 
had,  during  the  past  few  years,  more 
than  once  induced  the  House  to  adopt  a 
false  principle  of  policy,  on  the  plea  that 
the  exigency  was  so  great  that  they 
could  not  do  otherwise,  and  also  that  the 
false  principle  was  so  safeguarded  that 
no  evil  or  dangerous  consequences  would 
result  from  it.  But  he  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  believed  that  of  all  the  mis- 
chievous theories  and  fallacies  in  political 
life,  the  most  mischievous  was  that  a 
false  principle  could  be  so  adopted, 
because  it  was  safeguarded.  And,  more- 
over, had  they  not  seen  how  the  false 
principle  itself  was  afterwards  made  the 
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means  of  sweeping  away  the  very  safe- 
guards by  which  it  was  at  first  accom- 
panied ?  He  believed  that  so  far  from  the 
fact  of  the  Speaker  being  associated  with 
the  initiative  of  providing  a  safeguard,  it 
would  prove  exactly  the  reverse,  He  had 
himself  repeatedly  endeavoured  to  have 
the  words  "  evident  sense  of  the  House  " 
struck  out  of  that  Hesolution,  as  being 
most  dangerous.  When  those  Besolu- 
tions  first  came  under  discussion,  he  met 
a  distinguished  foreign  diplomatist,  who 
had  been  deputed  by  his  Government  to 
inquire  into  the  operation  of  the  ot6tur$ 
where  it  was  in  existence,  and  he  said  to 
him  (Lord  George  Hamilton) — 

"  Whatever  yoa  do,  do  not  allow  the  Speaker 
to  be  associated  with  the  initiation  of  the 
eldture,  because  the  invariable  effect  of  such  a 
^stem  has  been  to  make  the  Speaker  a  partizan. 
During  the  second  French  Empire,  there  being 
constant  complaints  against  M.  de  Morny  as 
President  of  the  Chamber,  he  was  succeeded  by 
M.  Schneider,  who  was  absolutely  under  the 
thumb  of  M.  fiouher,  and  then  M.  G^mbetta, 
M.  Theirs,  and  other  eminent  Members  were 
not  allowed  to  speak." 

The  great  mass  of  the  Conservative 
Party  had  never  been  averse  to  reform, 
when  such  was  proved  to  be  necessary ; 
but  this  Resolution  did  create  a  revolu- 
tion in  the  Forms  and  Procedure  of 
Parliament.  A  great  authority  had  laid 
down,  as  an  incontrovertible  maxim, 
that  "  Cautious  progress  was  alone 
continuous  progress/'  and  that  had 
been  their  motto.  As  regarded  the 
Procedure  of  the  House,  however,  so 
far  as  the  Besolution  was  concerned, 
their  progress  had  not  been  progress, 
but  a  rash  and  reckless  innovation ;  and 
if  the  new  powers  were  to  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  pushing  through  measures 
without  adequate  discussion,  they  might 
depend  upon  it  that  their  progress, 
though  it  might  be  rapid,  would  not  be 
continuous ;  nor  would  their  legislation, 
when  once  passed,  retain  the  same  cha- 
racter of  stability  which  had  hitherto 
marked  it.  It  was  to  be  feared  that  the 
Party  which  was  uppermost,  if  this 
power  were  given  to  it,  would  be  tempted 
to  use  its  strength  unmercifully ;  and  if 
it  became  known  that  those  powers  were 
to  be  used  by  the  majority  severely  and 
mercilessly  a  feeling  of  irritation  would 
be  produced  that  would  be  widespread ; 
and  he  could  not  help  regretting  that 
they  were  going  to  give  those  increased 
powers  to  a  Prime  Minister  who  had 
such  destructive  tendencies.    He    was 

lord  George  Hamilton 


quite  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  intend  to  destroy  everything  be 
touched ;  but  even,  when  he  was  endeft* 
vouring  to  construct,  so  overwhelnung 
was  his  tendency  to  demolition,  that  the 
things  which  he  created  destroyed  every- 
thing they  touched.  They  might  take  that 
very  Resolution  as  an  illustration  of  his 
handiwork.  The  Prime  Minister  did  not 
wish  to  tamper  with  two  of  the  great 
characteristics  of  the  English  House  of 
Commons — freedom  of  speech  and  the 
impartiality  of  the  Chair.  He  professed 
to  desire  to  preserve  freedom  of  speech 
and  the  impartiality  of  the  Chair ;  and 
yet  he  had  constructed  a  Resolution,  the 
tendency  of  which  was  the  destmctioQ 
of  freedom  of  discussion  under  the  rains 
of  the  impartiality  of  the  Chair.  The 
new  conditions  would  cause  much  irrita- 
tion,  and  the  effect  of  adopting  that 
Resolution  would,  he  feared,  be  the 
curtailment  of  those  kindly  and  friendly 
personal  relations  between  hon.  Mem- 
hers  on  both  sides,  which  had  heretofore 
done  so  much  towards  smoothing  the 
course  of  Public  Business  in  the  House. 
IMinisUrial  ories  of  "  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Tee ; 
he  believed  there  would  be  a  great  cur- 
tailment of  those  relationships,  arising 
from  the  natural  irritation  of  ga^ed 
men,  who  suffered  from  a  sense  of  in- 

i'ustice.  He  did  not  deny  that  the 
jiberal  Party  might  gain  a  temporarj 
advantage  over  the  Opposition ;  bat  he 
thought  they  would  purchase  such  tem- 
porary advantage  very  dearly,*  because, 
some  day  or  other,  when  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  appealed  to  the  constitaencies, 
they  would  have  a  very  powerful  weapon 
in  their  hands,  for  they  would  be  able 
to  say  that,  in  1882,  the  Liberal  Fartj 
and  its  Leaders  did  not  make  a  fair  use 
of  the  confidence  which  the  country  had 
reposed  in  them — that  they  deliberatelj 
turned  a  Judge  into  a  partizan  in  order 
to  gag  their  political  opponents.  The 
Conservative  Party  would  be  able  to 
add,  as  a  claim  to  the  confidence  of  the 
country,  that,  at  that  critical  moment, 
they  had,  to  the  best  of  their  power, 
under  most  untoward  circumstances  and 
against  overwhelming  odds,  endeavoored 
to  preserve,  in  their  mtegprity,  two  of  the 
noblest  attributes  of  public  life  in  this 
country — liberty  and  freedom  of  (speech 
and  fair  play. 

Sin  QEOROE  OAMPBELL  said,  he 
had  always  been  in  favour  of  cldtunt  and 
o£cldture  by  a  majority.    As  to  tkede- 
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structiye  tendencies  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister whioh  had  been  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  he  (Sir  George  CampbeU) 
believed  it  was  necessary  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  destroy  a  great  deal 
that  was  evil  in  order  that  he  might 
boild  upon  a  safe  foundation.  Though 
he  was  entirely  in  favour  of  the  cldture, 
he  confessed  he  had  some  doubts 
whether  it  was  desirable  to  put  it  so 
much  in  the  forefront  as  was  now  the 
case,  and  whether  they  ought  not  to 
have  proceeded  with  some  of  the  other 
Besolutions  first.  He  confessed  also 
that,  with  the  Prime  Minister,  he  had 
great  doubts  whether  the  cldture  alone 
could  possibly  be  passed  in  so  strong  a 
form  as  to  be  a  radical  cure  for  the  evils 
under  which  they  were  suffering.  He 
was  disposed  to  attach  very  great  im- 
portance to  some  system  by  which  they 
might  better  divide  their  labours  among 
the  Members  of  the  House.  It  was,  he 
thought,  impossible,  that  6^  Members 
sitting  in  one  House,  at  one  time,  could 
satifif  actorily  conduct  all  the  Business  of 
the  Three  Kingdoms  and  the  Empire.  He 
believed  that  the  cldture  was  undoubtedly 
a  necessity,  as  to  which  he  was  sure  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  were  far  to  much 
afraid ;  and  he  did  not  think  the  result 
would  be  so  bad  as  was  imagined, 
because  it  was  so  safegpiarded  that  it 
would  not  often  be  put  into  practice. 
In  the  last  Parliament,  there  were  many 
occasions  when  it  would  have  been  well 
to  haye  had  such  a  power;  but  during 
the  present  Parliament,  there  had  been 
but  few  occasions  when  it  could  have 
been  put  in  force;  and  he  certainly 
thought  the  opposition  offered  to  the 
Irish  Coercion  Bills  were  not  such 
occasions,  because  the  Bills  in  question 
were  highly  distasteful  to  the  Irish 
Party,  and  therefore  the  discussion  was 
not  excessive.  Yet  he  believed  that 
notwithstanding  the  infrequenoy  of  its 
actual  use,  it  would  exercise  a  constant 
influence  upon  the  debates,  and  be  held 
as  it  were  tn  terrorem  over  Members  who 
might  be  disposed  to  offend.  He  ad- 
mitted that  there  were  some  defects  in 
the  form  of  the  Besolution.  He  par- 
ticularly disliked  the  arrangement  which 
put  the  initiative  in  the  matter  in  the 
hands  of  the  Speaker,  and  he  specially 
disliked  the  words  the  ''  evident  sense 
of  the  House."  He  was  afraid  that 
some    ambiguity,   some   doubt,   might 


arise  in  that  respect;  but  there  was 
another  sense  in  which  he  very  much 
doubted  the  advisability  of  inserting 
those  words.  Already  they  had  a 
sufficient  idea  of  the  '*  sense  of  the 
House  "  in  the  howling  of  Members, 
and  the  great  noise  that  was  made  when 
impatience  was  shown  by  the  House ; 
and  the  effect  of  this  Besolution  would 
be  to  put  a  premium  upon  those  dis*- 
orderly  noises,  causing  them  to  become 
more  frequent,  and  induce  the  House 
not  to  give  a  fair  hearing  to  small 
minorities.  He  was  indeed  very  jealous 
of  those  words  that  were  inserted  in 
the  Besolution,  because  he  was  afraid 
the  effect  of  them  would  be  to  make  the 
House  more  intolerant  than  ever  to 
small  minorities  with  crotchets.  The 
reason  he  was  against  the  initiative 
being  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker 
was  because  he  thought  the  position  of 
the  Speaker  ought  to  be  that  of  an 
English  Judge,  and  not  that  of  a  foreign 
Judge.  The  Speaker  should  act  only 
when  put  in  motion  by  a  responsible 

Serson,  either  by  a  Minister  or  by  a 
[ember,  supported  by  a  number  of 
other  Members  rising  in  their  places, 
and  that  was  why  he  supported  the 
Amendment  to  that  effisct,  moved  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Bryce).  In  that  case  no  damage 
would  be  done  to  the  authority  of 
the  Chair  in  case  the  speaker  made  a 
mistake.  He  hoped,  however,  that  the 
Besolution  would  be  passed,  but  that  it 
would  shortly  be  so  amended  that  the 
Speaker  would  not  have  the  responsi- 
bility of  acting  upon  the  initiative. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  almost 
every  hon.  Member  who  had  spoken 
from  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  had 
spoken  of  the  Besolution  with  some  re- 
serviation,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
distinctly  stated  that,  so  far  as  the 
House  was  concerned,  a  cldture  of  some 
kind  was  essential ;  but  he  objected  to 
two  fundamental  propositions  contained 
in  it — namely,  the  initiative  of  the 
Speaker,  and  the  words  *^  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House.''  But  those  were 
precisely  what  the  Conservative  Party 
objected  to  ;  and  if  they  excluded  those 
two  conditions,  they  would  remove  the 
very  conditions  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment placed  the  greatest  reliance.  There- 
fore, the  hon.  Gentleman  supported  not 
the  Besolution,  but  something  altogether 

ISixteenth  Nt^M.'] 
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different.  The  question  of  the  initiative 
of  the  Speaker  was  a  very  serious  one 
indeed,  for  ho  had  said  tliat  he  was  to 
have  regard  to  the  **  evident  sense  of  the 
House  at  large.''  But  the  Eesolution 
of  the  Government  involved  something 
essentially  different  from  that,  and  they 
had  not  accepted  that  interpretation. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  of  the 
judicial  character  of  the  Speaker;  and 
the  Conservative  Party  looked  upon  that 
judicial  character  as  one  of  the  most 
precious  possessions  of  the  House.  It 
had  been  the  duty  of  every  Speaker, 
from  time  immemorial,  to  plead  at  the 
Bar  of  the  House  of  Lords  for  freedom 
of  speech  for  Her  Majesty's  faithful 
Commons ;  and  yet,  singularly  enough, 
it  now  became  the  duty  of  the  Speaker 
to  be  the  Officer  who  would  check  that 
liberty  of  speech  in  the  House.  That 
was  a  change  in  the  circumstances  which 
would  alter  altogether  the  judicial  cha- 
racter of  the  Office  which  he  held,  and 
other  circumstances  might  occur  which 
would  bring  about  changes  more  radical 
than  any  changes  of  the  past.  If  the 
Speaker  should  be  so  unfortunate  as  to 
make  a  mistake  in  interpreting  the 
'^  evident  sense  of  the  House,"  if  he 
should  come  to  be  placed  in  a  minority, 
he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  could  not  under- 
stand how  it  would  be  possible  for  him 
longer  to  retain  the  position  he  occupied, 
and  he  could  conceive  no  misfortune  that 
could  overcome  the  House  that  would 
be  more  serious.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Grantham  (Mr.  Mollor) 
could  claim  no  better  argument  for  the 
Resolution  than  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman t!»e  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir 
Staflbrd  Northcote)  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  South-West  Lancashire  (Sir 
!R.  Assheton  Cross)  had  declared  that 
some  change  was  essential.  But  there 
was  no  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  (tlie 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House  who  did 
not  admit  that  some  change  was  neces- 
sary to  advance  the  Business  of  the 
House.  And  they  would  be  prepared  to 
give  all  the  assistance  in  their  power  to 
carry  some  scheme  that  would  promote 
Business  and  vindicate  the  authority  of 
the  House ;  and  when  these  discussions 
commenced  last  February  they  were  fully 
prepared,  as  the  Prime  Minister  was 
well  aware,  to  give  favourable  consider- 
ation to  such  a  modification  of  the 
Bules  as  would  have  resulted  in  a  con- 
siderable curtailment  of  the  opportuni- 

Jfr.  IF.  IT.  Smith 


ties  for  delays,  and  which,  while  they 
provided  for  fair  discussion,  would  hare 
facilitated  the  progress  of  the  Busnea 
of  the  House.     But  they  could  not  nn- 
derstand  why  the  Oovemment  had  not 
first  proceeded  with  the  other  proponli 
concerning  details,  as  to  which  there  wu 
a  less  strongly  marked  difference  of  opi- 
nion.    The  House  might  then,  after  dis- 
posing of  those  questions,    have  pro- 
ceeded with  the  question  of  closing  tlift 
debate.     If  the  Government  had  fint 
set  about  Eules  2  to  9,  much  time  might 
have  been  saved  and    progress  made; 
and  it  would  probably  have  then  been 
seen  that  no  case  existed  for  the  appli- 
cation of  the  present  Bule.     The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
had  said  last  night  that  the  Government 
might  be  wrong  or  right  as  to  their  pa^ 
ticular  proposals,  but  that  some  change 
was  absolutely  wanted.     But  the  real 
controversy  was  what  that  change  wai 
to  be.     The  proposal  of  the  Govemmeot 
was  that  the  House  should  part  with  all 
its  traditions,  and  that  all  the  immemo- 
rial customs  of   Parliament  should  he 
swept    away.      He    asked    the  Honse 
whether    it    was    reasonable    to    sup- 
pose    that    the     substitution    of    law 
and  force  for  that  understanding  which 
had  subsisted  during   periods  of  great 
trial   for    the    House    and    the   coun- 
try   could    work    well    when   a   mode 
of  proceeding  might  be  adopted  which 
would  be  assented  to  by  the  great  bodj 
of  the  House,  and  even  by  those  vho 
might  feel  affected  by  it  ?  He  believed, 
from  the  bottom  of  his  heart,  that  no 
greater  calamity  could  befall  the  Hobm 
than  that  what  the  right  hon.  Gendeman 
the  President  of  the  Ijocal  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Dodson)  had  described  u 
an  understanding,  a  conventional  agree- 
ment, should  be  swept  away,  and  that 
law  should  be  substituted  for  it   No 
law  could  take  the  place  or  answer  the 
purpose  of  that  loyal,  thorough,  aad 
cordial  concurrence  which  had  ezieted, 
notwithstanding  political  differences,  he- 
tweon  Members  of  the  House,  betweefi 
Parties  on  one  side  and  on  tiie  other, 
and  between  the  Government  and  the 
Opposition,  to  support  the  andeot  tra- 
ditions of  the  House,  and  to  vindicate 
its  title  to  the  confidence  and  affection 
of  the  country.     Let  it  be  understood 
that  whatever  was  not  prohibited  bj 
law    was    allowed ;    and    if  the  time 
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ihould  oome  that  hon.  Gentlemen  should 
bel  themselTes  in  bondage  under  that 
Bale,  they  would  use  all  the  power,  in- 

Kaitj,  and  skill  they  might  possess  to 
/  the  Bule,  to  bring  that  law  into 
(ontempt  and  failure,  those  who  enforced 
ft  into  difficulty,  and  the  Business  of 
lie  House  into  danger.  He  felt  that 
hsj  were  approaching  a  time  which 
WBB  most  grave  in  the  history  of  Par- 
lament,  which  threatened  the  influence 
»f  Parliament  and  the  character  of  the 
looae  of  Commons.  The  argument  of 
iha  GoTemment  was  that  it  was  not 
Eaaponsible,  that  it  was  the  Government 
if  the  majority,  and  that  the  majority 
vas  omnipotent.  That  was  a  theory 
dftogether  inconsistent  with  the  rights 
Hid  privileges  of  the  Members  of  the 
Bouae  of  Commons.  It  was  a  new  and 
rtariling  doctrine.  As  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Sir  George  Campbell)  had 
laid,  unpopular  men  and  unpopular 
Bunorities  had,  from  time  to  time,  found 
Biemaelves  at  liberty  to  raise  questions 
vhioh  ultimately  attracted  the  sympathy 
md  support  of  the  House  and  the 
Boantnr ;  but  all  that,  under  the  eldiure, 
vould  be  absolutely  impossible.  He  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  acknowledged  that,  for 
mne  time  to  come,  while  the  traditions 
iif  the  House  of  Commons  existed,  and 
Ifembers  remained  who  had  sat  in  it 
lor  many  years,  that  would  not  be  the 
case.  But  as  time  passed  the  existence 
ot  the  new  power  would  induce  violent 
■nd  strong  men  to  demand  its  applica- 
tion. There  were  instances  every  day 
diat  men  who  had  resisted  dictation  and 
pressure  from  outside  at  last  gave  way, 
baeause  they  did  not  wish  to  lose  the 
position  they  now  occupied.  He  had  no 
more  doubt  than  that  he  was  standing 
in  that  place  that  that  power  would  be 
•sercised  by-and-bye  in  a  manner  not 
scmtemplated  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  only  contemplated  now  by 
one  or  two  Members  of  the  House. 
IHiere  had  already  been  two  notable 
speeches  from  hon.  Members  represent- 
ing two  different  sections  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  told  the  House,  in  a  cynical 
aumnery  that  he  supported  this  proposal 
because  he  believed  it  would  be  the  pre- 
hde  to  a  series  of  operations  which  would 
result  in  an  imperative  mandate  to  Mem- 
bsra  of  Parliament  that  the  measures 
upon  whiph  the  mandate  had  been  given 
4ould  be  passed  rapidly  and  without 


discussion  through  the  House ;  and  the 
hon.  Member  added  that  discussion  was 
useless  when  the  constituencies  had  come 
to  a  conclusion  on  the  measure.  It  was 
true  the  hon.  Member  represented  a 
very  advanced  section,  but  that  section 
was  very  much  in  earnest.  There  were 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who,  being  mo- 
derate Liberals,  represented  large  ^Radical 
and  vigorous  constituencies ;  and  he  was 
afraid  the  time  was  coming  when  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  either  have  to 
give  place  to  others  much  more  advanced 
in  their  principles  than  themselves,  or, 
as  in  time  past,  have  to  move  rapidly 
under  pressure  from  behind,  and  be 
prepared  to  accept,  more  nearly  than 
they  were  at  present  prepared  to  do,  the 
views  of  that  advanced  Party.  There 
was  a  section  in  the  House — and  it  was 
well  that  the  fact  should  be  recogpiized — 
who  were  prepared  to  encounter  almost 
any  misfortune,  if  they  could  only 
involve  the  House  of  Commons  and  its 
traditions  in  the  common  ruin.  For 
instance,  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlow 
(Mr.  Dawson)  justified  his  vote  the 
other  night  by  saying  that  he  was  pre- 
pared— ^like  Samson — to  put  his  arms 
around  the  pillars,  and  bring  down  the 
roof  upon  himself.  He  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  should  like  to  consider  next, 
whether  the  eldture  would  be  effectual. 
In  one  way,  it  would  certainly  be 
effectual,  for  it  would  leave  the  Opposi- 
tion free  from  responsibility.  Time 
was,  as  had  been  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex 
(Lord  George  Hamilton),  on  which 
appeals  made  to  the  Opposition  by  the 
Government  of  the  day  for  support  had 
been  loyally  responded  to,  invariably 
the  bounden  duty  of  the  Opposition 
having  been  to  give  the  Government 
the  required  support;  but  now,  if  the 
Eule  were  passed,  it  would  be,  as  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  had  said,  the  right  of  the 
majority  in  the  future  to  control  and 
direct  the  Government  of  the  country, 
while  the  minorty  would  have  no  right 
to  interfere,  or  to  put  any  difficulty  in 
the  way.  But  if  it  was  the  right  of  the 
majority  to  do  as  it  pleased,  and  that 
was  the  real  and  clear  expression  of  the 
views  of  the  Government  on  this  matter, 
it  was  no  longer  the  right  or  the  duty 
of  the  minority  to  assist  the  majority  in 
any  difficulty  under  any  kind  of  eldture. 
He  understood  that  to  be  the  converse 
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of  tho  noble  Marquesi's  proposition. 
Tlio  noblo  Marquess  Paid  distinctly  that 
tliey,  on  that  side  of  tlie  House,  wore 
prepared  to  part  entirely  with  the  past ; 
all  that  had  gone  before  was  to  be  as 
nothing ;  the  experience  of  the  past  was 
distasteful  and  disagreeable,  and  they 
would  rely  henceforth  wholly  on  the 
power  of  the  majority.  If  that  was  the 
spirit  in  which  the  Government  meant 
to  conduct  tho  Business  of  the  House, 
he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  could  say  that, 
on  the  Opposition  benches,  there  were 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  who  so  far  in- 
herited the  traditions  of  the  House  that 
they  would  not  place  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  the  Government,  but  who  would 
distinctly  understand  that  they  were  no 
longer  called  upon  to  assist  in  the 
Government  of  the  country.  He  re- 
garded the  views  that  had  been  ex- 
pressed with  respect  to  the  Opposition 
as  being,  if  not  unconstitutional,  at 
any  rate  difiercnt  from  those  that  had 
been  held  in  time  past.  He  believed  ho 
had  rightly  understood  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  other  day  to  say  that  the 
Leader  of  tho  Opposition  had  no  re- 
sponsibility ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  am  most  unwilling  to  interrupt  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  may  put 
whatever  interpretation  he  thinks  fit  on 
words  I  have  uttered ;  but  I  must  dis- 
claim tho  words  he  attributes  to  me. 
What  I  was  arguing  against  was,  tho 
proposition  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott), 
who  wished  to  place  in  the  hands  of 
the  Opposition  the  power  of  saying  whe- 
ther a  debate  should  be  protracted  or 
not. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  was 
glad  to  extract  from  the  noble  Marquess 
any  explanation  of  his  views ;  but  the 
noble  Marquess  had  said  this — 

"  ^ly  position  ia  that  in  placinpf  Buch  u  power 
in  tho  hands  of  the  Leader  of  tho  Opposition, 
you  will  bo  giving  it  to  one  who  has  none  of  tho 
ri^lits  that  cutitlo  him  to  tho  exercise  of  this 
power.** 

And  the  noble  Marquess  went  on  to 
say— 

"  You  cannot  make  tho  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition rosponsiblo,  because  no  responsibility 
attaches  to  his  position.*' 

That  was  a  doctrine  to  which  he  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smitii)  took  serious  exception, 
as  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  opposed  to  the 
theory  of  the  English  Constitution.  Up 
to  the  present  time,  he  had  always  been 

Mr.  n\  //.  Smith 


under  tho  impression  that  the  Leader  of 
tho  Opposition  had  a  great  responsibility 
— and  so  had  every  individaal  Member 
of  the  House — for  the  conduct  of  Publio 
Business.     If,  however,    the  proposed 
great  change    were    effected,  and  the 
majority  took  all  the  power  into  their 
own  hands,  that  responsibility  would  be 
entirely  lost,  with  the  loss  of  all  power, 
by  tho  Opposition.    The  noblo  Marquesi 
had  spoken  the  other  night  of  the  ex- 
treme inconvenience    that  attached  to 
arrangements  between  the  two  sides  of 
the  House,  because,  as  he  said,  thej 
resulted  in  compromises,  than  which  no- 
thing could  be  more  hateful.     He  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  admitted,  of  course,  the 
superior  power  of    the   majority;  but, 
surely,  no  Government  ever  possessed 
such  abundant  wisdom  as  to  make  com- 
promises always  unnecessary  ?    His  own 
belief  was  that  the  eldture  would  do  little 
or  nothing  to  expedite  the  Business  of 
the  House ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  that  it 
would  delay  and  obstruct  it,  and  would 
merely  be  a  weapon  in  the  hands  of  the 
wire-pullers ;   still,   assuming  it  to  be 
successful,   the   only  result  would  be 
that  all  the  drastio  measures  spoken  of 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
would  be  passed ;  and  that  a  violent  re- 
action   would   follow.     When    the  re- 
action came,  there  would  be  a  demand 
for  the  reversal  of  legislation,  and  suck 
a  state  of  things  was  not  to  be  appre- 
hended    without     concern     or   alum. 
Hitherto,  great  changes   had  been  ac- 
cepted after  long  and  almost  intolerable 
discussion ;    but  legislation  under  the 
cloture  would  be  followed  by  other  legis- 
lation under  the  eldture,  and  the  exaspe- 
ration which  produced  reaction  would  be 
followed  by  a  demand  for  the  reversal 
of  that  legislation  which  had  gone  before. 
There  could  be  nothing  more  dangeroui 
or  injurious  to  the  country  than  such  a 
position,  and  he  believed  it  would  arise. 
l?arty  Government  was  a  necessaxy  eril; 
but    the   wire-pullers   and  others  who 
were  attached  to  it  were  a  comparatiTelj 
small    proportion    of    tho    population. 
Were  we  prepared  to  shock  the  greater 
mass  of  moderate  men  by  the  triumph 
of  a  majority  under  the  eldturef   Be- 
cause a  small  minority  had  made  the 
conduct  of  Business  impossible,  it  vtf 
proposed  to  impose  on  the  Constitutionil 
Opposition  conditions  hitherto  unknown. 
The  opponents  who  were  loyal  were  to 
be  punished,  because  there  were  others 
who  were  not.    Experience  had  shown 
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the  necessity  for  the  power  and  privilege 
proposed  to  be  parted  with,  and  no  one 
would  regret  more  than  he  if,  from  this 
time,  were  dated  the  decline  and  fall  of 
Parliamentary  life. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  the  House  was 
like  a  club  or  an  association,  the  pros- 
perity of  which  would  bo  imperilled  by 
the  substitution  of  Hules  for  the  tra- 
ditional influences  which  had  rendered 
regulations  unnecessary.  In  Austria- 
Hungary,  when  a  Motion  was  put  to 
close  debate,  the  speaker  who  at  the 
time  happened  to  be  addressing  the 
Chamber  could  not  be  interrupted  in 
the  course  of  his  remarks  ;  and,  besides 
this,  each  Party  could  choose  one  person 
on  their  behalf  to  make  final  speeches 
on  the  subject  under  discussion.  He 
was  not  aware  that  the  Prime  Minister 
had  made  any  such  provision  for  the 
House  of  Commons.  Again,  in  Austria- 
Hungary,  if  the  Government  answered 
any  of  the  charges  made  by  the  final 
speakers,  the  debate  was  re- opened  de 
11090.  In  France  two  appeals  were  al- 
lowed before  the  discussion  was  closed ; 
while  in  Germany  no  special  privileges 
were  given  to  the  Members  of  the  Go- 
Temment.  It  was  true  that  the  cldture 
existed  in  the  American  Congress ;  but 
it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  that 
Assembly  had  to  deal  only  with  ''  Im- 
perial," and  not  with  local  affairs.  It 
was  melancholy  to  reflect  that  that  great 
Assembly,  now  the  foremost  in  the  world, 
was  about  to  sink  to  the  lowest  position 
among  Assemblies  of  its  kind.  He  knew 
that  the  Party  to  which  he  belonged 
had  been  accused  of  being  guilty  of 
Obstruction,  which  was  unwarranted  by 
the  condition  of  things,  and  which  was 
put  forward  as  the  reason  for  the  neces- 
sity of  the  step  now  proposed  to  be 
taken.  That  they  had  been  so  guilty 
he  most  emphatically  denied.  Since  the 
year  1880  there  had  been  several  Im- 
perial measures,  and  several  specially 
English  measures ;  and  they  were  found 
supporting  every  great  and  liberal  mea- 
sure which  the  Government  had  intro- 
duced. What  did  they  obstruct  ?  Thoy 
obstructed  two  things.  Thoy  obstructed 
penal,  coercive,  despotic,  tyrannous,  and, 
as  it  had  proved,  useless  legislation 
against  their  own  countrymen.  Ho  con- 
tended that  it  was  their  bounden  and 
imperative  duty  to  oppose  and  delay 
those  measures  of  coercion,  and,  as  every 
man  did  in  public  or  private,  put  off  tho 

VOL.  CCLXXIV.    [TiriRD  skries.] 


evil  day  to  the  very  last  hour.  What 
else  had  tliey  delayed  ?  They  delayed 
the  Land  Bill.  He  always  expressed 
his  thanks  to  the  Prime  Minister  for  the 
Land  Bill  ho  had  introduced ;  but  he 
would  ask  him,  would  he  not  admit  that 
that  Bill  had  been  materially  improved 
in  consequence  of  the  delay  to  which  it 
had  been  subjected  on  that  side  of  the 
House  ?  Tlion  what  had  they  done  ? 
They  had  obstructed — they  had  delayed 
that  wliich  thoy  had  improved.  What 
had  they  therefore  done  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  crush  them,  and,  in 
crushing  them,  ruin  and  imperil  the 
liberties  of  that  great  Assembly  ?  Hon. 
Members  should  boar  in  mind  that  while 
the  English  Members  had  the  English 
Press,  by  which  to  ventilate  their  griev- 
ances and  opinions,  the  Irish  Members 
had  no  such  resource  to  fall  back  upon 
in  this  country,  as  Irish  newspapers 
were  not  read  or  circulated  in  England. 
Irish  newspapers  were  not  to  be  found 
along  the  English  railways  and  in  the 
principal  reading  rooms.  Except  where 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlow 
(Mr.  Gray)  had  put  them,  they  would 
not  find  an  Irish  newspaper.  Did  the 
Prime  Minister  not  know  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral had  admitted  to-day  that  he  never 
read  an  Irish  newspaper  ?  The  only 
platform,  therefore,  which  the  Irish 
Members  had  to  reach  the  English 
ear,  or  even  the  oar  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  was  the  platform  of  the  House. 
It  should  also  be  remembered  that  the 
only  channel  through  which  English- 
men and  persons  abroad  derived  their 
information  about  Ireland  was  the  corre- 
spondence supplied  to  Thfi  Times  by  their 
Irish  Correspondent  in  Dublin,  who  was 
also  the  editor  of  Th$  Daily  Express. 
Through  that  correspondence  foul  calum- 
nies were  circulated  about  Ireland,  and 
no  opportunity  or  means  were  available 
for  the  refutation  of  these  calumnies. 
As  respected  the  allegation  that  there 
had  been  a  compact  entered  into  between 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Irish  Party 
with  regard  to  the  course  they  should 
take  on  the  cldture  Resolutions,  to  the 
effect  that,  if  they  remained  silent,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  promise 
them  Home  Ilule,  he  (Mr.  Dawson) 
would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  had  on  a  former  occasion  given 
a  categorical  promise  of  Home  Kule. 
In  conclusion,  ho  would  say  that  it  was 
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his  earnest  belief  that  the  course  now 
taken  by  the  Government  indicated  a 
political  movement  which  would  end  in 
tlie  destruction  of  the  liberties  of  Eng- 
land. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (J/r.  Aahmead'Bartleit.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
not  oppose  the  Motion. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  he 
understood  that  it  had  been  arranged  by 
the  authorities  on  the  two  Front  Benches 
that  there  should  be  no  division  upon  the 
Amendment  until  Friday.  He  wished 
to  know  what  would  be  the  use  of  spend- 
ing two  more  days  in  talking  upon  a 
subject  in  regard  to  which  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  had  made  up  his  mind, 
and  upon  which  it  was  absolutely  im- 
possible to  bring  forward  any  new  argu- 
ment? Why  were  hon.  Members  to  be 
put  to  the  purgatory  of  hearing  all  this 
stuff  talked  over  again  for  two  more 
days  ?  He  would  suggest  that  it  would 
be  much  better  to  adjourn  the  debate 
until  Friday.  It  would  be  a  matter  of 
great  convenience  to  everybody,  and  he 
would  throw  out  the  suggestion  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Government.  [  Cn'et 
of  **  Move !"]  If  it  was  the  wish  of  the 
House  he  would  move  that  the  debate 
be  adjourned  until  Friday. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  first  Question 
to  be  settled  is  the  Motion  *'  That  the 
Debate  be  now  adjourned.** 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Debate  be  adjourned  till  To- 
morrow.**— (J/r.  Gladstone.) 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'  To-morrow,**  and  insert  '*  Fri- 
day.**— (5tr  Wtifrid  Lawson,) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  one 
reason,  and  one  absolutely  conclusive 
against  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  was,  that  if  the  debate  were  ad- 
journed until  Friday,  the  division  would 
not  be  taken  until  Monday.  If  his  hon. 
Friend  could  prevail  upon  the  House  to 
go  to  a  division  on  Friday,  he  would 
gladly  accede  to  the  Motion ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  was  afraid  that  no  such 
understanding  could  be  arrived  at. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  could  bear  personal  testimony  to  the 

Mr.  Dawton 


fact  that  there  were  still  a  very  large 
number  of  hon.  Members  who  desiiid 
to  speak  upon  the  Amendment. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  laid,  he 
was  sorry  to  bear  that  such  was  thecaae. 
He  would  not  press  the  Amendment 

Amendment,  by  leave,  teithdrMwn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  a^iti  t9, 

Dehektefurther  adjourned  till  To-wwrnw, 

HouM  adjourned  at  a  qoirtcr 
after  TwelTeo*dodt 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday y  Sth  Novemler,  1882. 


ORDER     OF    THE    DAY, 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS     OF    THE 
HOUSE— THE   NEW   RULES  OF  PBO- 
CEDURE  —  FIRST    RULE    (PUTTINO 
THE  QUESTION). 
[adjourned  debate.]    [seyerteehth 

NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjounei 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [20th  Febra- 
ary],  as  amended, 

'*  That  "when  it  shall  appear  to  ^tr.  Speafar, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in  ft 
Committee  of  the  whole  House,  during  my 
Dehate,  that  the  sabjcct  has  been  adeqnatdjr 
discussed,  and  that  it  is  the  evident  sense  of  tlw 
House,  or  of  the  Committee,  that  the  Quesiioii 
bo  now  put,  he  may  so  inform  the  House  or  tke 
Conmiittee;  and,  if  a  Motion  be  made  *Thit 
the  Question  be  now  put,*  Mr.  Speaker,  or  tk 
Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put  such  QoestioB; 
Hnd,  if  the  same  be  decided  in  the  affinnstiTeh 
the  Question  under  discussion  shall  be  pat  fortk* 
with :  Provided  that  the  Question,  *That  thi 
Question  be  now  put,*  shall  not  be  decided  a 
the  affirmative,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  nnlcffit 
shall  appear  to  have  been  supported  by  ati* 
than  two  hundred  Members,  or  unless  it  iImU 
appear  to  have  been  opposed  by  less  than  foitf 
Members  and  supported  by  more  than  OM 
hundred  Members." — {ATr,  Oladttont.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  agtiB 
proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT:  Tbf 
issue  which  is  now  before  this  Hoasi  I 
venture  to  consider  the  most  momentooi 
which  has  ever  been  subnutted  to  tli9 
decision    of    Parliament.      Great  and 
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critical  as  have  been  the  decisions  which 
the  OoTernment  and  Parliament  of  an 
Imperial  people  have  in  the  course  of 
their  brilliant  history  been  compelled  to 
take,  there  has  been  none  so  pregnant 
with  the  fate  of  the  English  people  as 
that  now  under  discussion.  In  this 
question  of  the  freedom  of  speech  and 
the  fulness  of  Parliamentary  debate  the 
▼ery  life  and  independence  of  the  British 
House  of  Commons  are  at  stake.  Upon 
the  decision  of  this  brief  Autumn  Ses- 
sion depends  the  fate,  not  of  one  ques- 
tion, or  group  of  questions,  however  im- 
portant, but  of  every  political  issue  that 
shall  in  the  future  come  before  Parlia- 
ment. The  poison  is  directed  against 
the  very  centre  and  mainspring  of  the 
Constitution  itself.  It  is  the  brain  and 
the  heart  of  the  body  politic  which  are 
about  to  be  vitiated.  Now,  I  protest  at 
the  outset  against  this  cldture  being  ap- 
plied to  the  debates  of  this  House.  It 
is  bad  in  principle  and  unjust  in  applica- 
tion. Beal  Obstruction,  most  of  us 
agr^,  should  be  prevented.  But  it  is 
monstrous  to  close  the  mouths  of  all 
because  of  the  offence  of  a  few.  To 
wholly  stop  discussion  because  some 
abuse  their  privileges  is  totally  indefen- 
sible. The  true  remedy  is  to  punish  in- 
dividual Obstructives,  and  not  to  gag  the 
whole  House.  There  is  no  difficulty  in 
doing  this.  There  are  Bules  of  Proce- 
dure available  which  have,  I  believe, 
whenever  properly  applied,  proved  effec- 
tive. If  they  are  insufficient  let  them  be 
strengthened.  But  never  let  the  House 
of  Commons  give  to  an  imperious  Minis- 
ter, working  with  an  obedient  majority 
and  a  subservient  Speaker,  the  power  of 
strangling  debate.  The  Prime  Minister 
admitted  that  this  was  a  most  serious 
and  critical  change.  Yet  the  position  of 
affairs  is,  he  said,  unprecedented,  and 
the  demoralization  of  Parliamentary  de- 
bate requires  a  desperate  remedy.  But 
whose  fault  is  it  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons has  thus  degenerated  ?  Is  this 
House  to  be  punished,  and  freedom  of 
speech  to  be  annihilated,  because  of  the 
terrible  blunders  committed  by  the  Oo- 
vemment  in  their  management  of  Ire- 
land, and  in  their  conduct  of  the  Busi- 
ness of  this  House  ?  Are  the  650  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  to  be  gagged  be- 
cause the  Prime  Minister  has  reduced 
Ireland  from  a  state  of  peace  and  un- 
wonted prosperity  to  a  reign  of  terror 
and  to  widespread  demoralization  ?  Is 
t)iis  grievous  and  terrible  innovation  to 


be  inflicted  upon  Parliament  because  the 
Ministry  have  introduced  ill-considered 
and  immoral  legislation — laws  of  violent 
coercion,  and  acts  of  unjust  plunder — in 
order  to  atone  for  their  own  mismanage- 
ment? Is  it  because  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  represents  Birmingham 
thought  fit  to  encourage  Irish  agitation 
for  political  purposes,  and  then  to  re- 
press it  with  the  utmost  severity,  that 
this  House  is  to  be  deprived  of  its  free- 
dom of  discussion  ?  Is  it  because  the 
Government  first  created  a  necessity  for 
coercion,  and  then  introduced  a  stupid 
and  ineffective  measure,  administered 
that  measure  inefficiently,  and  had 
to  supplement  it  by  other  enactments, 
that  we  are  to  be  thus  afflicted  ?  Is  it 
because  the  Ministry  have  wasted  the 
time  of  Parliament  in  alternately  foster- 
ing and  treading  down  Irish  agitation 
that  this  odious  and  unwholesome  eldture 
is  .  to  be  imposed  upon  this  House  ? 
Much  was  made  by  the  Prime  Minister 
and  those  who  follow  him  in  advocating 
this  cldture  by  a  bare  majority  of  the 
assumption  that  it  prevails  in  other 
countries,  and  in  the  Colonies  of  Britain. 
With  regard  to  the  Colonies,  whose  love 
of  freiedom — we  have  it  on  the  authority 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — is  not  in- 
ferior to  our  own,  his  information  was, 
as  is  not  unfrequently  the  case,  sin- 
gularly inaccurate.  The  cldture  does  not 
exist,  as  the  Prime  Minister  affirmed 
it  did,  in  Canada,  in  New  Zealand,  in 
Tasmania,  in  Victoria,  or  in  our  great 
and  important  Cape  Colony,  in  South 
Australia  alone,  with  a  population  of 
less  than  250,000,  has  it  been  adopted  ; 
whereas  the  population  of  those  Colonies 
which  are  free  from  this  unwholesome 
and  un-English  gag  number  nearly 
10,000,000  of  souls.  New  South  Wales 
and  Queensland  are  free  from  it,  and 
the  Colony  of  Victoria  having,  in  1875, 
adopted  a  somewhat  similar  Standing 
Order,  has  never  again  repeated  the 
unfortunate  experiment.  In  the  Cape 
Assembly  serious  Obstruction  was  tried 
in  1865,  there  having  been  two  Sittings 
of  17  and  21  hours  respectively.  In 
the  interesting  Beport  of  Mr.  Noble, 
Clerk  of  the  Assembly,  the  following 
statement  occurs : — 

**  Tbifl  course  of  ObBtruction,  however,  failed 
in  its  object,  and  was  acknowledged  to  be  an 
unwise  as  well  as  an  undignified  mode  of  pro- 
cedure. It  has  never  been  repoited,  and  on  any 
appearance  of  an  approach  to  it  the  good  sense 
of  the  House  has  always  asserted  itself,   and 
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checked  any  undiio  exercise  of  the  inherent  ceeded  by  the  sanguinary  tjranii J  of  the 
powers  of  a  minority.*  _  Jacobins ;  after  them  came  the  cniBhing 

That  would,  I  believe,  soon  be  the  fato  |  despotism  of  the  First  Empire.  Under 
of  Obstruction  in  this  House.  There  '  the  Constitutional  Monarchy  of  Louis 
has  been  already  a  very  strong  reaction  Philippe,  which  was  the  nearest  ap- 
against  Obstruction,  as  practised  during  \  proach  to  real  freedom  that  France  has 
the  last  two  years  ;  and  I  believe  that  it  enjoyed,  there  was  no  eidture.  The  Third 
required  only  a  little  more  patience.  Empire  saw  it  introduced,  and  bitterly 
combined  with,  perhaps,  considerably  did  the  Favrcs,  Gambettas,  and  the 
more  judgment  on  the  part  of  the  Go-  ;  Thiers  complain  of  its  repressive  force. 

The  evident  sense  of  the  House  was 
shown  by  uproarious  clamour,  rattling 
of  paper  knives,  and  banging  of  decks. 


vernment  in  their  management  of  Pub- 
lic Business,  to  prevent  its  recurrence. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  so  in- 
accurate as  to  his  facts,  with  regard  to  \  The  Eepublicans,  since  they  have  hdd 


those  members  of  the  British  family  in 
countries  closely  connected  with  England 
by  every  tie  of  race,  and  feeling,  and 
govemnient,  why  should  wo  rely  upon 
his  confident  predictions  as  to  the  harm- 
lessness  of  his  grave  innovation  ?  If 
the  Legislative  Assemblies  of  the  Colo- 
nies, which  are  construct^  on  more 
Democratic  lines,  and  where  there  is 
necessarily  loss  of  culture,  knowledge, 
and  refinement,  can  do  without  this 
odious  restraint,  why  should  not  this 
ancient  Commons  House  of  England  deal 
with  Obstruction  and  yet  preserve  free- 
dom of  debate  ?  The  very  name  of 
the  Grand  Council  and  Legislature  of 
these  liealms  signifies  the  origin  and 
the  main  object  of  its  existence  and  pri- 
vileges. Wo  are  not  an  Assembly,  or  a 
CorpH  Ligidntif    or    ''Congress.*'  or  a 


power,  have  made  an  even  more  un- 
scrupulous use  of  this  weapon.  Orer 
and  over  again  of  late  years  has  awk- 
ward criticism  been  checked,  damag- 
ing investigation  prevented,  discussioa 
abruptly  closed  by  the  organized  clamour 
which  there  represents  the  *'  evident 
sense  of  the  House."  There  have  been 
ample  indications  of  late  in  the  intole- 
rant bearing  and  disorderly  interruptions 
of  Members  opposite  aa  to  the  manner 
in  which  searching  criticism  will  be  pre- 
vented by  them  if  this  Kule  becomes  the 
law  of  the  House.  The  very  last  Session 
of  the  French  Assembly  furnished  a  con- 
spicuous instance  of  the  abuse  and  the 
ruinous  power  of  the  cldture.  A  measure 
of  the  last  importance  for  the  future  of 
France  was  brought  forward  by  the  Go- 
vernment.    It  proposed  to  do  that  which 


Senate — we  are  the  Commons  House  of ;  the  Radicals  of  Birmingham — and  the 
the  Parliament  of  Britain — that  is,  the    identity   of  action    in  this   respect   is 


place  and   the   Assembly   whose  main 
purpose  is  the  full  and  complete  and  free 


worth  noticing — tried  to   effect  within 
their  municipal  jurisdiction  a  few  years 


discussion  and  debate  of  every  subject '  back.     All  religious  teaching,  all  reli 


that  affects  the  people  of  this  Empire. 
I  should  have  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  with  his  knowledge  of  the 
history  of  his  country,  with  the  traditions 
of  Constitutional  liberty  and  struggles 
after  freedom  of  speech,  which  are  asso- 
ciated  with  this  House  and  with  the 
careers   of  many  of  his   greatest  Pre- 


gious  emblems,  even  reference  to  the 
name  of  the  Almighty,  were  to  be  fox- 
bidden  throughout  the  public  schools  of 
France.  The  Conservative  Party  in  the 
Chamber,  and  even  some  moderate  Be- 
publicans,  were  aroused  by  so  shamefnl 
a  proposal.  It  seemed  certain  that  the 
Bill  would  receive  unsparing  and  pre- 


decessors in  the  high  Office  which  he  '  longed  criticism.  The  public  conscience 
holds,  would  have  blushed  to  appeal  to  i  might  have  been  aroused  and  theMinis- 
the  example  of  Continental  nations,  who  try  defeated  ;  but  the  favourite  weapon 
have  tried,  with  but  scant  success,  to  ;  of  Parliamentary  despotism  was  at  hand, 
follow  in  the  footsteps  of  English  free-  |  Clamours  were  raised  for  the  cidture.  It 
dom.  Is  it  to  France,  over  fickle  and  was  promptly  voted  by  a  majority;  and 
ever  unreliable,  with  its  shifting  kaleido-  thus,  after  the  briefest  of  discuseione,  ^ 
scope  of  regimen  and  Ministries,  that  wo  Atheistic  measure  was  hurried  through 
should  turn  to  find  a  guido  in  the  process  the  Legislature,  and  all  religious  teach- 
of  annihilating  our  clearly-won  freedom  |  ing  was  banished  from  the  schools  of  the 
of  debate?  France  has  never  known  |  Republic.  Was  it  asking  too  much  to 
the  meaning  of  real  liberty,  as  between    demand  that  the  exercise  of  such  a  power 


man  and  man,  and  class  and  class.    Tiie 
oppression  of  iYiQAncien  Regime  was  suc- 

Mr.  Aehmead'Bartlctt 


as  this  should  not  be  conferred  nponany 
Ministry  unless  supported  by,  at  the  ray 
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leaat,  a  majority  of  two-thirds,  which 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson]  pro- 
posed. I  have  referred  to  the  case  of 
France,  from  which,  if  time  permitted, 
many  other  instances  of  the  evil-working 
of  the  cldture  might  be  quoted.  It  has 
been  the  rule,  and  not  the  exception,  ! 
for  French  Oppositions  to  be  abruptly 
silenced  by  the  cidlure,  in  order  that 
Ministerial  measures  might  not  be  '' ob- 
structed " — that  is,  not  be  criticized  or 
debated.  Yet,  even  in  France,  there  is 
this  great  advantage  over  the  scheme  of 
our  Government — that  the  ddtute  cannot 
be  voted  without  a  debate.  What,  then, 
are  the  other  Legislatures  to  which  the 
Prime  Minister  would  point  as  models 
for  the  imitation  of  the  British  Parlia- 
ment? Is  it  the  young  Assembly  of 
Germany  to  which  he  would  direct  our 
admiration  ?  I  am  not  sure.  Sir,  that  a 
little  more  Bismarckian  resolution  and 
■tatesmanship,  and  a  little  less  sophistry 
and  rhetoric  and  verbosity,  would  not  be 
a  good  thing  for  England ;  but  I  shall 
be  somewhat  surprised  to  find  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  basing  their  ideas  of  Par- 
liamentary debate  upon  the  example  of 
Germany.  In  Hungary,  whose  history 
and  Constitution  more  closely  resemble 
our  own  than  those  of  any  European 
oountry,  and  whose  national  pride  and 
dauntless  independence  of  spirit  are  akin 
to  those  of  the  English  people,  ddture  is 
unknown.  But  I  had  furgotten  the  deep 
admiration  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister,  and  mauy  of 
his  followers,  have,  of  late  years,  pro- 
fessed for  that  Government,  whose  me- 
thods of  cloture,  national  and  individual, 
are  ao  absolute  and  so  perfect.  It  is  the 
country  of  the  "  civilizing  mission  "  and 
the  "  knightly  crusade  ''  which  furnishes 
the  Prime  Minister  with  the  most  crush- 
ing form  of  cidture  which  the  world  has 
ever  seen.  Nor  is  it  surprising  to  find 
that  the  founder  of  the  Caucus  and  the 

Erincipal  advocate  of  the  cidture  has 
itelj  been  studying  the  science  of  na- 
tional oppression  under  the  shadow  of  the 
despotism  of  St.  Petersburgh.  Even  the 
ingenuity  of  Birmingham  may  learn  a 
few  lessons  from  the  practised  absolutism 
of  Kussia.  If  there  is  any  lesson  to  be 
deduced  from  a  comparison  of  the  liberties 
of  our  Parliament  with  the  mechanical 
devices  of  Foreign  Assemblies,  it  is  not 
that  we  should  blindly  imitate  their 
Mlure,   but    rather  that    they    should 


copy  the  unrestricted  freedom  of  the 
parent  of  Constitutional  liberty.     More- 
over, in  some  Foreign  Legislatures  Mem- 
bers had  the  immense  protection  of  voting 
by  ballot  upon  the  question  of  the  cidture. 
Will  the  Government  grant  this  protection 
to  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
The  m(mstrous  blunder  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   as  to   Colonial   practice   is 
hardly  less  creditable  than  his  total  want 
of  information  as  to  the  working  of  the 
cidture  in   those    foreign    countries    to 
whose  example  he  appealed,  or  than  his 
silence  respecting  its  abuses,  if  he  was 
acquainted  with  them.     The  fact  is,  the 
cidture  has  acted  as  a  deadly  blow  to 
liberty  wherever  it  prevails,  and  thut  all 
minorities   in   ^/o^Mrd  -  ridden    countries 
groan  under  its  tyranny.     Why  was  it 
that  the  Government  refused  to  accept 
the  moderate  and  sensible  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  ?  Why  wero 
they  unwilling  tbat  a  majority  of  two- 
thirds  should  be  necessary  to  close  discus- 
sion in  tliis  House  ?     Did  they  adduce 
the  smallest  proof  that  such  a  limitation 
would   not  be   ample,   and  more  than 
ample,  to  prevent   Obstruction  ?     Had 
they  any  evidence  to  bring  forward  which 
would  show  that  a  third  of  the  Members 
of  this   House,   or  anything  like  that 
proportion,  ever  attempted  to  delay  the 
progress  of  Business  ?  Why,  Parliamen- 
tary discussion  has  never  been  resorted 
to  by  more  than  a  twentieth  part  of  the 
Representatives  of  the  people.     In  one 
year  it  may  have  slightly  exceeded  this 
proportion ;    but   that  was    when    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain), 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke),  and  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Mr.  Mundella),   were  the   co- 
Obstructors  and  abettors  of  those  Irish 
Gentlemen  whom  they  have  of  late  been 
so  vigorously  coercing.  No,  Mr.  Speaker; 
the  c  dture,  by  a  bare  majority,  is  not 
meant  as  a  genuine  Parliamentary  reform. 
It  is  a  political  engine  and  a  partizan 
device.     It  is  to  be  used,  like  the  Irish 
Laud  Act,  as  a  means  for  crippling  a  great 
Party  in  the  State,  and  a  class  of  the 
community  who  do  not  fall  down  and 
worship  the  more  advanced  Leaders  of 
the  Liberal  Party.     A  series  of  revolu- 
tionary and  drastic  measures  have  to  be 
hurried  through  Parliament  in  order  to 
redeem  the  rash  pledges,  and  to  revive 
the  waning  credit  of  Radical  Miuv^X^x^, 

\_Sftentecnlh  NigM.'X 
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The  existing  electorate  has  had  enough 
of  the  anarchy  at  home  and  confusion 
abroad,  which  have  marked  the  career 
of  Her  Majesty's  present  Gevemment. 
Fresh  fields  of  credulity  are  to  be  opened, 
in  order  that  their  lease  of  power  may 
be  prolonged.     Careful   discussion  and 
thorough  debate  might  be  fatal  to  the 
success  of  their  pernicious  projects  ;  and 
so,  like  the  Atheists  and  Radicals  of  the 
French  Kepublic,  they  seek  to  stifle  dis- 
cussion with  the  cldture^  and  to  strangle 
argument  by  the  vote  of  a  bare  majority. 
We  might  be  willing   to   intrust  such 
a  power  as  this  to  the  present  Prime 
Minister,   though  I  am  bound  to   say 
that  many  of  his  acts  do  not  bear  the 
impress    of   Parliamentary    toleration. 
His  conduct  with  regard  to  the  Hoyal 
Warrant  in  1873,  his  more  recent  and 
repeated  attempts  to  override  the  deci- 
sions of  the  House  with  regard  to  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,   and  his  hasty  and  ill-con- 
sidered censure    upon    the    House    of 
Lords    for    appointing    a    Committee, 
whicji  was  perfectly  within  their  rights, 
might  render  me  unwilling  to  confide  so 
great  a  power  even  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself.     But  the  very  argu- 
ment used  by  the  right  hon,  GenUeman, 
that  his  own  interest  in  this  measure 
lies  in  the  past,  and  that  it  will  mainly 
affect  Parliaments  in  which  he  may  not 
have  the  conspicuous  voice  he  holds  in 
this,  is,  to  my  mind,  a  very  strong  one 
against  this  cidfure.  We  might,  perhaps, 
trust   the   right  hon.   Gentleman,  with 
his  50  years  of  Parliamentary  life,  and 
his   long    traditions   of    Parliamentary 
fairness ;  but  can   we   trust  those  who 
may  succeed  him  ?     Those  who  have  in- 
troduced new  and  unwholesome  elements 
of  mechanical  wire-pulling  into  English 
politics ;     those    who    have    organized 
victory,  not  by  healthy  public   opinion, 
not  by  individual  judgment,  but  by  an 
organized  machinery,  at  once  slavish  and 
tyrannical ;  those  who  get  themselves,  by 
adroit  pressure  from  outside,  pitcliforked 
into   the   Cabinet — these   are  the   men 
whose  possible  advent  to  commanding 
positions  in  the  State  should  make  every- 
one who  regards  the  independence  and 
spontaneity  of  political  life  hesitate  be-  I 
fore  placing  such  a  tremendous  weapon  ! 
in  the  hands  of  politicians  who  are  only  '■ 
too  likely  to  misuse  it.     The  right  hon.  ' 
Gentleman,  however,   has  often  before  | 
been  on   the  point  of  abandoning  his 
prominent  position  in  political  life,  niid 
we  may  still  hope  for  his  long  coutinu- 

Jfr.  Ashmead'  Barllett 


ance  among  us.     I  pass  over  the  obvioni 
inequalities  and  absurdities  of  the  Bale 
as  proposed  by  the  Government.    These 
have  already  been  fully  criticized.    No 
I  Minister  has  yet  been  able  to  explain 
I  the  sense  or  logic  of  permitting  a  ma- 
jority of    62   to  silence    39  Memberii 
while  they  require  a  majority  of  161  to 
silence  40  Members,  and,  above  all,  while 
they  allow  201  Members  to  silence  200. 
The  disproportion  of  these  regulations 
is  so  glaring  that  their  details  need  only 
to   be   stated  without  comment.     The 
general  arguments  of  the  Prime  Minister 
are  exceedingly  weak  when  tested  hj 
practical  investigation.     The  right  hon* 
Gentleman  is  certainly  a  most  accom- 
plished actor,  and  those  portions  of  his 
eloquent  speeches  which  are  delivered 
with  the  most  fervour  are  generally  the 
weakest  in  log^c.     His  main  argument 
is  built  on  two  assumptions,  neither  of 
which  will  by  any  means  bear  close  in- 
spection.    The  first  is  the  infallibility  of 
the  Speaker ;  the  second  is  the  certainty 
that  an  oppressed  minority  would  always 
be  able  to  make  itself  heard  in  the  conn*- 
try  if  not  in  the  House,  and  that  suoh 
indignation  would  be   aroused  out*of« 
doors  that  a    Government    using   the 
eldture  vigorously  to  cut  discussion  short 
would  speedily  be  hurled  from  power. 
In  the  first  place,  this  second  statement  is 
the  purest  assumption.     It  is  not  so  easy 
to  hurl  Governments  from  power,  e?ea 
if  their  conduct  be  reprehensible  and 
their  unpopularity   great.     A  Ministiy 
that  commands  a  majority  in  this  House 
can  retain  Office  without  the  possibilitj 
of  its  overthrow  till  the  natund  term  of 
its    Parliamentary     existence    expires. 
Such  a  Government  will  be  sure  to  hoU 
on  till  the  last  moment,  hoping  for  soma 
lucky  event  to  change  public  feeling. 
I  believe  that  last  May  and  Jane  the 
present  Ministry  were  wholly  discredited 
in  the  country,  and  that  an  appeal  to  ths 
constituencies  would  then    have  been 
fatal  to  them.     The  Egyptian  War  ii 
pretty  generally  thought  to  have  heen 
the  I)eu9  ex  machind  of  their  deliverance. 
With  this    view    I  do  not  altogether 
agree,  for  when  the  country  seeehow 
little  the   Government  obtain    as  the 
fruits  of  a  costly  war,   and,  above  all, 
when    the   country    realizes    the   fuU 
volume  of  the  incapacity  and  blundering, 
monstrous  and   incredible,   that   alone 
rendered  this  wnr  necessary,  public  feel- 
ing will  undergo  a  remarkable  re -action. 
IIow  can  the  oppressed  minority  in  this 
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House  assert  its  rights  and  arouse  the 
indignation  upon  which  the  Prime 
Minister  so  eloquently  descanted  ?.  The 
majority  have  the  whip>hand,  and  they 
will  keep  it  ruthlessly  under  the  dictation 
and  management  of  the  Caucus.  What 
happens  in  the  United  States  ?  Let  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  read  a  little  of  the 
political  literature  of  that  great  country, 
and  he  will  see  how,  in  spite  of  a  mag- 
nificent Continent,  a  noble  people,  and 
originally  very  free  institutions,  that 
monstrous  triple  offspring  of  ingenious 
Demagog^eism — the  Caucus,  the  cldture, 
and  organized  clamour — are  absolutely 
fatal  to  freedom  and  independence. 
TVhat  says  a  very  acute  judge,  and  oije 
by  no  means  hostile  to  Bepublioan  in- 
stitutions, who  has  just  been  visiting  the 
great  Bepublic  of  the  West  ? — 

"We  see  a  whole  people  g^dually  losing 
their  freedom  amidst  the  growth  of  g^at 
commercial  actirity  and  the  development  of  the 
Arte.  While  the  American  people  retain  the 
form  of  freedom  there  has  heen  considerahle 
loss  of  the  substance.  The  sovereign  people  are 
fast  becoming  a  puppet,  which  moves  and 
springs  as  the  wire-pullers  determine.*' 

These  are  startling  and  important  sen- 
tences. They  are  pregnant  with  warn- 
ing to  Englishmen,  who  have  already 
seen  the  initiation  in  this  country  of 
that  accursed  system  of  wire-pulling  and 
of  professional  politics  which  are  ruin- 
ing the  free  institutions  of  the  United 
States.  Well,  Sir,  this  is  not  the  only 
instance.  In  such  a  case  a  few  exam- 
ples of  the  practical  working  of  the 
cldture  are  worth  bushels  of  sentiment 
and  rhetoric.  Take  the  example  of 
another  Democratic  country — that  of 
France.  How  has  the  eldture  worked 
there?  It  is  perfectly  misleading  for 
Ministers  to  come  to  this  House  with 
Tague  and  groundless  statements  that  the 
cldture  works  well  in  foreign  countries. 
I  challenge  the  Prime  Minister  to  give 
me  an  instance  where  it  does  work  well. 
In  France  every  Party  cries  out  against 
it.  It  oppressed  the  Liberals  and  Ea- 
dicals  when  used  by  an  Imperialist 
Ministry,  and  M.  Thiers  ana  other 
eminent  men  denounced  it  bitterly.  It 
oppresses  the  monarchical  and  religious 
-—that  is  the  Conservative  minority  under 
the  Bepublic.  It  has  over  and  over 
again  stifled  debate  in  the  most  ob- 
noxious and  unjust  and  premature  way. 
Nor  has  it  been  found  impossible  for 
France,  as  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman 
assumed  it  would  be  found  impossible 


in  this  Parliament,  that  a  presiding 
Officer,  equivalent  to  our  Speaker, 
should  favour  the  majority,  and  be  sup- 
ported in  his  favouritism.  Nor  has  he 
been  hurled  from  Office  because  of  such 
favouritism.  I  hold  that  one  of  the 
surest  results  of  this  1st  Besolution — 
which  devolves  on  the  Speaker  the 
initiation  of  the  eidture — will  be  to  lower 
and  deteriorate  the  character  of  the 
occupants  of  that  Chair.  The  argument 
of  the  Premier  upon  this  point  was  of 
the  flimsiest  description ;  indeed,  Sir,  it 
consisted  of  a  series  of  impassioned 
appeals  to  the  impossibility  of  your  Suc- 
cessors degenerating  from  your  own 
high  impartiality.  He  went  so  far  in 
hyperbole  as  to  denounce  the  idea  of  any 
Speaker  ever  being  such  a-— I  almost 
tremble  at  repeating  his  word — fool  as 
to  deviate  from  the  strict  path  of  right 
and  fairness  in  his  appeal  for  the  cldture. 
It  is  necessary  to  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  those  who  will  have 
most  responsibility  in  the  future  will  be, 
not  Speakers  of  high  character  and 
dignity,  but  the  Ministers  and  the 
majority  in  whose  power  the  choice  of 
Speakers  will  rest.  Supposing,  for  ex- 
ample— and  it  is  by  no  means  a  strained 
supposition — that  the  Speakers  of  the 
future  are  chosen  with  a  special  view  to 
their  Party  usefulness,  what  a  tremen- 
dous temptation  the  new  power  which 
this  Resolution  is  placing  in  their  hands 
will  be  to  those  who  manage  the 
dominant  Party  in  this  House !  Why, 
a  compliant  Speaker,  who  would  inter- 
pret the  *'  evident  sense  of  the  House  "  in 
favour  of  his  Party  for  the  purpose  of 
closing  a  dangerous  discussion,  would  be 
more  valuable  to  a  Government  than  a 
score  of  fluent  orators.  The  taint  of  ori- 
ginal -sin  is  too  strong  in  our  political 
nature  to  enable  such  a  temptation  to  be 
long  resisted,  and  this  House  will  have 
partizan  Speakers,  just  as  the  Legisla- 
tures of  other  countries  have  had  them. 
It  is  said  that  any  Speaker  who  misused 
this  power  ever  so  slightly  would  find 
his  position  untenable  by  reason  of  the 
indignant  hostility  of  the  oppressed 
minority.  This  is  the  purest  assumption 
of  all.  It  does  not  so  happen  in  France, 
or  in  the  United  States,  whose  Chambers 
have  been  more  often  than  not  presided 
over  by  partizan  Chairmen.  The  un- 
just Spefikker  may  have  the  minority 
against  him,  but  he  will  have  the 
majority  at  his  back.  You  ask  who 
will  protect  him  in    case  of    injustice 
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against  an  indignant  minority  ?  I  ask 
you,  in  reply,  who  will  protect  him — 
the  Speaker — against  an  irato  and  over- 
weening majority  ?  What  will  become 
of  an  occupant  of  that  Chair  who  ven- 
tures to  disregard  once  or  twice  or  thrice 
tlio  interested  but  unjust  clamours,  even 
of  a  bare  majority,  for  the  ddture  ?  If 
he  resists  their  pressure,  will  he  not  be 
denounced  by  those  who  will,  indeed, 
have  the  power  to  make  his  position  un- 
tenable ?  Will  not  the  Speakers  of  the 
future  be  compelled  to  hazard  the  in- 
dignant, perhaps  the  passionate,  but 
still  the  helpless  outcry  of  the  down- 
trodden minority,  rather  than  incur 
censure  and — what  is  sure  to  follow — 
deposition  by  an  all-powerful  majority. 
The  presiding  Officers  of  foreign  coun- 
tries have  in  too  many  instances  de- 
generated into  political  partizans.  When 
I  see  the  conduct  of  those  who  have  of 
late  years  dominated  the  Liberal  Party, 
of  those  who  have  introduced  and  mani- 
pulated, without  stint  or  scruple,  the 
machinery  of  the  Caucus,  when  I  read 
their  avowed  projects  and  their  insolent 
Circulars  threatening  Members  of  this 
House  with  condign  punishment  if  they 
do  not  promptly  obey  the  dictation  of 
an  ambitious  Minister  and  an  obscure 
clique,  I  ask  this  Ilouse  whether  it  is  at 
all  unlikely  that  these  persons  will  in 
the  future  be  over-scrupulous,  either  as 
to  the  kind  of  Speaker  they  appoint  or 
as  to  the  pressure  they  will  put  upon 
hiui  to  do  that  which  finds  favour  in 
their  eyes  ?  A  very  conspicuous  instance 
of  Buch  premature  cldture  to  which  I 
have  already  referred  occurred  this  year 
in  the  debate  upon  the  anti-religious 
Bill,  which  was  the  great  Charter  of 
French  Eadicals  and  Atheists.  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  assured  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  that  he  would  be 
the  first  to  help  liim  if  any  such  repres- 
sion of  discussion  as  we  anticipate  was 
tried  under  this  Rule,  we  feel  deei>ly 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
But,  for  my  part,  I  dread  the  gifts  of 
the  right  hon.  Geut Ionian.  Timro  Danaos 
et  dona/tfrtnfes.  We  have  not  forgotten 
the  golden  promises  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister and  of  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John  Bright) 
with  regard  to  the  Land  Act  and  the 
Sub-Commissioners,  and  we  remember 
how  they  were  fulfilled.  Cold  comfort 
have  the  victims  of  the  iniquitous  du- 
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clsions  of  those   partizan  officials  ob- 
tained from  their  appeals  to  the  riglit 
hon.   Gentleman.     The    real  fact  wi& 
regard  to  this  cldture  is,  that  it  is  pait 
of  a  large  scheme  of  political  manipa- 
lation  which  is  to  hand  over  this  great 
and  ancient  country,  with  its  splendid 
traditions  of  freedom  and  independsDce 
and  amplitude  of  discussion,  bound  hand 
and  foot  to  the  mercy  of  the  self-seeking 
and  unscrupulous  men  who  wish  to  ob- 
tain power  oy  these  novel  and  unhealtby 
methods.  First,  we  have  seen  the  estab- 
lishment throughout  the  conntty  of  an 
elaborate  organization  arranged  in  hier- 
archical grades.    It  is,  in  fact,  a  copy  of 
the  American  Hing,   with  its   agents, 
its  leaders,  its  Bing,  and  its  Boss,  who 
drive  the  game  of  politics.     We  have 
seen  specimens  of   the    dictation   and 
tyranny  this  organization  has  sought  to 
exercise  over  Members  of  this  House 
who  have  dared  to  be  a  little  indepen- 
dent.    Hon.  Gentlemen  have  been  in- 
structed by  an  obscure  clique  of  Bi^ 
mingham  wirepullers  how  they  are  to 
vote.    They  have  been  threatened  with 
penalties  if  they  do  not  vote  in  a  oertain 
way.     Who  are  these  obscure  persons, 
these  Schnadhorsts,  and  Harrisses,  and 
Kenricks,  and  Snagg^s,    and   NuttaDs 
who  dictate  their  votes  to  the  Liberal 
Members  of  Parliament  ?    They  are  the 
exact  counterpart  of  what  is  called  in 
America  a  King — that  is,  a  small  circla 
of  otherwise  obscure  men,  who  make 
politics  a   profession,  and  who  think, 
move,  vote,  and  elect  for  the  people. 
They  are  the  persons  in  whose  nands, 
according  to  Mr.  Herbert  Spencer's  wan- 
ing words,  '*  the  sovereign  people  aie 
fast  becoming  a  puppet,  which  morel 
and  springs  as  the  wire-pnllers  deter- 
mine."    At  the  head  of  this  Bing,  and 
behind  the  scenes,  sits  the  great  BoMi 
the  Supreme  Head  of  the  poHtical  ma- 
chine.    Who  he  is,  and  where  he  is  to 
be  found,  we  need  not  too  closely  exa- 
mine.    But,  Sir,  like  a  celebrated  pe^ 
son  age,  the  author  of  all  evil,  he  is  mo- 
bably  not  very  far  from  that  Bench.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Stoke  (Mr.  Broadhont} 
end  others  have  said  that  the  Oaucoses 
are  really  Eepresentative  Bodies,  and 
that  he  never  experienced  any  dictation 
from   his  own  Caucus.     Well,  Sir,  the 
hon.   Member  is  always  asserting  hii 
independence,  though  nobody  obeys  the 
Government  Whip  with  greater  docility. 
But  it  is  a  singular  fact  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stoke  was  one  of  the  few 
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Hamben  of  this  House  who  were  8u£Bl- 
ientlj  influenced  by  the  insolent  Gir- 
nlar  of  the  Oaucus  with  regard  to  this 
^.     He  did  respond  to  their  direc- 
ions,  and  tried  by  public  speeches  to 
itimalate  the  mechanical  agitation  which 
liej  ordered.     But  the  appearance  of 
ilection  is  only  on  the  surface.     The 
*  hundreds  "  are  chosen  by  districts  in 
lieh  constituency,  and  these  delegates 
kvrm  the  local  Caucuses.  So  far  so  good. 
Cheae  Caucuses    each    elect    an   inner 
jng  or  council.     These  councils  send 
cepresentatives  to  the  Central  Council, 
irnidli    is    itself    ruled    by    a    small 
diquo  at  Birmingham,  to  whom  I  have 
referred.      Thus,   the    Central    Caucus 
lias  its  inner    ring,   which  is    at    the 
bead  of  all.     Behind  this  ring,  and  in 
ailose  connection  with  it,  is  the  ''Boss," 
sr  Supreme  Head,  who  shall  be  here 
nameless,    but   who  really   directs  its 
movements.     Orders  can  thus  be  trans- 
mitted   from   the  top   throughout  the 
vhole  hierarchy  down  to  the  electors  in 
tbm  constituencies,  who  are  driven  like 
iheep  to  the  polls.     There  is  no  appeal 
bo  ttie  individual  judgment  or   know- 
ledge   of   the    electorate.     Orders    are 
iaeaed  from  the   Supreme  Eing   upon 
ererj  political  question,  great  and  small, 
ind  they  have  to  be  obeyed.    It  is  not  a 
ijaestion  of  political  organization.  That 
may  be  necessary  and  desirable.    But 
the  action  of  the  whole  of  the  Liberal 
Party  is  now  dictated  from  above  upon 
every  question.     Not  only  votes,   but 
opinions,  agpitations,  even  thoughts,  are 
now    arranged    by    the    central    wire- 
pullers at  Birmingham.     Even  the  votes 
of  Members  of  this  House  are  dictated 
by  these  obscure  persons.     Thus  all  in- 
dividuality,  spontaneity,  and  indepen- 
dence in  English  political  life  is  being 
destroyed.  How,  then,  does  all  this  apply 
to  the  proceedings  in  this  House  ?  I  will 
endeavour  to  show.    At  present  there  is 
one  sanctuary,  not  wholly  free  from  the 
dictates  of  the  Boss  and  the  Bing,  but 
still  oomparatively  free  from  its  control 
and  its  dominating  power.     The  British 
House  of  Commons,   for   centuries  the 
home  of  freedom  of  speech  and  fulness 
of  discussion,  yet  retains  its  unshackled 
independence.    Careful  debate  and  li- 
berty of  speech  are  fatal  to  this  Caucus 
system,    it  cannot  stand  the  criticism 
ud  dissection  to  which  itself,  its  mani- 
pulators, and  its  works  would  be  sub- 
jected by  a  free  Parliament.     Like  the 
owls  and  the  bats,  it  lives  in  darkness 


and  prowls  about  amid  the  shades  of 
night.     To  enable  the  Caucuses  to  con- 
trol Parliament  and  to  stifle  discussion 
and  criticisms,    which  are   fatal  to  its 
movements  and  its  aims,  the  cidture  has 
been  invented  to  hand  this  House  over 
to  its'  dictators.     The   Prime   Minister 
may  not  recognize  its  dark  operations  ; 
but  it  is  the  wire-pulling  of  the  Caucus 
which  has  put  upon  him  the  pressure 
that  forced  him  to  abandon  the  fair  com- 
promise which  he  oflered  to  the  Leaders 
of  the  Opposition  last  May,  and  which 
he   has  so   clumsily  withdrawn.     The 
cidture  is  to  be  worked  by  the  ''  evident 
sense  of  the  House  " — that  is,  by  organ- 
ized clamour,  which  has  been  fatal  to 
the  freedom  of  political  Conventions  in 
America,    and  which   will  destroy  not 
only  order  and  courtesy,  but  fair  discus- 
sion in  this  House.     The  combined  sys- 
tem of  Caucus,  clamour,  and  cidture  will 
be  fatal  to  English  liberty.     The  great 
point  upon  which  terrible  and,  I  believe, 
irremediable  abuses  will  spring  up   is 
the  attempt  to  determine  **  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House."     The  manufacture 
of  this  '^ evident  sense  of  the  House" 
will,  as  I   have  said   before,    soon  be 
turned  by  the  Government  agents  in  this 
House,  acting  under  outside  direction, 
into  a  fine  art.     It  will  be  so  convenient, 
so  desirable,  so  invaluable  in  a  partizan 
sense  to  close  awkward  debates  after  one 
night  or,  perhaps,  half-a-night's  discus- 
sion.    There  is  no  lack  of  material.     It 
would  be  very  easy  to  organize  a  certain 
number  of  hon.  Members  into  an  *'  evi- 
dent   sense    of  the    House"    brigade. 
There  are  the  hon.  Members  for  Breck- 
nock   (Mr.   Flower),    and  Bucks   (Mr. 
Carington),    and   North  Northampton- 
shire   (Mr.   Spencer),    and  Stoke    (the 
senior  Member  I  mean)  (Mr.  Woodall), 
and  Gateshead  (Mr.W.  H.  James),  West 
Aberdeenshire  (Dr.  Farquharson),  and 
East    Derbyshire    (Mr.    Barnes),    and 
especially  the  Members    for   Stockport 
(Mr.  Hopwood),    and   for  Cheltenham 
(Baron  de  Ferrieres),  who  have  already 
shown  their  high  capacity  in  this  direc- 
tion.    These  hon.   Members   would  be 
led,  aptly  and  boldly,  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber   for   Stockton    (Mr.    Dodds),    and 
whipped    in,    if   any    reluctance  were 
shown,  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  North  Biding  of  Yorkshire  (Sir 
Frederick  Milbank),  who,  indeed,  has 
already  received  a  handsome  reward  for 
his  distinguished  services  in  this  direc- 
tion.    These  would  altogether  make  cia\ 
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admirable  and  efFeotive  force,  armed  and 
equipped  at  all  points  for  the  campaign 
of  the  cldture,  I  can  imagine  how  in- 
geniously they  would  be  distributed  over 
those  Benches,  and  how  irresistible,  but, 
at  tho  same  time,  innocent,  would  be 
*'  the  evident  sense  "  they  would  create. 
It  might  have  been  some  security  to  re- 
quire that  before  this  cldture  was  put  to 
the  House,  the  judgment  of  the  Speaker 
should  be  re-inforced,  as  was  proposed 
on  Monday  last,  by  an  hon.  Member 
opposite,  by  a  certain  number  of  Mem- 
bers rising  in  their  places  to  support  it. 
In  that  case  the  House  would  have  seen, 
and  not  been  impressed  by,  the  familiar 
and  amiable  faces  of  the  Brigade, whose 
powers  of  argument  are  in  inverse  ratio 
to  the  vigour  of  their  lungs.  Even  the 
hon.  Members,  to  whom  I  have  referred, 
might  have  blushed  to  show  themselves 
frequently.  But  the  proposers  of  this 
scheme  were  too  clever  to  accept  any 
such  limitation  on  their  project,  and  it 
was  incontinently  rejected.  But,  says 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  majority 
of  this  House  would  never  support  such 
an  unworthy  cldture ^  or,  indeed,  any 
hasty  finish  of  a  debate.  I  wish  we 
could  fool  at  all  sure  of  tliat.  There 
have  beeu  several  striking  instances  of 
late  wlion  not  the  majority  of  tho  future 
House  of  Commons,  elected,  perhaps, 
by  universal  suffrage  and  managed  oy 
the  Caucus;  but  the  present  majority 
would,  if  they  could,  have  closed  im- 
portant— nay,  vital  —  debates  after  a 
single  night's  discussion.  Tho  case  of 
the  Arrears  Bill  has  been  referred  to.  It 
is  notorious  that  this  most  grave  mea- 
sure, in  principle,  the  most  novel  and 
dangerous,  perhaps,  ever  submitted  to 
Parliament,  was  nearly  hustled  through 
its  second  reading  after  a  few  hours' 
debate  ;  nor  has  the  House  forgotten  the 
desperate  clamour  which  was  raised  by 
the  supporters  of  tho  Government  on 
the  first  night  of  the  debate  upon  tho 
censure  on  the  House  of  Lords  to 
close  the  discussion  there  and  then. 
Can  anyone  doubt  that  if  this  Cloture 
Kule  had  beeu  in  force  that  it  would 
not  have  been  constantly  applied,  as  in 
similar  cases  it  is  always  being  applied 
in  France  ?  Or,  supposing  the  majority 
in  their  hearts  believe  that  a  debate  has 
not  been  sufficiently  debated,  but  that 
they  are  ordered  by  their  Whips  and  by 
tho  Caucus  to  vote  for  the  cloture.  Dare 
they  refuse  ?  What  said  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson  J  on  the 
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debate  on  this  very  question  last  lom- 
mer?     Why  that,   but  for  the  strong 
pressure  put  upon  them  by  their  Leaden 
and  their  Whips,  not  1 00  Liberal  Mem- 
bers   would    have    yoted    against  the 
Amendment  of  the   hon.   and  learned 
Member  for  Brighton   (Mr.   Marriott). 
That  I  believe  was  quite  true.    If  such 
results  have  already  been  accomplished 
by  disciplinary  coercion  in  this  House, 
what  is  there  impossible,  or  even  im- 
probable,  in  the  idea  that  under  this 
Kule   a   majority  will   always,  on  im- 
poi*tant   questions,    be   made   ready  to 
vote  for  the  cldture  f     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  is  the  principal  supporter  of 
this  cldture^  and  has  done    more  than 
any  other  man,  by  means  of  the  organi- 
zation which  he  controls,  to  force  it  upon 
the  Prime  Minister  and  upon  the  House. 
No  English  Member  has  made  so  free 
a  use  of  Obstruction  as  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     Last  night,  it  is  true,  in 
reply  to  the  charge  of  the  hon.  Member 
for   Wilton    (Mr.    Herbert),    he   (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  denied  point  blank  that  he 
had  been  guilty  of  Obstruction.    But, 
Sir,  his  memory  must  have  singularly 
failed  him.     The  quotations  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speeches  on  those 
occasions  prove  his  complicity  beyond  i 
doubt.     The  hon.  Member  for  Wilton 
quoted  one  passage  from  a  speech  of 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
1879— 

"  If  there  was  any  threat  in  that  House  or 
out  of  it  of  anything  like  Obstraction,  t^ 
must  not  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  the  GoTcm- 
ment  only  made  reasonable  concessionB  tiUr 
four  days'  discussion— in  fact,  they  could  get 
nothing  from  the  Ministry  except  by  what  km 
commonly  called  Obstruction  ;  and,  therefoi^ 
the  Ministry  had  no  right  to  complain  if  oppo- 
sition wore  carried  further  than  prevlouilvth^ 
had  been  accustomed  to  carry  it" — [3  EMMmh 
ccxlvii.,  20S-7.] 

But  there  was  even  more  signifioaot 
language  used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. On  the  same  Bill,  speaking  o& 
the  5th  of  July,  1879,  he  said— 

*'  If  Irish  Members  were  guilty  of  Obitro&> 
tion,  he  said  English  Members  were  decided  to 
adopt  the  same  course — call  it  Obstructioni  or 
systematic  opposition,  or  what  they  woald."" 
[Ibid,  1664.] 

The  course  he  adopted  then,  and  in 
which  he  eloried,  was  precisely  thst 
adopted  by  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
during  the  past  two  years,  which  hai 
been  denounced  by  the  Prime  Minister 
and  every  occupant  of  the  Treasury  Pencil 
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as  Obstruction.  Beiterated  speeches, 
oonitant  Motions  to  report  Progress,  in- 
numerable diyisions,  braggings  of  ''no 
surrender/'  all-night  Sittings  —  these 
were  the  methods  which  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  then  found  oon- 
Bonanli  with  his  sense  of  Parliamentary 
propriety,  but  which  he — now  in  Office 
— seeks  to  repress.  He  spoke  over  150 
times  in  one  Session,  nor  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  the  Leader  of  eyen 
a  section  of  the  Liberal  Party.  Indeed, 
when  he  was  rebuked  by  the  then 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  his  present  Colleague,  for  his 
conduct,  he  at  once  threw  off  his  alle- 
giance to  the  noble  Marquess  and  spoke 
of  him  in  the  most  contumelious  and 
insubordinate  terms.  He  sneered  at  the 
noble  Marquess  as  "  the  Leader  of  only 
one  section  of  the  Liberal  Party."  If 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
were  consistent  he  could  now  not  only 
Tote  with  us,  but  speak  against  this 
odious  innovation.  One  of  my  principal 
objections  to  the  power  of  eldture,  espe- 
ciidly  when  it  can  be  put  in  force  by  a 
bare  majority,  is  that  it  must  tend  to 
produce  in  England,  as  it  has  produced 
in  foreign  countries,  the  appeal  to  revo- 
utionary  riolence,  instead  of  to  peace- 
ful and  Constitutional  methods.  A 
minority  defeated,  after  a  fair  struggle, 
in  which  every  opportunity  of  stating  its 
case  has  been  afforded,  and  after  it  has 
enjoyed  the  invaluable  privilege  of  ex- 
posing to  the  mind  of  Parliament  and 
of  the  public  all  the  arguments  that 
ability  and  ingenuity  can  urge  on  its 
behalf,  bears  defeat  in  such  a  case  with 
resignation  and  without  rancour.  No 
sense  of  gross  injustice  rankles  in  the 
breast  of  the  beaten  Party,  for  they  have 
been  defeated  in  a  fair  field  and  on  their 
merits.  But  once  let  a  minority  have 
ground  to  feel  that  they  have  been 
treated  with  injustice,  that  their  criti- 
cism has  been  stifled,  and  their  argu- 
ments refused  a  hearing,  and  you  will 
before  long  completely  revolutionize  not 
only  the  spirit  with  which  the  great 
Parties  in  this  country  have  hitherto  re- 
garded each  other,  but — what  is  more 
serious — ^you  will  revolutionize  the  prac- 
tice and  the  methods  of  political  struggle. 
Premature  repression  will  be  met  by 
violent  resistance.  The  secret  societies 
and  conspiracies  and  desperate  factions 
which,  owing  to  similar  causes,  prevail 
among  Continental  nations,  will  in  time 


obtain  hold  of  English  political  life. 
Freedom  of  speech  and  unrestricted  dis- 
cussion have  been  alike  the  main  char- 
ter of  British  liberty  and  the  chief  safety- 
valve  of  popular  opinion.  You  are  about 
to  close  this  safety-valve.  You  will 
have  no  right  to  be  surprised  if  ex- 

Slosions  ensue.  And  for  what  is  this 
angerous  risk  to  be  run  ?  Are  the 
laws  which  England  has  obtained  under 
the  good  old  system  which  you  are  now 
abrogating,  perhaps  for  ever,  so  much 
worse  than  the  enactments  of  other 
peoples  who  have  not  possessed  your 
privileges  ?  Is  the  freedom  enjoyed  by  the 
people  of  these  Bealms  less  genuine  and 
less  widespread  than  that  which  the  con- 
scription-ridden and  revolution-ridden 
nations  of  the  Continent  fitfully  possess  ? 
Is  the  progress  which  we  have  made 
less  real  and  less  stable  than  the  revo- 
lutionary cataclysms  and  reactions  of 
foreign  despotisms  and  Hepublics  ?  Sup- 
posing the  gentlemen  of  Birmingham 
and  their  dependents  do  find,  in  the 
work  of  rushing  through  Parliament 
their  drastic  measures  of  wholesale 
change,  a  little  more  delay  than  their 
avidity  is  disposed  to  brook,  will  the  evil, 
after  all,  be  so  very  intolerable  ?  If  the 
leaders  of  the  Caucuses  do  not  find 
themselves  masters  of  a  gagged  Parlia- 
ment and  a  wire- pulled  country  quite  so 
soon  as  they  desire,  will  the  majority  of 
Englishmen  be  so  grievously  injured  or 
disappointed  ?  No,  Mr.  Speaker ;  it  is 
not  the  country  that  is  crying  out  for 
this  new  legislation,  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  are  for  ever  using  as  the 
stalking-horse  to  conceal  their  tyrannical 
aims.  We  are,  as  a  nation,  not  suffering 
from  want  of  laws,  but  from  over-legis- 
lation. The  country  wants  individual 
action  and  enterprize,  spontaneity  of 
thought  and  deed,  and  less  of  officious 
and  grandmotherly  legislation.  I  am 
not  at  all  sure  that  the  country  would 
not  benefit  if  this  House,  as  at  present 
constituted,  were  to  be  adjourned,  not 
for  three  months,  but  for  three  years. 
It  is  not  in  the  interests  of  the  country 
at  large,  of  the  British  people,  that 
freedom  of  debate  is  to  be  strangled. 
It  is  that  a  small  coterie  of  ambitious 
politicians,  who  despair  of  winning  to 
their  views  by  open  Constitutional  me- 
thods the  existing  electorate,  may  estab- 
lish their  own  power  that  they  are 
seeking  for  this  novel  and  foreign  poli- 
tical weapon.  It  is  no  paper  Constitu- 
tion with  which  the  Government  are 
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now  tampering.  It  i.s  not  one  of  those  if  its  Chief  be  the  eloquent  Prime  Minii- 
mushroom  schomes  of  Govornmont  which  tcr  ?  What  matters  the  fate  of  a  Far^ 
the  political  adventurers  of  the  Continent  even  if  it  consider  itself  uniquely  ^ited, 
can  produce  by  snores  from  their  pigeon-  in  comparison  with  the  independence  of 
holes  at  every  opportunity.  Tlie  British  Parliament  and  the  freedom  of  speech? 
Constitution  has  been  the  slow  growth  Shall  it  be  said  of  this  Parliament,  aiit 
of  tlie  wisdom  of  centuries,  its  matchless  was  said  of  the  Nobles  of  Venice,  that 
privileges  have  been  the  most  hardly  tliey  forged  the  chains  of  their  own  sef- 
won,  and  up  to  the  present  time  the  most  vitude  witliout  a  struggle  and  without  a 
dearly  prized  heritage  of  your  race.  It  blush  ?  I  cannot,  and  I  will  not,  beUere 
is  the  parent  of  all  free  institutions  of  it  till  that  fatal  vote  is  cast  which  shall 
modern  civilization.  It  is  the  exemplar  for  all  time  poison  the  very  source  and 
upon  whose  model  other  peoples  have  lifeblood  of  our  Parliamentary  freedom, 
moulded  their  eiforts  after  liberty  and  Mr.  Speaker,  I  shall  record  my  fota 
order.  The  keystone  of  that  Constitu-  with  all  the  sincerity  of  profound  convi^ 
tion  has  been  freedom  of  speech,  abso-  tion  against  a  scheme  which  willdegnde 
lute,  and  untrammelled,  for  the  Ilepre-  public  life  in  this  country,  which  mnit 
sontatives  of  the  people  in  Parliament,  tend  to  degenerate  your  high  audi  mpir- 
Every  measure  submitted  to  the  Com-  tial  Office,  which  will  be  fatal  to  the  in- 
mons  of  England — no  matter  by  whom,  I  dependence  of  hon.  Af  embers  and  tothi 
or  how  powerfully  supported — has  had  fulucss  of  discussion  in  this  House,  and 
to  endure  the  most  soarcbing,  the  most  wliich  will  destroy  what  has  beea  alib 
complete,  and  even  the  most  protracted  the  pride  and  the  bulwark  of  our  Ooa- 
criticism.  It  is  tliis  full  and  uncontrolled  i  stitution  life — freedom  of  speech  in  Pa^ 
discussicm,  combined  with  perfect  free-    liament. 

dom  and  independence  of  speech   for       Mb.  STEWART   MACLIVER  eaid, 
every  Member  of  tliis  Uouse,  however   he  would  not  have  risen  to  take  part  ia 
humble,  which  has  secured  for  England    the  debate  had  it  not  been  for  some  re- 
just  and  equal  laws,  sure  and  moderate    marks  which  were  made  by  the  ricU 
progress,   and   those   general  liberties,  '  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the Membflr 
which   are   at  once  our  prido  and  our   for  Whitehaven  (Mr.   Cavendish  Bea* 
happiness.  It  is  at  this  freedom  of  speech  I  tiuck).  In  the  course  of  a  speech  hehal 
and  fulness  of  discussion  at  which  you  .  delivered  a  few  days  ago,  the  righthoa. 
are  now  aiming  a  dangerous,  perhaps  a  '  and  learned  Member  did  him  the  honour 
deadly   blow.     You   are   attacking  not ;  to  refer  to  a  letter  he  had  written  on  the 
an  outwork,  or  a  limb,  or  a  branch,  of  [  subject  of  these  debates,  and  evidently 
the  Constitution  ;  your  assault  is  aimed    thought  that  letter  so  admirable  that  ha 
at  the  very  keystone,  and   basis,   and    had  kept  it  in  his  pocket  for  a  period  of 
mainspring  of  the  liberties  of  the  British  ,  eight  months.  If  he  had  been  able  inany 
people.     And  into  whoso  interests  and    way  to  oblige  the  right  hon.  and  leamn 
by  what  necessity  are  you  impelled  to    Member  by  writing  that  letter  he  vtf 
this  threatening,  this  injurious  innova-  '  very  glad,   and  if  another  letter  wonU 
tion?    Isthereanylegi8lationsourgont.be    equally  useful    he   (Mr.  MadxTer) 
that  it  cannot  brook  a  slight  or  even  a    would   be  very   glad  to  write  it.    Iha 
considerable  delay?     Can  any  impartial    right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  aid 
mind  afUrm  that  the  country  is  sutforing    others  who  had  spoken  on  the  same  aidSi 
from  a  want  of  legislative  change  ?     Is    seemed  to  think  that  Members  on  tha 
it  not  clear  that  the  risk  we  run  is  the    Liberal  side  wore  labouring  under  the 
risk  of  hurried,  fussy,  inconsiderate,  and    bogey  of  a  Caucus  system ;  but,  so  farai 
partizan  legislation,  rather  tlian  that  of   ho  was  concerned,  ho  could  assure  the 
a  dearth  of  beneiicial  laws  ?    Is  it  not    right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ha 
clear  that  debate  in  this  House  is  to  bo    was  perfectly  free  from  any  presanra  of 
stifled,  not  in  the  interests  of  the  people    the  Caucus,  and  that  the  votes  he  had 
of  Pjugland,  not  for  the  sako  of  sound    given,  as  well  as  those  he  should  gift, 
and  deliberate  legislation,  but  to  enable    wore  entirelv   free  and  unfettered.   A 
a  body  of  reckless   and  unscrupulous   g^eat  deal  had  been   said  about  the 
politicians  to  secure  their  own  future  by  '  silence  maintained  by  Members  on  the 
means  of  a  series  of  revolutionary  and    Liberal  side  of  the    House;    and  the 
drastic  changes  which  shall  enable  them    noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
to  keep  political  power  in  their  hands  ?    (Lord  Randolph    Churchill),  with  his 
What  matters  the  fate  of  a  Alinistry  even  '  usual  good  taste  and  profound  judgment, 
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described  them  as  mutes  engaged  at  the 
funeral  of  free  speech.  Well,  the  noble 
Lord  might  haTe  extended  the  remark 
by  saying  that  the  same  mutes  had  been 
engaged  at  the  last  General  Election  in 
burying  a  good  many  of  the  noble  Lord's 
political  friends;  and  he  might  add 
that  when  another  occasion  came  the 
same  service  would  be  performed  again. 
Liberal  Members  had  been  taunted  with 
their  devotion  to  their  Leader.  At  any 
rate,  they  did  not  require  two  Leaders 
in  the  Liberal  Party.  One  sufficed  for 
them;  and  they  on  that  side  of  the 
House  would  feel  alarmed  at  the  appear- 
ance of  a  second,  not  to  say  a  third.  So 
far  as  he  could  judge,  they  who  sat  on 
the  Liberal  Benches  were  content  to 
support  the  Prime  Minister,  whose  ob- 
ject they  believed  was  to  promote,  not  to 
oartail,  freedom  of  speech;  and  they 
would  support  him  in  the  measures  he 
had  brought  forward  to  place  restraints 
upon  licence  of  debate,  and  to  reform 
the  Procedure  of  the  House  in  the 
manner  necessary  for  the  due  perform- 
ance of  its  duties. 

Mb.  H.  8.  NORTHCOTE  said,  he 
could  not  think,  in  spite  of  the  remarks 
just  made,  that  the  conduct  and  speeches 
of  certain  Radical  Members,  particularly 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir Wil- 
frid Lawson),  were  characterized  by  im- 
plicit confidence  in,  and  loyalty  to,  the 
Prime  Minister.  He  hoped  the  debate 
would  not  close  without  their  obtaining 
from  the  Prime  Minister  a  definite  state- 
ment on  one  point — namely,  the  sense 
in  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
wished  to  apply  this  Resolution  when 
they  had  got  it  passed.  It  was  neces- 
sary that  they  should  have  such  a  defi- 
nition; because  the  Government  had 
objected  to  the  ruling  which  the  Speaker 
had  given  the  other  day  being  formally 
recorded.  He  also  wished  the  Prime 
Minister  to  inform  the  House  whether 
his  contention  was  that  this  measure 
was  required  because  the  conduct  of 
certain  Members  of  the  House  had  been 
such  as  to  render  it  necessary ;  or  whe- 
ther it  was  because  so  much  time  was 
now  consumed  in  debate  that  legislation 
had  become  impossible  ?  If  the  former, 
the  Constitutional  Opposition  had  the 
right  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether 
he  complained  of  them ;  if  he  did,  he 
ought  to  make  a  charge  and  substantiate 
it ;  if  he  did  not,  they  were  entitled  to 
honourable  acqtiittal  as  a  Party.    If  the 


Prime  Minister  said  the  Rule  was  ne- 
cessary because  legislation  had  become 
impossible,  a  practical  difficulty  arose. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  above  the  Gangway  on 
the  Ministerial  side  said — ''You  can 
trust  us  not  to  apply  the  Rule  unfairly," 
and  expressed  surprise  at  that  being 
doubted ;  but  what  would  be  their  posi- 
tion when  the  Rule  was  passed  ?  iNow, 
when  they  visited  their  constituents  they 
were  able  to  say  that  such  and  such  a 
measure,  which  they  loyally  supported, 
had  not  passed  because  of  the  opposi- 
tion it  encountered,  and  that  was  now  a 
valid  excuse ;  but  under  the  New  Rule 
the  constituents  might  reply  —  "You 
have  made  a  Rule  which  was  to  put 
down  Obstruction  and  enable  you  to 
carry  legislation;  if  you  do  not  avail 
yourselves  of  it  we  must  seek  Members 
to  represent  us  more  faithfully."*  When 
it  came  to  a  question  of  a  Member  losing 
his  seat,  or  assuming  an  unscrupulous 
attitude  towards  the  Opposition,  there 
was  really  serious  danger  that  Members 
would  prefer  to  keep  their  seats  at  the 
risk  of  restricting  debate  unfairly.  Then 
it  was  possible  that  the  Speaker  of  the 
future  might  suffer  from  the  tyranny  of 
the  majority  in  the  event  of  his  strictly 
maintaining  the  traditions  of  the  Ohair. 
If  the  Speakjer  did  not  fall  in  with  the 
view  of  the  extreme  Party,  repre- 
sented by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere), 
a  cry  would  be  got  up  that  he  was  the 
Speaker  of  the  minority,  and  pressure 
would  be  used  to  prevent  his  being  re- 
elected. It  was  suggested  that  the  dis- 
satisfied minority  might  appeal  to  the 
country.  But  he  understood  that  appeals 
were  to  be  made  to  the  electors  on  ques- 
tions of  policy,  and  not  on  matters  re- 
lating to  the  internal  discipline  of  the 
House.  It  could  hardly  be  desired  that 
a  Member  would  go  about  the  country 
advertising  that  he  had  been  put  to 
silence.  And  what  could  be  more  un- 
dignified than  to  have  Members  running 
about  the  country  debating  in  a  one- 
sided manner  every  question  again,  and 
asserting  to  ill-informed  electors  the 
dangerous  doctrine  that  the  Peoples' 
House  was  tyrannical  ?  The  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  was  now  held  responsible, 
to  a  certain  extent,  for  the  way  in  which 
the  Business  of  the  House  was  conducted. 
He  was  occasionally  reminded  of  his 
duty,  and  was  taunted  with  inability  to 
keep  the  free  lances  of  the  Party  under 
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control.  The  effect  of  carrjiofi^  the  Re- 
solution would  be  to  increase  tlio  power 
of  the  free  lances  as  against  the  Con- 
stitutional and  regular  Leader ;  because, 
if  power  were  taken  away  from  the 
regular  Leader,  any  unscrupulous  fol- 
lower would  say — **You  are  relieved 
from  all  responsibilities;  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Speaker  have  now  taken 
the  exclusive  control  of  debate  upon 
themselves,  and  I  may  just  as  well  go 
on  and  got  myself  suspended,  and  then 
go  and  stump  the  country  and  say  I  am 
the  victim  of  the  tyranny  of  the  ma- 
jority." He  hoped  there  were  few  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  would  take  that  course ; 
but  there  was  a  danger  that  some  would, 
and  it  was  quite  possible  that  a  very 
unreasonable,  but  not  a  very  formidable, 
cry  might  be  got  up  on  that  account. 
This  question  was  argued  as  if  it  were 
whether  the  minority  or  the  majority 
should  prevail.  That  was  not  the  case, 
because  the  majority  had  certain  powers. 
They  decided  when  a  Session  was  to 
beein  and  end,  what  Business  should  be 
laid  before  Parliament,  and  what  days 
in  each  week  should  be  devoted  to  each 
question.  All  the  minority's  power  was 
to  insist  on  a  debate  not  closing  till  they 
had  said  their  say.  Was  it  reasonable 
to  afRrm  that  they  had  equal  powers  to 
the  majority  ?  If  the  minority  were  left 
the  power  of  continuing  a  debate,  could 
the  majority  want  a  better  cry  than 
Obstruction,  should  the  minority,  as  a 
body,  abuse  it?  It  was  probable  that 
this  Hule  would  expedite  legislation, 
and  if  he  did  not  believe  that  the 
other  Hules  would  so  far  expedite  legis- 
lation as  to  render  the  first  one  unneces- 
sary, he  should  feel  much  difficulty  in 
voting  against  it.  Ue  had  abstained 
from  voting  against  tlie  Government  on 
two  important  Amendments,  and  had 
voted  with  them  on  a  third,  and  had 
thus  done  what  he  could  to  show  that 
he  approached  the  question  in  a  fair 
spirit;  and  he  had  now  said  enough  to 
show  why,  on  reasonable  and  moderate 

gounds,  the  younger  Members  of  the 
ouse,  who  were  specially  interested  in 
the  future  conduct  of  its  proceedings, 
might  oppose  this  Kesolution. 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  observed  that, 
in  the  very  fair  and  temperate  speech  Ui 
which  they  had  just  listened,  the  hon. 
Member  had  asked  two  questions.  One 
was  as  to  the  sense  in  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  intended  to  apply 
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this  Rale.     He  thouf^ht  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  find  the  answer  to  that 
within  the  four  corners  of  the  Rule  itaelL 
He  did  not  think  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment intended  to  apply  the  Rule  at  all, 
but  that  it  lay  with  the  Speaker  when  ha 
thought  proper  to  apply  the  Rule.    On 
this  point  he  would  suggest  anotherwaj 
in  which  the  sense  of  the  House  would 
become  very  evident  to  the  Speaker,  and 
that  was  on  the  division  taken  on  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate.     Supposing 
a  very  large  number  of  Members  voted 
against  the  adjournment,  and  there  wai 
a  small  minority  in  its  favour,  he  thooght 
it  would  become  very  clear  that  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House  wished  the  debate  to 
be  closed.     Then  the  hon.  Member  asked 
whether  this  Resolution  was  intended  to 
put  down  Obstruction   or  to  promote 
legislation  ?    Well,  he  did  not  think  thii 
Resolution  ought  to  be  separated  from 
the  whole  mass  of  the  Resolutions.   It 
was  part  of  a  general  scheme.    Then 
was  and  had  been  Obstruction ;  bat  tliat 
Obstruction  was  only  one  incident  of  tiie 
blook  of  Business,  and  this  was  only  one, 
and  by  no  means  the  most  important,  of 
the  Rules,  though  it  stood  first,  and  from 
its  being  first,  perhaps,  an  undue  im« 
portance  had  been  given  to  it.    Memben 
who  had  been  in  the  House  that  mon« 
ing  had  listened  to  a  somewhat  lengdiy 
speech  from  the  hon.  Member  for  £/e 
(Mr.    Ashmead-Bartlett),   and,  at  any 
rate,  he  had  given  a  good  measure  of 
words  to  his  Party.     He  would  not  fol- 
low the  hon.  Member  in  his  wanderingi 
East  and  West  and  South  and  North  in 
search  of  the  eldture ;  but  he  would  itT 
that  when  the  hon.  Member  challenged 
the  Prime  Minister  to  find  one  single 
instance  of  the   Miure  answering  and 
acting  well,  he  should,  at  least,  have 
brought  forward  some   single  instance 
of  its  not  answering  well.     He  made 
certain  assertions  of  the  way  in  which 
it    had   worked    in   certain   countriee; 
but  he  never    for    one   moment  gtv* 
a  single  instance  where  it  had  worked  in 
practice  badly.     The  hon.  Member  wai 
good  enough  to  pity  poor  Liberal  Mem- 
bers for  the  way  in  which  they  were 
domineered  over  by  the  Caucus.    Now, 
they  did  not  accept  that  pity  at  all.  The 
Liberal  Members  were  very  well  able  to 
take  care  of  themselves,  and  they  and 
their  constituents  would  understand  one 
another  very  well  in  the  future ;  but  if 
there  was  any  weight  in  the  utterances 
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of  the  Leaders  of  the  Party  opposite,  at 
Glasgow,  Inverness,  and  elsewhere,  thej 
would  say  that  there  was  a  very  great 
desire  among  the  Leaders  of  the  Party 
to  establish  a  system  very  similar  for  the 
benefit  of  Members  of  the  Conservative 
Party.  Perhaps  the  objection  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Eye  to  the  Caucus 
might  be  gathered  from  one  of  the 
greatest  powers  to  be  found  in  it,  which 
was  "  that  directions  come  from  the  top" 
to  the  lower  representatives  of  the  Cau- 
cus. He  could  well  understand  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Eye  should  think,  with 
many  other  Members  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Party,  that  directions  should  not 
come  from  the  top.  They  had  seen  in- 
stances of  this  pretty  often  in  the  last 
year  or  two  in  the  House ;  and  the  letter 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  was  a 
very  good  instance  of  that  at  the  present 
moment.  He  should  not  go  into  the 
various  points  touched  upon  in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye. 
It  was  a  speech,  no  doubt,  admirable 
for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  made, 
which  was  to  give  the  House  an  instance 
of  the  forcible  keeping  open  of  a  debate ; 
because  that  was  what  tney  were  suffer- 
ing from  now.  That  was  a  point  which 
it  was  only  right  should  be  impressed 
upon  the  country.  This,  he  believed, 
was  the  17th  day  on  which  they  had 
been  discussing  this  Resolution,  and 
they  were  yet  to  have  two  more  days' 
discussion  on  it.  They  had  heard  a  great 
deal  about  liberty  of  speech  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  yester- 
day, who  laid  great  stress  upon  the 
ancient  liberty  of  speech  claimed  by 
Members  of  that  House.  Well,  what 
was  that  liberty  of  speech  which  the 
Speaker  claimed  at  the  commencement 
of  every  Parliament  when  he  went  to  the 
House  of  Lords  ?  It  was  not  the  right 
to  talk  at  interminable  length;  it  was 
not  the  right  to  force  opinions  on  the 
House;  but  it  was  the  right  to  say  with- 
out fear  within  the  walls  of  the  House 
words  that  Members  might  be  in  danger 
for  if  they  uttered  them  without  the  walls 
of  the  House.  That  was  not  what  hon. 
Members  opposite  contended  for  now. 
What  they  were  contending  for  was  the 
right  to  delay  the  measures  of  the  majo- 
rity, if  they  could  not  defeat  them 
openly;  to  delay  them,  put  them  off, 
T$to  them  by  interminable  and  useless 


discussion.  In  old  days,  it  was  the  fear 
of  any  encroachment  on  this  real  ancient 
liberty  of  speech  which  made  the  House 
so  jealous  of  any  attempt  to  publish  its 
debates ;  but  that  very  publicity,  then  so 
greatly  feared  and  now  so  fully  estab- 
lished, was,  perhaps,  the  greatest  safe- 
guard they  had  that  this  Eule  and  other 
Rules  would  be  enforced  fairly  and  tem- 
perately, and  used  and  not  abused. 
Argument  had  been  used  more  than 
once  during  these  debates  that  the  coun- 
try was  opposed  to  this  Rule,  because  it 
had  not  agitated  in  favour  of  it.  At 
least  as  strong  an  argument  might  be 
found  in  the  fact  that  the  constituencies 
had  not  agitated  against  it,  and  they 
might  say  that  "  silence  is  the  perfectest 
tone  of  joy."  [Mr.  Wabton  :  Oh,  oh  !1 
It  might  not  be  the  case  of  the  hon.  ana 
learned  Member  for  Bridport.  All  who 
had  argued  against  the  eldture,  however, 
had  seemed  to  assume  the  co-existence 
of  three  conditions  which  had  not  existed 
in  the  House  heretofore ;  and  those  three 
things  were — a  partial  Speaker,  who 
was  the  tool  of  an  unscrupulous  Minis- 
try ;  a  Ministry  without  scruple,  backed 
by  a  violent  majority,  weak  and  subser- 
vient, and  with  no  sense  of  its  proper 
duties.  Now,  he  admitted  at  once  tnat 
if  these  three  conditions  existed  there 
might  be  an  abuse  of  this  closing  power ; 
but  what  right  had  they  to  suppose  that 
they  would  exist  in  the  future  ?  They 
had  not  existed  in  the  past.  The  riffht 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Lancashire  (Colonel  Stanley] 
had  said  that,  no  doubt,  in  the  case  of  the 
present  Speaker  and  his  Predecessors 
these  objections  would  not  be  feared. 
If  he  admitted  that  in  the  past  Speakers 
had  not  failed  in  their  arduous  duty,  but 
had  always  supported  the  dignity  and 
impartiality  of  the  Chair,  why  should  he 
argue  that  in  the  future  all  would  be 
changed  ?  He  saw  no  reason  for  it 
whatever.  He  quite  admitted  there  was 
a  possibility,  even  a  probability,  in  the 
future  that  there  would  be  a  strong  and 
all-powerful  Ministry;  but  in  propor- 
tion as  that  Ministry  abused  the  powers 
granted  to  it,  just  in  that  proportion 
would  the  Opposition  gain  strength  and 
power,  and  in  equal  proportion  would 
the  country  feel  bound  to  pull  down  the 
Ministry  if  they  abused  their  powers. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  true  definition 
of  freedom,  whether  it  was  of  speech  or 
of  action,  was  the  liberty  to  do  that 
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which  was  right  and  fittinp:  and  de- 
corouB.  He  did  not  consider  tliat  to  be 
true  liberty,  the  liberty  to  do  what  they 
liked,  without  any  care  for  the  wishes 
of  others,  without  any  respect  for  right 
and  decorum.  It  was  because  ho  be- 
lieved that  these  Hules,  and  this  Rule 
in  particular,  would  conduce  to  real 
liberty  of  speech  in  the  Ilouse  and  to 
the  facilitation  of  their  Business  that  he 
gave  it  his  hearty  support. 

Baron  HKNEY  DE  WORMS  said, 
he  would  admit  that  it  was  extremely 
diflicult  to  carry  on  that  debate,  not,  in- 
deed, so  much  for  want  of  arguments 
which  might  bo  adduced  against  the 
proposition  with  which  they  had  to  deal, 
but  mainly  from  the  fact  that  they  had 
few  arguments  to  answer  adduced  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  Ilouse.  That  fact 
gave  them  a  foretaste  of  what  they  might 
reasonably  expect  when  that  Resolution 
was  adopted.  It  was  an  anticipation, 
and  a  very  evident  proof,  of  the  assertion 
of  the  force  of  that  numerical  majority 
which  considered  itself  strong  enough  to 
disregard  arguments  in  support  of  the 
propositions  it  brought  forward.  He 
should  not  have  risen  to  address  the 
House  upon  the  question  at  all  had  he 
not  felt,  in  common  with  many  other 
Members  on  that  side,  that  after  the 
Resolution  had  been  passed  the  op- 
portunities for  addressing  the  House 
would  be  extremely  limited.  Nor  should 
he  have  ventured  to  address  the  House 
even  for  that,  if  he  had  not  felt  that 
they  were  on  the  advent  of  a  period 
when  might  would  triumph  to  a  great 
extent  over  right.  But,  actuated  by  these 
feelings,  which  were  shared  by  a  very 
large  number  of  persons  outside  the 
House,  ho  considered  that  he  should 
not  be  doing  his  duty  to  his  large  and 
important  constituency  if  he  did  not 
intrude  for  a  few  moments  on  the  at- 
tention of  the  House.  They  had  seen 
all  through  the  course  of  the  debate 
marked  inconsistencies  on  the  part  of 
the  Representatives  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  One  flagrant  inconsistency 
occurred  a  few  days  ago,  and  he  was 
glad  to  see  that  attention  had  been  called 
to  it  by  one  of  the  leading  Liberal 
journals.  They  were  told  that  they 
ought  to  approach  this  question  without 
tho  slightest  bias  of  Party  fueling,  to 
regard  it  as  intended  only  for  the  benefit 
of  the  House,  and  to  treat  it  in  a  judicial 
spirit.     Yet  tho  right  hon.  and  learned 
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Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Sir  William  Har- 
court),  in  the  debate  on  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott),  made  uie  of 
these  remarkable  words — 

*'  It  is  necessarily  a  Party  question.  I  can- 
not look  at  it  otherwise  than  as  a  Party  matter. 
I  believe  tho  Oovernment  of  this  countr}'  can 
only  be  conducted  bv  Party." 

And  then  the  right  hon.    and  learned 
Gentleman  went  on  to  warn  the  House 
that  the  rejection  of  the   cldtun  would 
bring  about  the  overthrow  of  the  Govern* 
ment.     But,  afterwards  becoming  mors 
alive  perhaps  to  the  real  feeling  of  the 
country,   the    right  hon.   and    learned 
Gentleman,  in  a  speech  at  Burton  on 
Saturday  last,  said  that  "  ho  took  that 
opportunity  of  saying  that  the  Cabinet 
had  no  desire  to  make  a  Party  queetion 
of  this  matter  of  Procedure,"  and  that 
'*  it  was  out  of  the  question  that  they 
should  wish    to    do    anything   of  the 
sort."     He  was  aware  of  the  skill  of 
the  present  Ministers  in  changing  the 
ordinary  meaning  of  phrases;  but  he 
thought  that  even  the  Prime  Minister, 
with  all  his  ability,  would  fail  to  convince 
the  House  and  the  public  that  those  state* 
ments  were  not  diametrically  opposed  to 
each  other.     One  of  the  most  remark- 
able phases  of  this   question  was  that 
the  Ministry  only  seemed  now,  for  the 
first   time,   to    discover,    not    only  the 
danger,  but  the  existence  of  Obstruction; 
whereas  Obstruction  was  evidently  the 
child  of  the  Opposition  under  the  late 
Government.     During  the  time  of  the 
late  Government  Obstruction  was  bom, 
and  its  parents  were  those  who  now  oeeu- 
pied  places  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  bvk 
who  then  occupied  a  conspicuous  position 
below  the  Gangway  on  the  Opposition 
side.     At  that  period  they  never  heud 
the  Prime  Minister  or  his  Colleagaee  ay 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  introdnee 
those  stringent  Pules  which  they  were 
now   endeavouring   to   force  down  the 
throats  of  hon.  Members.     He  believed 
that  if   any  sucli  proposals  had  been 
made  by  the  late  Government,  they  would 
have  been   met   with   uncompromising 
opposition  by  the  then  Opposition,  who 
would  have  been  loud  in  their  denun- 
ciations   of   this    fresh    proof  of  the 
tyranny  of  the  Tory  Party,  who  wei« 
endeavouring  to  crown   their  political 
crimes  by  stifling  free  speech.  They  would 
have  also  been  opposed  by  many  hon. 
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If  embers  on  that  (the  Conservative)  side 
of  the  House.     The  aspect  of  affairs  was 
Terj    different   now.     Then   the    right 
hon.    Gentleman    and    his    Colleagues 
were  looking  for  power ;  now  they  had 
got  it.     It  was  a  striking  fact  that    in 
his  remarkable  Mid  Lothian  campaign 
{he  right  hon.  Gentleman   had  not  in- 
eluded    etdture   in   his    varied    Liberal 
programme ;  and  the  reason  why  he  did 
not  do  80  was  because  he  knew  that  if  he 
had,  he  would  have  alienated  an  enor- 
mous number  of  those  who  then  enlisted 
under  his  banner.     How,  then,  did  this 
idea  originate  in  the  teeming  and  fertile 
brain  of   the  right  hon.    Gentleman? 
That  was  a  problem  it  would  be  in- 
ferestiDg  to  unravel ;  and,  having  re- 
flected on  the  matter,  he  (Baron  Henry 
de  Worms],  had  come  to  the  following 
eondusion.    When  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman commenced  his Hadical  campaign, 
he  produced  the    old    Liberal  banner 
with  the  motto  "Peace,  Hetrenchment, 
and    Heform,"    and  that    banner  was 
earned  in  triumph   through    England 
and  Scotland ;  but  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  found  himself  once  again  at 
{he  head  of  the  Government,  the  words 
on  the  Liberal  banner  were  changed 
into  "  War,  Increased  Expenditure,  and 
Cldtmrey    The  right    hon.  Gentleman, 
in  addition  to  "Peace,  Eetrenchment, 
and    Heform,"    had    inscribed  on    his 
banner  a  programme  of  30  odd  Liberal 
meaaures,  which  he  promised  to  carry  if 
returned  to  power ;  out  it  seemed  that 
ihia  plavbill  of  political  varieties  was 
subject,  like  other  similar  productions, 
to  alteration,  for  scarcely  any  of  these 
promised  blessings  of  Liberal  legislation 
oad  been  yet  vouchsafed  to  them.    Was 
there  anyone  who  could   honestly  say 
that  the  means  now  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Speaker  would  not  have  been  suffi- 
dent  to  silence  Obstruction  ?    But  what 
they  would  not  be  sufficient  to  do  would 
be  to  gag  the  minority  in  their  resist- 
ance to  Radical  measures  being  rushed 
through  the  House.    When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  to  explain  to  his 
supporters  why  his  Liberal  programme 
was  not  carried  out,  a  happy  thought 
■truck  him — namely,  to  say  that  he  would 
have  carried  those  measures,  had  it  not 
been  for  the  Obstruction  of  the  Tory  Op- 
position. And  now  for  the  remedy.  A  fur- 
ther happy  thought  struck  him — '*  Gag 
the  Tory  Opposition,  and  by  that  means 
we  will  be  able  to  carry  Badical  mea- 
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sures."  The  House  was  entitled  to  some 
further  explanations  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  of  the  extraordinary  change 
of  front  which  he  had  shown  on  this 
question.  In  May  last,  after  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Marriott),  a  terrible  calamity  befell  the 
country  in  the  assassination  of  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish.  The  question  of 
cldture  was  consequently  postponed,  and 
the  Prime  Minister,  having  had  an  op- 
portunity for  mature  reflection,  came 
to  the  decision — at  least  temporarily — 
that  it  would  be  advisable  to  accept  in  a 
modified  form,  if  not  in  its  integrity,  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  his  (Baron 
Henry  de  Worms's)  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson).  He 
should  like  to  ask  how  it  was  that  that 
Amendment,  which  the  Prime  Minister 
was  at  one  time  prepared  to  accept, 
suddenly  appeared  to  him  to  be  worse 
than  useless  for  the  purpose  for  which 
it  was  intended  ?  He  (Baron  Henry  de 
Worms)  was  at  liberty  to  put  his 
own  interpretation  on  that  remarkable 
change;  and,  in  his  opinion,  it  was 
caused  by  the  following  considerations. 
In  the  month  of  June  the  fortunes 
of  the  Liberal  Party  were  somewhat 
clouded.  They  were  then  discussing 
whether  they  should  have  an  Expedition 
to  Egypt.  That  Expedition  tooK  place, 
the  Peace-at-any-price  Party  was  thrown 
over  by  the  Government ;  and,  some- 
what unexpectedly,  their  success  was 
remarkably  speedy.  But  the  change 
in  the  condition  of  Egypt  was  not 
more  remarkable  than  the  change  in 
the  Prime  Minister.  Before  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  man  of 
peace ;  then  he  became  a  man  of  war ; 
and  from  being  an  unsuccessful  states- 
man he  became  a  successful  general.  It 
was  then  that,  imbued  with  military 
ardour,  he  adopted  military  tactics,  and, 
instead  of  being  willing  to  agree  to  a 
compromise,  he  insisted  on  unconditional 
surrender.  Cidture  would  be  one  of  the 
worst  forms  of  despotism,  because  the 
Minister  who  was  able  to  command  a 
large  majority  at  the  hustings  could 
always  command  the  blind  support  of 
his  followers  in  that  House ;  and  if  that 
majority  had  the  power  of  silencing  the 
minority  whenever  the  Prime  Minister 
wished  it,  they  might  depend  upon  it 
that  the  minority   would  be   silenced. 
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Then,  again,  tlioy  could  not  blind  them- 
selves to  the  fact  that  the  Caucus  was  be- 
coming a  power  iu  the  country.  The  Bir- 
iningliam  Caucus  bore  tlie  same  relation 
to  true  public  opinion  that  the  Birming- 
ham manufactures  of  spurious  gold  and 
spurious  jewellery  bore  to  the  genuine 
article ;  but  if  the  Caucus  became  a 
power  in  the  land,  and  the  Radical 
Millennium  desired  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  was 
established,  they  would  bo  then  re- 
duced to  this  condition,  that  they  would 
be  governed  by  a  Prime  Minister  obe- 
dient to  the  dictates  of  the  Birming- 
ham Caucus.  Up  to  that  time,  pvery 
Member  of  the  House  was  so  tho- 
roughly imbued  with  a  belief  in  the  fair- 
ness and  impartiality  of  the  Speaker, 
that  there  had  been  no  feeling  of  rancour 
entertained  by  anyone  when  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Chair  was  adverse  to  his 
views ;  but  the  moment  cl6ture  was  intro- 
duced there  would  be  a  latent  feeling  of 
distrust,  as  concerned  the  Speaker,  on  the 
part  of  the  minority.  Indeed,  it  was 
impossible  to  believe  that,  if  this  Rule 
were  passed,  a  Speaker  would  ever  again 
be  chosen  from  the  Opposition.  Tie 
asked  what  would  be  the  feeling  of  the 
minority,  who,  before  going  into*  the 
Lobby  to  record  their  votes,  felt  that 
during  the  debate  much  of  what  they 
wished  to  have  said  had  been  left  un- 
said, because  they  knew  that  they  could 
have  been  silenced  by  the  simple  veto  of 
the  Prime  Minister?  Some  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  stated  as  an  argument  that  the 
cldture  worked  very  well  in  Foreign  As- 
semblies. Could  those  hon.  Members  look 
forward  with  equanimity  to  a  repetition 
in  this  country  of  the  scenes  that  dis- 
graced the  French  Chambers,  and  to  the 
prospect  of  being  muzzled  as  Members  of 
the  German  Parliament  were?  He  asked 
the  Prime  Minister  to  read  the  Liberal 
organs  of  public  opinion  in  Germany, 
France,  and  Italy.  He  would  then  learn 
how  greatly  astonished  foreigners  were 
at  the  proposal  to  introduce  into  this 
country  a  system  which  was  so  decried 
abroad.  The  a'dture  was  not  an  English 
institution,  and  he  protested  against 
copying  in  the  House  of  Commons  the 
practices  that  existed  in  Foreign  Re- 
presentative Jiodios.  Ho  regarded  this 
measure  as  the  death- knell  of  political 
liberty  and  freedum  of  speech.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
B^retary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
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mont  had  said  that  this  weapon  whickthe 
Government  were  forging  would  be  used 
but  seldom,  and  never  abused.  That  he 
(Baron  Henry  de  Worms  1  claimed  as  an 
argument  against  the  Ministerial  propo« 
sal,  because  if  the  cldture  was  to  be  used 
so  very  little,  it  must  be  so  dangeroos  an 
expedient  that  they  feared  its  use,  and, 
therefore,  would  be  better  without  it. 
But  if  they  feared  its  use,  why  did  tbey 
ask  the  House  of  Commons  to  sanctioii 
it  ?  In  his  opinion,  the  introduction  of 
the  cldture  was  a  mere  arbitrary  act—as 
furnishing  a  more  speedy  and  effectual 
means  of  forcing  through  the  Hooae 
measures  which  the  Government  coold 
not  pass  except  after  gagging  the  Oppo- 
sition. It  was  intended  to  carry  out  tlie 
programme  of  the  Prime  Minister,  to 
redeem  all  those  pledges  which  he  had 
left  unredeemed,  and  to  satisfy  the 
Radicals  that  no  one  but  a  Liberal 
Ministry  could  carry  out  beneficial  legis- 
lation. He  was  astonished  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the  Liberal 
Benches  could  possibly  lend  themaelTei 
to  a  measure  of  this  kind.  If  this  Bole 
should  pass,  the  Liberal  Party  vould 
have  immolated  themselves  and  their 
principles  in  the  arena  of  Party  strife;  and 
their  **  Are,  Ca*ar/  morituri  te  eaiutwi^^ 
uttered  in  their  subservient  and  blind 
admiration  of  the  Prime  Minister,  woold 
meet  with  no  more  sympathetic  response 
than  the  harsh  ''  JTahet,*^  which  was  the 
death- warrant  of  the  wounded  gladiator, 
as  it  would  be  the  death-knell  of  Consti- 
tutional freedom. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
(Baron  Henry  de  Worms)  had  used  bat 
few  arguments,  and  a  great  dealof  dedi- 
mation  about  the  death-knell  of  Consti- 
tutional liberty.  All  that  was  proposed, 
in  his  (Sir  Joseph  Pease's)  opinion,  irtf 
that  by  the  Resolution  they  were  about 
to  place  in  the  hands  of  the  Speakff 
such  powers  as  were  possessed  by  evef^ 
chairman  of  public  meetings.  He  hdd 
that  there  must  be  some  limit  to  diseui' 
sion,  and  that  the  House  should  hara 
the  power  to  fix  the  time  when  discos' 
sion  should  result  in  action.  The  Bole 
accordingly  had  been  introduced  to 
prevent  the  undue  licence  of  speech, 
such  as  had  been  indulged  in  at  one  time 
by  certain  p]nglish  Members,  andlatterlj 
such  as  the  Irish  Members  had  indul^ 
in,  and  not  for  the  purpose  of  inte^fe^ 
ing  with  that  freedom  of  speech  which 
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was  the  privilege    and    pride    of   the 
House.    A  Bjstem  of  Obstruction  had 
grown  up  which  had  not  only  prevented 
the  legislation  which  the  Minister  of  the 
day  proposed,  but  had  rendered  it  im- 
possible to  carry    measures   of   social 
improyement  such  as  those  connected 
with  the  extension    of  the   franchise, 
the   drink   traffic,    and  other  matters, 
to  which  many  of  them  had  devoted 
much    of     their    Parliamentary    life. 
Many  of  these  important  questions  had 
to  be  left  over  for  years,  to  the  great 
detriment  of  the  country,  and  the  great 
annoyance  of  their  constituents.     It  was 
to  deal  with  that  evil  that  these  Besolu- 
tions  had  been  proposed,  and  he  believed 
that  the  constituencies  generally  were 
strongly  in  favour  of  passing  them  in 
their  entirety.  They  were  mistaken  who 
supposed  that  the  constituencies  did  not 
know  what  was  going  on  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  did  not  understand  the 
Hides  of  Debate.    Many  hon.  Members 
had  heard  their  constituents  reproach 
the  House  for  not  having  the  same  Bules 
of  Debate  which  they  were  subjected  to 
in  their  Oharitable  Associations,  Boards 
of  Guardians,  and  Town  Oounoils.    The 
great  bulk  of  the  people  were  undoubt- 
edly at  the  back  of  the  Government  in 
this  matter.  H  there  was  one  subject,  at 
the  present  time,  in  which  his  constituents 
took  an  interest,  it  was  the  passing  of 
these  Cloture  Besolutions  in  their  en- 
tirety ;  and  Memorials  had  been  sent  up 
by  them,  both  to  the  Premier  and  to 
himself,  supporting  the  Besolutions.   It 
was  impossible  that  these  Besolutions 
could  ever  be  used  as  a  Party  weapon ; 
and  if  he  thought  for  a  moment  that 
they  could  be  so  used  he  should  de- 
cidedly vote  against  them.    It  would  be 
a   suicidal  policy  to    forge   a  weapon 
which  would  be  more  likely  to  be  used 
with  effect  by  a  Conservative  majority 
than  by  the  present  one,  for  he  could 
not  conceal  from  himself  that  the  Conser- 
rative  Party  might,  by  again  stealing  the 
clothesof  the  Whigs,  or  by  out-Heroding 
the  Badicals,  recommend  themselves  to 
the  country,  and  again  come  into  Office, 
when  it  would  be  a  formidable  weapon 
in  their  hands,  if  it  really  were  of  that 
dangerous  character  which  was  repre- 
sented.     But  he  was  satisfied  that  it 
would  not  be  so  used ;  indeed,  it  was 
impossible  that  it  could  be  used  in  any 
way  which   would  be  distasteful  to  a 
lar^e  or  even  a  respectable  minority,  so 


long  as  debates  were  properly,  fairly, 
and  honestly  conducted;  for  in  order 
that  it  might  be  used  as  a  Party  weapon 
there  must  be  an  unscrupulous  Minister, 
together  with  a  demoralized  Speaker 
and  a  demoralized  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees— two  conditions  which  he  could 
not  believe  would  ever  exist  in  that 
House.  The  ruling  of  the  Speaker  on 
Monday  night  that  the  ''evident  sense 
of  the  House"  must  be  the  "evident 
sense  of  the  House  at  large  "  would  be 
handed  down  from  Speaker  to  Speaker, 
and  would  be  the  line  on  which  their 
decisions  would  be  based.  He  could  not, 
in  practice,  imagine  any  Speaker  ven- 
turing to  put  the  Bule  into  operation 
without  having  first  satisfied  himself 
that  it  was  approved  of  by  the  two 
Front  Benches  and  by  the  majority  of 
both  sides  of  the  House.  Much  had 
been  said  about  the  possible  deteriora- 
tion of  that  Assembly;  'but  he  would 
beg  of  them  not  to  compromise  the  dig- 
nity of  that  Institution  (by  rejecting  a 
Bule  devised  to  protect  it,  and  to  add  to 
its  usefulness.  It  was  in  a  great  degree 
losing  its  position  in  the  country  because 
it  was  unable  to  control  its  own  debates 
within  proper  limits,  and  it  was  in  order 
to  restore  to  it  that  necessary  power 
that  he  felt  bound  to  vote  for  the  Keso- 
lution. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CABTHT  said,  he 
thought  it  mifi^ht  be  said  of  the  Irish 
Members  lately  that  if  they  showed 
themselves,  as  the  previous  speaker  (Sir 
Joseph  Pease)  had  said,  able  to  talk, 
they  also  showed,  in  the  course  of  the 
present  discussion,  that  they  had  the 
faculty  of  being  able  to  sit  silent.  He 
was  not  surprised  to  find,  however,  that 
among  certain  sections  of  the  House  the 
silence  of  the  Irish  Members  seemed  to 
give  as  little  satisfaction  as  their  pre- 
vious talking  had  done.  Strive  now 
they  would,  they  could  not  elicit  the 
approbation  of  the  English  and  Scotch 
Members.  If  they  spoke,  they  were 
stigmatized  as  Obstructionists ;  if  they 
sat  silent,  their  silence  was  as  little  to 
the  taste  of  the  House  as  was  their  lo- 
quacity. He  did  not  intend  to  break 
that  silence,  silch  as  it  was,  by  occupy- 
ing the  time  of  the  House  for  any  length- 
ened period  ;  but  he  wished  to  express 
his  opinion,  which  he  believed  was  the 
opinion  of  those  hon.  Members  with 
whom  he  habitually  acted,  on  the  propo- 
sitions of  the  Government  as  they  now 
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came  before  them,    and  he  wished  to 
express  the  reasons  why  they  remained 
absolutely  unchanged  in   their   opinion 
with  regard  to  the  main  question  they 
had  to   discuss.     He  need   hardly   say 
that  in  neither  the  vote  they  gave  last 
week,  nor  the  vote  thev  were  about  to 
give  soon,  they  were  influenced,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  by  any  manner  of  ne- 
gotiations or  arrangement  with  the  Go- 
vernment whatever.     In  fact,  there  were 
none   to  influence  them,  as  none  such 
existed.       The  hon.   Baronet  who  had 
just  spoken  declared  that  he  supported 
the  Resolution  because  he  believed  that 
it  never  could  be  used  as  an  instrument 
of  Party.     The  hon.  Member,  no  doubt, 
was  an  authority  in  that  House  ;  but  not 
80  g^eat  an  authority  as  the  Members  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  who  had 
already  expressed   a  different  opinion. 
For  instance,  they  had  heard  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
— not,  he  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  thought, 
in  the  House,  but    outside   it,  and  to 
some  extent,   also,  in  the  House — say 
that  he  regarded  this  strictly  as  a  ques- 
tion of  Party,  and  as  the  instrument  of 
Party,  and  that  it  would  be  used  for 
Party  purposes.     The  right  hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman  the  other  night  dis- 
tinctly said  it  was  all  a  question  of  ma- 
jorities ;  that  the  work  of  enforcing  the 
cidture  principle  must  be  the  work  of  the 
majority  of  the  House  ;  and  he  seemed 
to  attach  a  meaning  of  his  own  to  the 
word  **  majority."      He  reminded   him 
(Mr.  Justin   McCarthy)   of  the  worthy 
Parson  Adams,  in  Fielding's  novel,  who 
said — 

**  When  I  speak  of  Christianity  I  mean  the 
Protestant  religion,  and  when  I  speak  of  the 
Protestant  religion  I  mean,  of  course,  the  Church 
of  England." 

The  Home  Secretary  seemed  in  the  same 
way  to  say — **When  I  speak  of  the 
country  I  mean  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  when  I  speak  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons I  mean  the  Liberal  Party."  He 
did  not  see  how  a  weapon  of  that  kind 
could  be  used  otherwise  than  as  an  instru- 
ment of  the  majority,  and,  therefore,  the 
weapon  of  the  Government  in  power  for 
the  time  being.  The  recent  definition 
of  the  manner  of  applying  this  Rule — 
namel}',  that  given  by  the  Speaker,  that 
the  **  evident  sense  of  the  House  "  meant 
'*  the  evident  sense  of  the  House  at  large," 
wbieh  had  been  received  with  so  much 
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exultation  by  the  right  hon .  GenUeman  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote),  would  not  have  the  slightest 
effect  in   protecting  the  rights  of  the 
small  minorities  of  the  House.   He  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy)  supposed  that  many 
hon.   Members    considered    that   these 
small  minorities  were  not  to  be  termed 
Parties  at  all,  but  merely  nameless  frac- 
tions of  sections,  and  not  entitled  to  any 
protection   against   the  rude  and  sharp 
pressure  of  a  Hule  like  this  ;  but  he 
submitted  that  they  were  the  very  Pa^ 
ties  who  ought  to  be   protected.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Westminster  (Mr.  W.    H.   Smith)  the 
other  night  spoke  of  the  existence  of  a 
certain  Party  in  the  House,  which  wai 
perfectly  reckless  what  harm  it  brought 
on  itself,  so  long  as  it  brought  harm  on 
the  interests  and  traditions  of  the  House 
of  Commons;  and,  as   an  instance,  he 
quoted  what  his  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy's) 
hon.   Friend  the  Member  for    Carlow 
(Mr.   Dawson)   had    said   about    Sam- 
son pulling  down  the  Temple  of  Dagon 
to  overwhelm  his  enemies.     It  was  nev 
to  him  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  and  his 
Friends  to  recognize  in  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlow  a  terrible  anarchist  of  that 
description.    He  thought  the  words  used 
by  his  hon.  Friend  had  a  much  mors 
simple  and  less  startling  meaning.    So 
far  as  his  acquaintance  with  any  email 
minority  in  the  House  was  concerned, 
he  must  say  that  he  never  heard  of  die 
existence  of  any  such  Party,  and  he  did 
not  believe  it  ever  did  exist.     That  sort 
of  policy,  which  on  some  occasions  bad 
been  carried  on  in  that  House,  and  to 
which  the  familiar  name  of  Obstruction 
had  been  given,  was  a  policy  having  a 
definite   end — namely,   to   oppose   and 
ever  to  delay  the  passing  of  certain  mea- 
sures which  the  hon.  Members  who  pa^ 
sued  that  policy  believed  to  be  injari- 
ous,  not  only  to  their  country  alone,  bat 
to  the  interests  of  the  whole  oountiy. 
That  was  a  kind  of  Obstruction  which 
he   held  to  be,  in  the  highest  degree, 
legitimate,  and  without  which  the  House 
of  Commons  would  be  very  different  to 
what  it  was  at  present.     He  was  tired 
of  hearing  of  what  was  being  done  in 
foreign  countries.     They  were  eontina- 
ally  being  told — **  Look  at  what  Austro- 
Hungary     is    doing,     what    Spain   if 
doing;"  and  perhaps  some  day,  vhen 
Hussia  had   a   Parliament,  they  m\f^^ 
hear    of    what    sort    of    model   thqr 
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ironld  find  in  Bassia.  He,  however,  had 
ilwajB  understood  that  the  great  name 
and  influence  of  this  Parliament  con- 
liated  in  the  fact  that  it  was  unlike  those 
Foreign  Parliaments  in  the  way  of  doing 
Its  Business;  and  that  one  great  point 
of  dissimilaritj  which  strengthened  its 
influence  was,  that  the  rights  and  voice 
af  small  minorities  would  never  he  sup- 
pressed. It  was  owing  to  the  struggles 
of  these  small  minorities  that  all  the 
great  reforms  had  heen  introduced  into 
Uie  House  of  Commons ;  and  revolutions 
had  been  averted  by  those  who  had  had 
the  courage  to  stand  up  in  that  House 
and  speak  the  truth  without  fear  or 
GaTOur.  He  was  somewhat  surprised  to 
hear  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson)  treat  this  question  last 
oigbt  with  what  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
Tuatin  M'Carthj)  a  needless  amount  of 
leritj.  He  had  thought  that  his  hon. 
Priend  was  exactly  one  of  the  men  who 
would  most  have  felt  it  necessary  to 
secure  the  old  principle  of  protection  for 
nuall  minorities.  His  hon  Friend  was  a 
man  who  himself  was  in  charge  of 
raiious  questions  which  did  not  com- 
mend themselves  to  the  *'  evident  sense  " 
of  the  majority  of  the  House.  It  seemed 
to  bim  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  that  it 
iras  a  very  easy  step  from  the  position 
at  which  they  had  now  arrived,  and 
not  by  any  means  impossible  that  here- 
after the  Speaker  might  take  on  himself 
to  say  that  a  measure  which  had  been 
debated  over  and  over  again  in  succes- 
sive Sessions  of  Parliament,  without 
making  new  converts  in  any  Session, 
had  been  discussed  adequately ;  that 
further  discussion  would  be  a  mere 
waste  of  time;  and  that  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House  would  be  in  favour 
of  getting  rid  of  what  would  seem  to 
them  a  dull  and  dreary  discussion,  and 
bringing  the  cldture  to  bear  upon  the 
Member  who  had  re-introduced  the  dis- 
cussion, it  might  be  on  his  hon.  Friend 
himself.  Accordingly,  he  might  bring 
the  debate  to  a  close  with  the  speech  of 
the  Mover  and  the  Seconder,  and  the 
simple  reply  of  an  opponent.  In  such  a 
case  there  would  be  a  positive  tempta- 
tion to  the  Speaker  to  exercise  his 
power  somewhat  sharply;  and,  indeed, 
it  was  difficult  to  see  how  a  Speaker 
oould  preserve  the  rights  of  small  mi- 
norities in  a  case  of  that  kind.  How, 
in  the  future,  was  any  Speaker  to  resist 
the  obvious  and  earnest  demand  of  the 


majority  to  silence  the  small  minority  ? 
There  would  be  no  escape  for  small 
minorities  under  the  pressure  of  a  Pule 
like  this.  Again,  they  were  told  future 
Speakers  would  be  impartial  like  the 
present,  and  willing  to  do  what  they 
could  for  the  small  minorities  of  the 
House.  But  let  them  recollect  that  it 
would  be  by  no  means  unlikely  that  the 
election  of  Speaker  or  Chairman  of 
Committees  might  be  made  under  dif- 
ferent conditions,  when  this  Pule  was 
adopted,  from  those  that  now  prevailed, 
and  that,  under  such  Pules,  there  would 
be  an  obvious  and  practical  advantage 
to  either  side  in  securing  the  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  as  one  of  their  own. 
The  result  must  be  that  the  election  of 
a  Speaker  or  Chairman  would,  in  the 
future,  be  disputed  and  made  a  matter 
of  Party  struggle.  There  would  be  pre- 
parations for  the  event  coming  on,  can- 
vassing and  agreements,  and  stirring  up 
of  the  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  and  on  that,  and  the  election 
would  be  the  occasion  of  unseemly 
struggles  and  unworthy  faction-fighting 
in  the  House.  And  the  result  would  be 
that  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  would 
go  to  his  place  distinctly  marked  and 
ticketed  as  an  agent  of  a  Party.  That 
alone  would  change  the  whole  condition 
in  which  they  had  hitherto  carried  on 
their  debates.  He  had  already  re- 
peatedly said  that  he  did  not  think 
there  was,  or  ever  had  been,  any  Party 
in  the  House  anxious  to  obstruct  for  the 
mere  purpose  of  Obstruction.  But,  sup- 
posing there  was  such  a  Party,  they 
would  still,  by  the  exercise  of  a  little 
ingenuity,  be  enabled  to  carry  out  the 
objects  they  had  in  view.  Such  a  Party, 
not  of  open  Obstruction,  as  had  been 
shown,  could,  by  interposing  Questions 
and  interfering  not  unjustifiably  with 
debate,  make  their  presence  so  felt  as  to 
delay  Business  without  coming  under 
the  Pule.  Obstruction  would  be  carried 
on  with  a  subtlety  which  would  defy  the 
efforts  of  the  Speaker  to  characterize  it 
as  Obstruction ;  only  a  small  minority, 
an  honourable  minority,  carrying  on  an 
open  struggle,  and  anxious  to  attain  its 
own  ends,  would  have  their  freedom  of 
speech  endangered.  Obstruction  was  a 
very  precious  weapon  of  Parliamentary 
warfare,  which  ought  to  be  used  rarely, 
but  which  in  no  case  should  be  alto- 
gether suppressed.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  in  putting  this  Pesolution  first  the 
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Prime  Minister  had  made  an  obyioue, 
and  he  might  say  the  vulgar,  mistake 
of  putting  the  cart  before  the  horse.  If 
he  had  put  the  other  Hesolutions  first — 
which  he  (Mr.  Justin  M'Oarthy)  would 
call  the  horse— it  was  quite  possible  that 
he  might  draw  the  cart,  and  if  the  cart  was 
too  heavy  or  cumbrous  to  be  drawn,  the 
cart  could  be  left  behind  and  the  horse 
could  go  his  way  without  it.  There 
might  be  no  necessity  whatever  for 
crushing  the  liberty  of  freedom  of 
speech.  It  was  idle  to  tell  them  that 
this  instrument,  once  brought  into  effi- 
cacy, would  not  be  used.  It  would  be 
often  used,  and  it  seemed  a  certainty 
that,  once  the  instrument  was  used,  it 
never  could  be  laid  aside.  One  Session 
it  would  be  employed  in  a  case  where, 
perhaps,  some  necessary  Business  was 
impeded,  then  for  some  measure  on 
which  the  Qovernmont  had  set  their 
hearts,  until  Members  would  come  at 
last  to  accept  without  protest  their  posi- 
tion. They  had  often  heard  the  familiar 
quotation  from  the  Poet  Laureate,  which 
described  the  liberty  of  this  country  as 
**  slowly  broadening  down  from  prece- 
dent to  precedent ; ''  but,  under  the  opera- 
tion of  the  cidturef  that  would  be  re- 
versed, and  they  would  see  freedom 
slowly  narrowing  up  from  precedent  to 
precedent,  and  the  certain  result  would 
be  the  curtailing  of  the  rights  of  mino- 
rities. That,  he  thought,  was  a  conse- 
quence which  might  caune  the  most  light- 
hearted  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  pause  before  agreeing  to  the  passing 
of  the  Hesolutions.  lie  wished  hon. 
Members  on  the  opposite  side,  who  had 
up  to  that  time  been  mutes,  would  take 
courage  and  follow  their  conscientious 
promptings  regarding  the  Besolution  ; 
but  if  they  refused  to  assert  their  indi- 
vidual independence,  they  must  bear 
with  others  who  warned  the  House 
against  the  consequences  they  foresaw 
would  follow.  The  Liberal  Government 
had,  indeed,  done  many  strange  things. 
They  had  been  told  again  and  again 
that  they  need  not  fear  anything,  be- 
cause, under  a  Liberal  Government,  it 
was  impossible  for  any  harm  to  come. 
He,  for  one,  from  recent  experience, 
found  it  hard  to  say  what  was  impossible 
under  a  Liberal  Government  after  what 
had  happened.  He  had  heard  it  said 
by  an  hon.  Member,  of  their  old  pro- 
gramme, that  they  had  given  the  country 
neither  peace,  retrenchment,  nor  reform. 

Mr.  Justin  31'  Carthj 


Certainly,  they  had  not  g^ven  them 
peace ;  they  were  also  wasteful  of  the 
public  money;  but  he  could  not  agree 
that  they  had  failed  in  retrenohment  at 
regarded  one  point,  for  their  liberty  of 
speech  was  to  be  greatly  retrenched. 
As  to  the  reforms,  they  heard  of  reform 
in  the  dim  and  distant  future ;  hut  the 
only  reform  they  knew  of  at  present 
was  that  chanee  by  which  they  were 
reforming  off  the  face  of  creation  one 
of  the  best  and  most  useful  possesdons 
of  a  Parliament  which  called  itself  free, 
that  which  occasioned  its  debates  to  be 
free  also. 

Mr.  BAXTER  said,  that,  as  one  of 
the  oldest  Members  of  the  House,  and 
one  who  for  many  years  had  beliefed 
it  not  only  to  be  desirable,  but  absolutelj 
necessary  to  alter  the  Itules  of  Procedure 
of  that  House  with  a  firm  and  unsparing 
hand,  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  be- 
fore the  debate  closed.  The  mild,  care- 
fully-guarded, very  studiously,  and  scm- 
pulou sly-limited  Besolution  which  they 
were  now  discussine — [**0h,  oh!"]— 
well,  that  was  his  deliberate  description 
and  opinion  of  it — would,  perhaps,  do 
something  to  expedite  legislation  m  thii 
House,  although,  in  his  opinion,  it  wonld 
not  do  very  much.    Therefore,  he  wu 

frepared  to  vote  for  it  with  pleasure. 
**  Hear,  hear !  "]  Yes ;  because  he  be- 
lieved that  Business  in  the  House  at  the 
present  moment  was  at  a  deadlock ;  and, 
therefore,  it  was  no  strong  statement  to 
say  he  was  prepared  to  vote  for  any- 
thing which  would  expedite  legislation. 
He  had  been  for  10  years  an  advocate 
for  cl6ture.     He  advocated  cldture  when 
most  of  those  who  were  now  its  present 
supporters  would  have  nothing  to  do 
with  it ;  and  all  the  predictions  of  the 
awful  results  which  would  follow  upon 
its  adoption  appeared  to  him,  therefcney 
the  veriest  chimeras  and  imaginationiof 
the  brain.   Why,  they  were  only  follow- 
ing, in  a  very  feeble  and  hesitating  way, 
the  example  set  them  by  every  L^ielft- 
tive  Assembly  in  Europe  and  America, 
except  those  of  Sweden  and  Hunfi^ary. 
An  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Dixon-Hart- 
land)  last  night  said  Spain  had  no  ^ 
ture :  but  that  statement  showed  he  had 
not  read  the  Paper  issued  last  Session, 
which  contained,  on  page  16,  amended 
Kulos  for  putting  into  force  iheeUtwnvi^ 
the  Spanish  Chamber.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashraead-Bartlett)  said  a 
good  deal  about  the  bad  working  of  the 
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cldture  in  the  yarious  European  coun- 
tries ;  but  if  those  countries  had  found 
it  work  so  badly,  why  had  they  not  re- 
pealed it  long  ago  ?  An  erroneous  im- 
pression prevailed  in  the  public  mind 
that  the  Government  had  been  driven 
to  alter  the  Kules  of  the  House  simply 
and  almost  exclusively  in  consequence 
of  what  had  been  called  Irish  Obstruc- 
tion. Now,  that  was  far  from  being  the 
case.  During  the  28  years  that  he  had 
had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that  Assem- 
bly, complaints  had  been  constant  and 
loud  that  that  House  of  Commons,  in 
consequence  of  obstinate  adherence  to 
antiquated  and  obsolete  Eules,  had  not 
been  able  to  overtake  its  admitted  Busi- 
ness. Committee  after  Committee  had 
been  appointed  to  investigate  the  sub- 
ject, with  most  lamentable,  and  he 
thought  not  very  creditable,  want  of 
success.  He  had  watched  the  discus- 
sions and  read  the  Reports  of  those 
Committees  with  great  care,  and  he 
must  say  he  had  always  been  struck 
with  two  things — in  the  first  place,  with 
the  want  of  courage  oq  the  part  of  those 
Committees  in  proposing  alterations  and 
changes  that  it  was  obvious  to  many 
of  them  were  inadequate,  and  some  of 
which  were  incorporated  in  the  Besolu- 
tions  submitted  by  the  iGl-ovemment ;  but 
what  struck  him  most  of  all  was  that 
the  leading  statesmen  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  had  failed  entirely  to  appre- 
ciate and  understand  the  great  change 
which  had  come  over  the  House  of 
Commons  during  the  last  quarter  of  a 
century.  Why,  during  the  last  25  years, 
that  House  had  undergone  a  complete 
and  radical  change ;  and,  as  he  thought, 
probably  the  country  was  not  fully  aware 
of  it.  In  former  times,  it  was  a  sort  of 
club,  which  was  governed  in  many  re- 
spects by  a  sense  of  unwritten  law.  The 
Members  belonged  chiefly  to  the  aristo- 
cratic and  landed  classes.  They  were 
not  brought  nearly  so  often  into  contact 
with  their  constituents  as  now.  They 
did  not  attend  in  their  places  as  hon. 
Members  did  now,  and  the  great  ma- 
jority shirked  work  instead  of  doing  as 
non.  Members  now  did — going  about  in 
all  directions  to  find  a  grievance  to  at- 
tack or  an  abuse  to  reform.  They  had 
changed  all  that.  There  had  come  into 
the  House  of  Commons  of  late  years  a 
great  number  of  earnest,  vigorous  poli- 
ticians— men  of  business,  men  of  com- 
mon sense,  who  had  been  accustomed  to 


speak  in  their  localities,  and  they  had 
not  the  slightest  intention  to  come  there 
to  sit  mute  and  inglorious  upon  these 
Benches.  He  had  ventured  to  tell  his 
constituents  half-a-dozen  years  ago  that 
the  House  of  Commons  would  require 
to  take  measures  of  protection  against 
these  patriots ;  because  it  was  quite  out 
of  the  question  to  suppose,  it  was  a  mere 
venerable  superstition  to  imagine,  that 
Rules  and  Regulations  which  acted  very 
well  in  the  time  of  Pitt  and  Fox  would  be 
sufficient  to  guide  a  House  of  Commons 
constituted  as  it  was  now.  Why,  Rules 
which  were  amply  sufficient  to  control 
a  House  where  40  Gentlemen  desired  to 
speak  were  entirely  insufficient  where 
there  were  400  anxious  to  address  the 
Assembly.  Now,  a  great  deal  had  been 
said  about  liberty  of  speech ;  and  if  he 
thought  that  one-fiftieth  part  of  the  dire 
consequences  prophesied  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last  would  hap- 
pen in  consequence  of  this  Resolution, 
he  would  be  the  last  man  in  the  House 
to  vote  for  it.  Could  anyone  who  had 
sat  for  28  years  in  that  House,  and 
could  compare  its  state  now  with  what 
it  was  then,  when  he  (Mr.  Baxter)  en- 
tered it,  stand  up  and  be  able  to  say 
that  liberty  of  speech  had  not  been 
grossly  abused,  and  not  by  one  Party 
only  ?  He  did  not  allude  to  the  Irish 
Party  alone.  The  '*  patriots  "  who  sat 
on  the  Radical  Benches,  and  who  advo- 
cated great  measures  of  reform,  were 
apt  to  speak  a  great  deal  too  long  also, 
and  probably  there  was  too  much  long 
speaking  by  both  the  Front  Benches 
likewise.  The  rights  of  minorities  were 
excellent  things;  but  he  denied  alto- 
gether that  it  was  one  of  the  rights  of  a 
minority  to  control  and  prevent  the  ac- 
tion of  a  majority.  Now,  there  were 
great  measures,  no  doubt,  before  them 
in  the  immediate  future.  They  would 
be  called  upon  to  redistribute  seats,  to  ex- 
tend the  borough  franchise  to  counties, 
and  probably  to  disestablish  the  Church. 
But  he  did  not  believe  for  one  moment 
that  any  Resolution  or  set  of  Resolutions 
which  they  could  pass  would  have  the 
slightest  effect  in  preventing  all  those 
great  questions  giving  rise  to  prolonged 
debates  and  great  Party  conflicts.  But 
he  put  it  to  every  candid  mind  in  the 
House,  apart  from  those  burning  poli- 
tical questions  altogether,  was  it  not  a 
fact  that  a  vast  number  of  social  ques- 
tions had  been  shamefully  neglected  of 
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late  years — not  by  one  Party,  or  the 
other  Party,  but  siuiply  and  solely  be- 
cause of  the  antiquated  Pules  of  the 
House,  enabling  hon.  Gentlemen  to  sub- 
stitute superfluous,  useless,  irrelevant 
talk  for  useful  legislation  ?  The  time  of 
the  House  had  been  occupied  by  gar- 
rulous people  instead  of  by  those  in 
charge  of  measures  which  the  country 
ardently  demanded.  Would  not  hon. 
Gentlemen  admit  that,  if  the  Pules  had 
been  altered,  as  they  ought  to  have  been 
long  ago,  they  should  not  now  have  been 
in  this  position,  that  they  could  not  get 
important  Bills  of  a  social  character — 
such  as  Bills  to  alter  the  Bankruptcy 
Law,  to  put  an  end  to  Corrupt  Practices, 
to  supply  our  cities  with  water,  to  alter 
the  Licensing  Laws — not  only  passed, 
but  even  the  opportunity  for  discussing 
them  at  all  ?  He  thought  they  were  all 
very  much  to  blame  that  the  question  of 
revising  and  reforming  the  Pules  had 
not  been  made  a  first  and  a  foremost 
question  long  ago.  He  did  not  think 
that  was  a  blame  which  pertained  to 
any  particular  Party.  Their  Leaders 
ought  to  have  placed  this  question  first 
years  ago.  Nearly  30  years  ago  Sir 
Erskine  May  published  a  most  interest- 
ing article  in  The  Edinburgh  RevietCy  in 
the  course  of  which  he  said — hon.  Mem- 
bers would  forgive  him  for  quoting  a 
few  sentences — 


**  Very  many  circumstanceB  have  contributed 
to  enlarge  the  powers  and  increase  the  activity 
of  Parliament,  which  of  late  years  has  been 
continually  working  at  high  pressure.  A  vast 
arrear  of  legislation  has  long  been  accumu- 
lating upon  us.  After  a  century  of  inaction, 
and  three  and  twenty  years  of  war,  the  states- 
men  of  our  own  time  have  to  do  the  work  of 
many  generations,  to  unmake  as  well  as  to  make 
laws,  to  check  as  well  as  to  expose  abuses,  and 
to  break  down  monopolies.  But  much  as  they 
have  had  to  accomplish,  and  however  speedily 
and  well  it  has  sometimes  been  done,  the  neces- 
sities of  our  age  and  country  have  still  kept  in 
advance  of  their  utmost  endeavours.'* 

Here  was  another  remarkable  sentence 
in  the  same  article — 

**  In  case,  however,  the  question  of  cloture 
should  comi^  under  consideration,  we  are  able 
to  offer  what  will  be  much  more  persuasive  with 
the  House  of  Commons  than  any  argument— 
namely,  a  i)reccdt»nt.  On  tlie  9th  Mav,  1G04,  or 
nearly  300  yenrs  ago,  when  an  hon'.  M(;inb«;r 
offered  to  speak  on  this  matter,  it  was  resolved 
by  the  House  that  no  more  should  speak." 

The  idea  that,   by  means  of  what  he 
presumed  to  call  again  that  peaceable 


to  gag  the  Opposition,  would  enable  any 
one  political  Party  to  put  down  in- 
other,  appeared  to  him  utterly  prepos- 
terous. The  country  would  never  for  t 
moment  permit  such  curtailment  of  de- 
bate. Any  Minister  attempting  it  would 
be  at  once  hurled  from  power.  That 
was  not  the  danger  at  alL  The  danger 
was  entirely  in  a  different  direction.  The 
danger  which  the  constituencies  sav 
staring  them  in  the  face — and  they  un- 
derstood the  question  perfectly,  notwith- 
standing the  imputations  of  ignorance 
on  the  other  side — the  danger  which  the 
g^eat  majority  of  the  electors  of  this 
country  saw  staring  them  in  the  lue 
was  this — that  the  Hules  of  the  Home 
would  enable  Obstructionists  to  oppose 
a  measure,  and  would  allow  loqaadooi 
people  who  were  its  friends  to  talk  at 
such  length  as  to  prevent  the  pasting, 
in  any  reasonable  time,  of  any  measure 
which  the  people  of  the  country  belioTed 
would  be  for  the  well-being  of  the  King- 
dom at  large. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
objected  to  the  description  of  the  Resolu- 
tion given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Baxter). 
He  denied,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
alleged,  that  it  was  a  Resolution  drawn 
to  protect  the  rights  of  minorities  in  that 
House.     If  he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
had  any  strong  impression  at  all  about 
the  character  of  the  Resolution,  that 
impression  was    in   a  totally  opposite 
direction.     He  looked  upon  it  as  meet 
absolute  in  its  terms,  most  arbitraiy  in 
its  character,  and  as  likely  to  be  most 
capricious  and  crushing  in  its  effect  on 
many  occasions  where  it  would  be  must 
desirable  to  prolong  debate.    Since  the 
first  day  of  the  Autumn  Session,  the 
Government  had  shown,   in   regard  to 
these  Rules,   the    most    unconoliatoiy 
spirit  and  attitude.   It  had  rejected  evsiy 
attempt  made,  not  only  by  private  Mem- 
bers, but  by  the  responsible  Leaders  of 
the  Opposition,  to  modify  this  stringent 
provision.     If  the  House  was  entitl^  to 
draw  any  inference  from  that  attitude  of 
the  Government — as  to  the  ezerciee  of 
this  power  in  the  future — it  would  be 
very  different  from  that  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mont- 
rose had  deduced.  A  most  important  pro- 
posal was  made  to  exempt  Committees 
of  Supply  from  the  Rule  ;  but  it  wasob* 
jected  to,  and  Liberal  after  Liberal  Mem- 


instrument,  any  Ministry  would  be  ablo    ber  rose  and  tried  to  persuade  the  House 
Mr.  Baxter 
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it,  in  order  that  it  miglit  be  free  to  cope 
with  the  increased  demands  made  upon 
its  time  ?    The  true  remedy  was  not  to 
be  found  in  restricting  the  liberties  of 
hon.  Members  of  that  House,  which  were 
essential  alike  to  the  proper  transaction 
of  Business  and  to  the  protection  of  the 
House ;  but  in  such  a  deyelopment  of 
the  principles  of  local  self-goyemment 
as  would  enable  local  public  bodies,  not 
only  in  Ireland,  but  in  England  and 
Scotland,  to  transact  a  large  mass  of 
Business  which  was  now  thrown  upon 
the  hands  of  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
He  was    opposed    to  cldture  in  every 
shape,  but  more  because  of  the  effect  it 
would  have  upon  political  action  outside 
of  Parliament,  than  the  effect  it  would 
haye  upon  the  'debating  power  of  the 
House.      The    hon.    Member    for   the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce)  objected  to 
a  comparison  of  the  Caucus  system  in 
this  country  with  the  Caucus   in  the 
United  States.     The  only  difference  he 
(Mr.   O'Connor   Power)    saw    between 
formal  political  action  in  England  out- 
side the  House  of  Commons  and  formal 
political  action  in  the  United  States  was 
that  in  the  latter  country  they  had  per- 
fected the  machine,  whereas  in  England 
they  were  but  experimenting  with  a  new 
inyention.    But,  he  would  say,  let  the 
policy  of  closing  debates  in  Parliament 
once  be  combined  with  that  of  intimidating 
Members  outside  by  Caucus  organiza- 
tions, and  things  would  soon  wear  a  yery 
different  aspect.  In  that  case,  they  might 
prepare  themselyes  to  hear  the  people 
asked  to  abolish  the  system  of  appoint- 
ing gentlemen  to  public  offices,  and  to 
yote  not  only  for  the  election  of  those 
who    were    engaged    in    the  Military, 
Ciyil,  and  Nayal  Departments   of  the 
country,  but  those  who  were  engaged  in 
the  graye  and  solemn  duty  of  adminis- 
tering the  Law.     When  that  time  ar- 
rived and  the  Caucus  had  been  fully  de- 
veloped, they  would  see  then  what  the 
democratic  millennium  meant,  in  the  per- 
fect approximation  of  our  political  sys- 
tem to  that  of  the  United  States,  which 
he  presumed  not  even  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  would  venture 
to   defend.    No   doubt,   the  House  of 
Commons  would  survive  the  cldture ;  but 
it  would  not  preserve,  under  that  sys- 
tem, the  dignity  of  character,  and  that 
consideration  for  th»  opinions  of  those 
who    differed    from    them,  which  had 
hitherto  characterized  their  public  action 


that  discussions  in  Committee  of  Supply 
were  not  at  all  matters  of  so  much  im- 
portance;  and  those  declarations  pro- 
ceeded from  hon.  Gentlemen  who,  within 
his  own  recollection,  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, held  a  very  different  opinion  as 
to  the  duties  of  hon.  Members  when  the 
Estimates  were  before  them.    All   at- 
tempts to  modify  the  Bule  in  the  direc- 
tion of  proportionate  majorities  had  been 
stoutly  resisted  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
▼ernment.    An  attempt  had  been  made 
to  give  Members  dissatisfied  with  the 
closing  of  a  debate  an  opportunity  of 
recording  a  collective  protest  against  the 
action  of  the  majority,  and  that  was 
treated  in  the  same  harsh  and  unconcilia- 
toiy  manner;  and  they  were  told  that 
there  was  no  use  in  relying  on  the  power 
of  a  collective  protest,  because  the  system 
of  protest  was  now  growing  obsolete 
even  in  the  other  branch  of  the  Legisla- 
ture.   The  attitude,  therefore,   of  the 
Gh>yemmenty  as  regarded  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  treated  the  proposals  of 
the  Opposition,  had  afforded  only  too 
strong  an  indication  that  when  they 
were  armed  with  the  cldture,  it  would 
be  impossible  for  any  part  of  the  Op- 
position to  fairly  or  fully  record  their 
objections  to  any  proposal  emanating 
from  the  Ministerial  Benches.    The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, the  other  night,  asked,  could  the 
House  of  Commons  really  do  its  work  ? 
That    question  had  been   answered  a 
thousand  times  from  the  Irish  Benches. 
He    agreed  with  the  right  hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman  that  the  House  of 
Commons,   as    at    present   constituted, 
could  not  do  its  work.     He  never  knew 
a  time  during  his  Parliamentary  expe- 
rience when  it  was  really  equcd  to  its 
work  ;  and  the  question  was  not  whether 
it  could  perform  its  work  with  the  pre- 
sent Bules,   but  whether  the    change 
proposed  would  enable  it  to  do  its  work 
satisfactorily  for  all  the  ffreat  interests 
committed  to  its  charge.    In  his  opinion, 
the    Government  had  approached    the 
settlement  of  this  question  at  the  wrong 
end.     The  noble  Viscount  the  Member 
for  Barnstaple  (Viscount  Lymington), 
in  describing  the  great  material  growth 
of  the  United  Eangdom,  said  that  growth 
bad  increased  ten-fold  the  material  for 
legislation.    If  that  was  so,  did  it  not 
follow  that  it  was    necessary  for  the 
House  to  relieve  itself  of  the  burdens 
which  were  now  needlessly  thrown  upon 
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in  this  country.  As  the  result  of  the 
Mture,  political  action  of  all  kinds  would 
be  deteriorated.  There  was  one  subject 
in  connection  with  this  proposal  upon 
which  he  had  found  it  utterly  impossible 
to  arrive  at  any  idea  as  to  the  mind  of 
the  Ministry,  and  that  was  the  subject 
of  Irish  Obstruction.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  preceded  him 
stated  that  the  Obstruction  of  tlie  Irish 
Members  had  not  at  all  been  a  chief 
agent  in  inducing  the  Government  to 
adopt  this  policy ;  but  other  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  took  a  totally  diiforent  view.  The 
noble  Viscount  the  Member  for  Barn- 
staple said  it  was  the  presence  of  the 
Irish  Party  in  the  House,  constantly 
talking  about  legislative  independence, 
that  induced  him  to  support  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government ;  but  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  trusted  that  the  noble 
Viscount  had  taken  that  unfavourable 
view  of  the  action  of  the  Irish  Members 
through  a  want  of  knowledge  of  the 
objects  they  had  in  view,  and  of  the 
results  which  had  heretofore  followed 
their  policy^  he  would  not  say  of  Ob- 
struction, but  of  determined  resistance 
to  proposals  of  which  tbey  did  not 
approve.  Their  opposition  was  of  an 
impartial  character  as  between  Liberals 
and  Conservatives.  lie  asked  English 
Members,  who  regarded  their  action  in 
that  light,  to  try  and  realize  that  they 
had  been  sent  into  an  Assembly  which 
was  not  composed  in  any  large  degree  of 
their  own  countrymen,  which  was  com- 
posed of  men  who  were  separated  from 
tbem  by  a  hundred  considerations,  dif- 
fering from  the  ordinary  sympathies  and 
motives  of  action  which  stimulated  the 
people  of  Ireland.  Then  they  had  a 
minority,  coming  from  a  country  where 
freedom  of  speocli  and  freedom  of  the 
Press  had  been  banned,  a  country  which 
during  the  82  years  of  legislative  union 
had  scarcely  for  one  twelvemonth  been 
free  from  coercive  legislation.  They 
saw  that  minority,  in  the  first  instance, 
trying  to  interest  Members  of  that  Par- 
liament on  Irish  questions,  after  having 
first  interested  them  by  desperate  efforts; 
then  trying  to  induce  them  to  accept  the 
conclusions  of  the  majority  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  on  questions  exclu- 
sively affecting  that  country.  That  had 
been  the  position  oi  the  Irish  Party  ever 
since  the  Union  ;  and  it  was  only  now 
and  again  fitfully,  and  after  a  period  of 

Mr.  0*  Connor  Potcer 


excitement  in  Ireland,  which  it  wunot 
desirable  should  be  made  a  neceesury 
condition  of  legislative  action,  that  Par- 
liament had  shown  any  dispositioa  to 
concede  the  Irish  demands.  Looking  it 
the  matter  in  that  way,  he  thought,  on 
a  fair  and  full  consideration  of  the  whole 
facts  of  the  case,  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  not  be  seriously  blamed  by 
candid  and  honest  politicians  for  the 
determined  action  which  they  had  occa- 
sionally adopted  in  that  House.  Bat  if 
he  tried  to  justify  their  position  in  that 
respect,  he  had  still  a  higher  claim  upon 
the  sympathies  of  Members  of  the  li- 
beral Party.  He  invited  them  to  look 
at  the  reforms  which  had  been  accom- 
plished through  the  determined  action 
of  the  Irish  Members.  To  whose  action 
were  they  indebted  for  the  public  atten- 
tion which  was  directed  to  the  question 
of  flogging  in  the  Army,  and  for  the 
reform  in  the  punishment  of  untried 
prisoners  ?  He  might  go  through  a 
long  list  of  cases  in  which  similar  effect! 
had  been  secured  through  the  same 
agency,  and  he  might  mention  more  than 
one  case  in  which  the  English  Govern- 
ment would  have  been  saved  from  dis- 
grace, if  they  had  sense  and  foresight 
enough  to  regard  the  protests  of  the 
Irish  Party.  As  an  instance,  he  might 
justifiably  refer  to  the  case  of  the  Trans- 
vaal, when  nine  Members  of  the  Irish 
Party  fought  all  night  to  save  the 
House  from  the  consequences  of  a  mis* 
take,  their  views,  if  not  their  tactici, 
being  strongly  supported  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Courtney),  at  that  time  a 
private  Member.  Looking  at  the  un- 
bending attitude  of  the  Government  in 
reference  to  every  proposal  coming  from 
that  side  of  the  House,  he  was  afraid 
that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Durham  (Mr.  T.  C.  Thompson) 
told  the  truth  when  he  said  that  a  sreat 
deal  of  this  policy  had  been  stimulated 
by  hatred  of  the  Irish.  [**No.  noI"1 
Then  if  it  was  not  stimulated  by  hatred 
of  the  Irish,  it  was  stimulated  by  fear 
of  the  Irish ;  and,  although  they  knev 
they  could  easily  relieve  themselTSS 
from  all  the  embarrassments  of  Iiiih 
Obstruction,  by  allowing  the  people  of 
Ireland  the  privilege  of  managing  pnrelj 
Irish  affairs,  they  preferred  to  soothe 
their  own  fears,  they  preferred  to  in- 
dulge their  own  prejudices,  than  to  do 
justice    to    thutte   fur    whom   the  Irisli 
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Pftrtj  had  Tainlj  pleaded  for  the  privi- 
lege of  managing  their  own  affairs  in 
Mand.    If  the  Govemment  were  wise, 
ftey  wonld  have   done  better  by  em- 
Imeing  that  opportunity  of  doing  some- 
tting  to  deyelop  the  principle  of  local 
Mlf-207emment,  when  they  had  the  at- 
Inlion  of  the  whole  country  directed  to 
Aa  Bosiness  of  the  House  of  Oommons, 
ndier  than  to  seek  to  put  the  House  in 
aitrait-jaoket.     They  would  have  seized 
flus  oocasion  for  making  some  conces- 
«m  to  the  principle  which  the  Irish 
Ikrtv  had  advocated  in  that  House,  and 
vUcn  all   the    evidences    of    political 
tetbn  in  Ireland  showed  must  be  sub- 
lluitially  recognized   in  some  form  or 
another   before  contentment  could  be 
:  liUblished  in  that  country.     He  did  not 
[  Ofpoae  the    Besolution  from    any  un- 
r  mfhy  suspicion  of  the  use  to  which  it 
I  voold  be  put ;  he  had  only  to  deal  with 
[  At  logical  consequences  of  the  policy 
I  iBitUted.    If   the  Government    passed 
I  Alt  Besolution,  they  might  depend  on 
il^  the  thing  would  not  stop  here.  There 
vobU  be  further  and  further  encroach - 
MDts  from  the  outside.   Fresh  attempts 
I  voold  continually  be  made  to  dictate  to 
P  Ibmbers  of  Parliament,   and  in  that 
'  vay  Members  of  Parliament  would  lose 
Amt  freedom.    There  was  no  end  to  the 
,  pttnons  which  they  were  arousing  out- 
'.■  cMoors.    It  was  said  the  Prime  Minis- 
I  tar  had  received  bundles  of  Resolutions ; 
hat  Aat  would  not  justify  the  House  in 
Ottering  itself.  In  any  city,  if  politicians 
iwe  willing  to  pay  the  price — if  they 
mIj  stooped  low  enough,  and  gave  up 
tvnjthing  like  principle  and  conscience 
— thwr  could  always    get  a   crowd  of 
hitauty  and  ignorance  at  their  back. 
Aat  being  so,  he  did  not  think  much 
Viiffht  should  be  attached  to  the  opinion 
of  the  machined  politicians  outside,  to 
vhose  noisy  outcry  the  introduction  of 
tta  Mure  was  so  largely  due. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE :  The  proposition 
kfere  the  House,  Sir,  is  that,  having 
ioosidered  the  1st  Resolution  relating 
tol^rooedure  for  17  nights,  and  having 
taken  17  divisions  upon  it,  we  shall,  on 
Ae  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Kvth  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote), 
linniss  that  Besolution  to  oblivion  and 
I^  the  fruit  of  all  our  labours ;  and  on 
ttii  proposition  we  are  engaged  in  a 
hogtaened  debate.  I  rise,  Sir,  to  take 
part  in  that  debate,  rather  than  wait  for 
■aother  day  of  its  prolongation,  upon 


the  simple  ground  that  my  Colleagues 
do  not,  and  I  do  not  wish,  by  waiting 
for  its  termination  in  the  more  ordinary 
course,  to  become  even  tacitly  com- 
mitted to  the  proposition  that  we  think 
the  prolongation  of  the  debate  to  be  an 
expedient  or  useful  expenditure  of  pub- 
lic time.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  stated 
last  night  that  there  were  a  large  number 
of  Members  anxious  to  address  the 
House,  and  that  statement  was  true; 
but  it  was  not  the  whole  truth.  It  was 
undoubtedly  true  that  there  were  a  large 
number  of  Members,  if  the  reports 
which  have  reached  me  as  to  the  lists  in 
existence  on  the  other  side  be  correct, 
pledged  to  address  the  House;  but  it 
was  equally  true  and  no  less  important 
that  there  were  an  extremely  small  num- 
ber of  Members  anxious  to  hear  them. 
For,  Sir,  I  have  had  the  curiosity — 
having  been,  I  believe,  a  patient  auditor 
of  this  debate  for,  I  will  not  say  abso- 
lutely for  the  whole  of  the  time,  but  I 
think  for  a  larger  portion  of  time  than 
any  Gentleman  whom  I  now  address — 
[Mr.  Warton  :  No.l — well,  except, 
perhaps,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bridport,  and  I  am  by  no  means  sure 
that  I  may  not  compete  with  him  in  the 
share  of  time  I  have  devoted  to  this  de- 
bate ;  but  I  have  taken  the  opportunity, 
Sir,  of  noting,  as  the  interest  in  the 
prolongation  of  the  debate  is  supposed 
to  rely  upon  the  opposite  Benches,  I 
have  noted   the    number   of  Members 

S resent  on  the  opposite  Benches  at 
ifferent  periods  of  the  debate,  and  at 
different  hours  of  the  night,  taking  care 
that  the  whole  of  my  particulars  shall 
relate  to  periods  when  Opposition 
speakers  were  addressing  the  House. 
Every  one  of  these  particulars  is  during 
the  speeches  of  opponents  of  the  Beso- 
lution.  Well,  now,  on  Monday  night — I 
begin  with  half-past  1 1  on  Monday  night 
— the  number  of  Members  on  that  side 
of  the  House  was  21  above  the  Gang- 
way and  five  below — 26  in  all.  And 
that  was  the  bloom  and  flush  and  youth 
of  the  debate,  which  produced  the 
number  of  26.  But  yesterday  at  7 
o'clock — not  a  very  bad  period — ^I  will 
not  give  the  distinctions  of  above  and 
below  the  Gangway,  though  I  have  taken 
them  all  down  —  at  7  o'clock  there 
were  24  ;  at  half- past,  20  ;  at  8 — no 
wonder  they  were  then  sinking — there 
were  10;  and  at  half-past  10,  notwith- 
standing that  one  very   distinguished 
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Oentleman  on  the  opposite  Benoh  who  is 
always  hoard  with  interest,  was  speak- 
ing»  I  only  obserred  28.  At  a  quarter  to 
12  there  were  2.'),  and  at  midnight 
thore  were  18.  To-dny,  at  1  o'clock, 
there  were  upon  the  opposite  Bunch  fiVo 
Members  above  the  Gangway,  and  one 
below  the  Gangway,  and  the  one  below 
the  Gangway  was  the  Member  who  was 
addressing  the  IT o use.  At  2  o'clock 
the  total  had  fallen  from  six  to  five ;  at 
3  o'clock,  I  admit,  it  had  risen  to  16, 
at  half-past  3  it  was  as  high  as  17, 
and  unaer  the  great  attraction  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down  36  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen were  gathered  upon  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House.  Now,  this  is  the 
manner  in  which,  in  those  quarters  of 
tlie  House  where  it  is  announced  that 
the  cldture  is  the  deatli- knell  of  Parlia- 
mentary freedom,  that  a  serious  en- 
croachment on  public  liberty  is  being 
perpetrated,  and  that  the  gag  is  going 
to  bo  inflicted,  the  audience  displays  its 
interest  in  the  fears  which  it  professes  to 
entertain.  In  these  circumstances,  I 
think  I  am  entitled  to  say,  on  behalf  of 
those  hon.  Members  who  do  think 
it  worth  while  to  attend  the  House, 
that  there  is  a  good  deal  of  mis- 
understanding as  to  the  interest  taken 
by  the  other  side  of  tlie  House  in 
this  dilatory  rather  than  useful  de- 
bate. I  admit  that,  though  I  always 
had  a  high  opinion  of  the  speaking 
powers  of  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
that  opinion  has  been  decidedly  raised 
during  this  discusition,  for  I  did  not  be- 
lieve it  possible  for  human  ingenuity  to 
have  infused  so  much  of  at  least  galvanic 
life  into  topics  so  thoroughly  exhausted 
as  the  present,  and  to  have  established 
plausible  connections  between  the  sub- 
ject before  us  and  others  at  what  I 
should  have  deemed  an  immeasurable 
distance ;  to  say  nothing  of  the  use  of 
arguments  which  went  far  to  show  that 
when  a  numerous  bod}'  of  ^fembers  de- 
sire the  indefinite  extension  of  the  de- 
bate there  is  plenty  of  power  for  the 
accomplishment  of  their  end.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Mid  Kent 
(Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  disposed  of  this 
question  with  great  facility  by  alleging 
that  the  difficulties  of  the  House  were 
all  owing  to  the  mismanagement  of  the 
Government.  I  admit  that  great  autho- 
rity must  attach  to  the  words  of  a  right 
IioQ.  Gentleman  who  has  so  much  cun- 
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fidence  in  his  own  experience ;  but  some 
of  us  on  this  side  have  sat  in  the  HooBe 
as  long  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman— 
some  of  us,  perhaps,  sat  here  before  he  was 
bom — and  have  had  sometliing,  if  notu 
much,  to  do  with  the  conduct  of  Public 
Business,  and  we  happen  to  differ  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  our  ideas  of 
good  management.  However,  if  the 
matter  is  to  be  settled  simply  upon  an 
ipse  dixit,  I  will  not  waste  the  time  of 
the  House  in  discussing  cases  in  whieh 
we  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wrong 
and  he  thinks  himself  right.  I  hc«ra 
yesterday  the  speech  of  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  whom,  by  reason  of  the  blood 
that  runs  in  his  veins  as  well  as  his  own 

Eersonal  merits — I  mean  the  hon.  Mem- 
er  for  Wilton  (Mr.  Herbert)— I  can 
never  listen  without  interest  and  emo- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  stated  that 
people  outside  the  House  do  not  know 
its  Rules— I  think  ho  said  that  not  S 
per  cent  of  the  people  outside  knew 
them — and  if  that  be  so,  it  is  a  reiy 
heavy  blow  to  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  who  pro- 
posed that  wo  should  take  the  judgmeat 
of  the  constituencies  on  this  question. 
1  am  disposed  to  admit  that  people  oat- 
side  are  woefully  ignorant  of  the  Bales 
of  the  House ;  but  there  is  no  such  wide- 
spread ignorance  of  the  fundamental 
conditions  of  the  matter.  They  know 
that  the  House  has  duties  to  do,  and 
that  those  duties  are  not  done;  tbej 
know  that  in  the  meantime  debates  are 
carried  on  to  a  length  that  thej  are 
unable  to  measure ;  they  cannot,  in 
short,  reconcile  the  redundance  of  onr 
talk  with  the  paucity  of  our  actions 
Therefore,  they  have  made  up  tbeir  ' 
minds  to  instruct  the  House  of  Commoni 
to  this  effect — "  Do  more  and  talk  lees;  i 
talk  less  in  proportion  to  what  you  do."  ^ 
They  know  that  we  are  generously  ex- 
pending our  mental  and  physical  forces 
on  their  behalf ;  but  they  know  also  that 
the  expenditure  is  so  mismanaged  as  to 
be  attended  with  no  adequate  practieal 
results.  They  wish  that  the  reaalts 
shall  be  in  proportion  to  the  labour,  and 
my  belief  is  that  they  have  set  their 
hearts  on  the  accomplishment  of  thii 
great  reform.  They  know  nothing  of 
the  details  of  the  matter  ;  but  they  do 
know  that  every  subordinate  asaemUj 
in  the  country  has  the  power  and  capt- 
city  to  regulate  its  own  rules  of  pi^ 
dure.     They  give  us  credit  for  a  umiitf 
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capacity,   and    they  expect  us    to  act 
according  to  the  position  in  which  we 
are  placed.     I  neea  not  dwell  at  length 
on  the  yarions  arguments  which  have 
been  urged    in    the   whole    course    of 
this   debate;   but   I   will    answer    the 
question  put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Member 
JOT  Exeter  (Mr.  Northcote).     He  asked, 
in   substance — **  How  do  the  Govern- 
ment intend  that  this  Bule  shall  be  ap- 
plied ?  "     Well,  of  course,  it  is  not  a 
question  of  our  intentions,  and  the  better 
phrase  would  be — **How  do  we  expect 
the  Hule  to  be  applied?"      I  expect 
that    it  should    be  applied    according 
to    the    mind    and    discretion    of   the 
Speaker,  honestly  and  intelligently  in- 
terpreting the  Hesolution  of  the  House, 
ana  that  his  interpretation  will  be  ac- 
cepted with  respect  and  confidence  by 
every  section  of  the  House.     The  noble 
Jjord  the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord 
Oeorge  Hamilton)  said  last  night  that 
the  repeal  of  the  Hule  would  always  be 
impossible.     He  only  gave  that  as  his 
opinion;  but  he  stated  that  he  would 
demonstrate  that  proposition.     Singu- 
larly enough,  after  he  had  made  that 
statement,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  ifor  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  rose  and  adopted  a  totally  con- 
tradictory line  of  argument,  and  said — 
"  Pass  the  Bule  you  may  ;  but  it  will 
afterwards  produce  a  frightful  reaction, 
which  cannot  fail  to  sweep  the  Eule 
away."    Now,  I  do  not  anticipate  any 
such  frightful  reaction.     My  belief  is, 
that  if  this  Bule  passes,  as  it  will,  and 
works  badly,  if  it  is  found  to  alter  the 
character  of  the  House  and  to  affect  the 
traditions  oi  the  Chair,  which  are,  in 
my  judgment,  an  absolutely  vital  and 
inseparable  portion  of  the  traditions  of 
the  House,  the  House,  as  long  as  it  con- 
tinues to  reflect,  as  it  now  does,  the 
spirit  of  the  nation,  will  find  a  speedy 
remedy  for  the  mischief,  and  will  take 
care  that  no  such  evil  shall  prevail.   Our 
belief  is  that  it  will  not  prevail.    But  in 
face  of  all  the  intimidating  prophecies 
with  which  we  have  been  inundated,  I 
say — **  Have  you  no  faith  ?    You  seem 
to  hare  none  in  the  Party  to  which  you 
belong,   or  in  the   constitution   of  the 
House  of  Commons.     Have  you  no  faith 
in  the  people  you  represent,  and  do  not 
you   know,   if  these  evils    follow,   the 
people,  when  they  have  to  choose  their 
Representatives,  will   find  an  effectual 
remedy?"    Oomplaint  has  been  made 


that  the  Besolution  is  not  like  a  Bill, 
and  that  there  are  not  the  same  repeated 
opportunities  of  discussing  it.     Well, 
Sir,  if  it  is  not  like  a  Bill,  it  is  still  less 
like  an  Act  of  Parliament.      It  is  quite 
true  that  two  votes  make  a  Standing 
Order  of  the  House — that  is,  after  a 
series  of  Amendments  have  been  dis- 
posed of,  there  is  a  vote  on  the  Besolu- 
tion and  a  vote  to  make  it  a  Standing 
Order ;  but  there  are  thus  three  stages 
at  which  hon.  Members  can  speak,  and 
it  should  not  be  forgotten  that  a  single 
vote  suffices  for  the  repeal  of  a  Standing 
Order.     It  is  not  like  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  the  alarms  and  fears  of  irre- 
parable mischief  proceed,  consequently, 
from  an  entire  forgetfuluess  of  the  ele- 
mentary conditions  of  the   case.    It  is 
assumed  at  once  that  the  greatest  evils 
will  be  introduced  by  the  Besolution, 
and  that  the  House  of  Commons  will 
never  have  the  intelligence  or  the  virtue 
by  a  single  vote  to  apply  the  remedy. 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  says  that  the  Tory  Party  have 
a  good  war  cry.  I  take  this  opportunity 
of   thanking  the  noble  Lord    for    the 
public  service  that  he  has  done  in  hid 
excellent  argument  as  to  the  trafficking 
between  the  two  Front  Benches  which 
must  be  the  inevitable  result  of  a  pro- 
portionate majority.     One    great  good 
has  certainly  been  attained  in  the  course 
of  this  debate,  long  as  it  has  been ;  and 
that  is  the  result  that  the  proportionate 
majority,  as  a  means  of  dealing  with  the 
subject  of  the  closing  power,  will  not, 
after  what  took  place  the  other  night, 
be  heard  of  again.     I  thank  the  noble 
Lord  for  the  contribution  which  he  made 
to  bringing  about  that  result.     But  the 
noble  Lord  says  that  freedom  of  speech 
is  a  good  war  cry  for  the  Tory  Party. 
Free  speech  an    excellent   war    cary ! 
When    has   the    noble    Lord's    Party 
wanted  a  good  war  cry  ?    Was  it  not  a 
good  war  cry  against  the  Dissenters  to 
plead  the  English  doctrine  of  Church 
and  State?    Was  it  not  a  good  war  cry 
against  the  Boman  Catholics — the  inte- 
rests of  Protestant  institutions  in  danger? 
Was  it  not  a  good  war  cry  during  the 
passing  of  the  Navigation   Laws — the 
Fleet,  the  ships,  the  Colonies,  and  com- 
merce, which  constitute  the  greatness  of 
the  Empire  ?    If  these  inventions  of  war 
cries  are  to  be  the    test    of   political 
wisdom  and  success,  I  at  once  bow  to 
the  noble  Lord,  and  I  grant  that  no- 
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thing  can  be  more  perfect.  But  we 
Lave  two  things  to  do— we  have  to  in- 
quire, not  only  whether  freedom  of 
speech  is  about  to  be  invaded,  but  also 
whether  it  now  exists.  Our  contention 
is  that  freedom  of  speech  does  not  now 
exist,  and  that  the  House  is  in  a 
very  great  degree  enslaved ;  because 
by  the  use  made  of  its  Rules  by  a 
portion  of  its  Members — I  draw  no  in- 
vidious distinctions,  I  make  no  selec- 
tions from  one  quarter  or  another — 
the  House  is  incapacitated  from  work- 
ing out  the  ends  which  it  was  sent  here 
to  accomplish.  Therefore  the  House,  as 
a  whole,  has  not  freedom  of  speech, 
insomuch  as  it  has  not  the  means  of 
attaining  its  own  essential  purposes 
through  the  regular  and  legitimate 
organs  of  debate.  But,  Sir,  I  may  make 
a  protestation  on  behalf  of  a  large  por- 
tion of  those  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  and  who,  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say,  have  been  compelled,  to  a  degree 
such  as  I  have  never  known  equalled,  to 
forego  the  privilege,  and  even  to  com- 
promise the  Quty  of  speech,  for  fear  they 
should  still  more  aggravate  the  difE- 
culties  of  the  situation.  Sir,  it  is  the 
unbounded  licence  of  a  few  which  has 
riveted  this  yoke  upon  the  shoulders  of 
the  House,  and  the  question  is  whether 
the  House  will  make  the  necessary  elQPort 
to  break  down  that  yoke.  Now,  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Kent  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  used 
a  most  extraordinary  expression,  and  I 
do  not  know  whether  he  had  considered 
the  meaning  of  his  words — '*It  is  not 
the  question,"  he  said,  *' whether  injus- 
tice has  been  committed,  but  whether 
the  minority  think  that  it  is  committed.'' 
That,  Sir,  is  a  portentous  declaration  ; 
that  the  criterion  of  proper  actions  is 
not  to  be  found  in  the  inquiry  into  the 
question  whether  the  thing  done  is  just 
or  unjust,  but  is  to  be  found  simply  in 
ascertaining  the  effect  it  has  upon  cer- 
tain persons.  I  hesitate  to  accept  that 
doctrine.  If  it  is  good  for  one  portion 
of  the  House,  it  is  good  for  all  portions 
of  the  House  ;  and  I  appeal  to  the  riglit 
hon.  Qentleman,  who  has  so  much  con- 
fidence in  the  opinions  he  delivers,  and 
does  not  seem  to  think  they  can  be  in 
any  respect  the  subject  of  question — I 
appeal  to  him  to  be  allowed  to  enter  a 
modest  plea  against  that  doctrine.  We 
must,  after  all,  have  the  power  of  exa- 
mining into  the  bases  of  iQl  these  dismal 
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prophecies — of  everything  that  has  been 
said  about  the  Caucus,  about  the  death- 
knell  of  Parliamentary  liberty,  about 
freedom  of  speech,  the  degradation  of 
the  Chair,  and  all  the  dismal  topia 
which  have  been  laid  before  us.  Thej 
are  but  the  different  limbs  of  a  bodj 
which  has  but  one  neck.  Let  us  lee 
whether  that  neck  is  a  real  neck,  or  a 
merely  visionary  one.  What  is  the  proof 
that  freedom  of  speech  is  going  to  be 
interfered  with?  What  says  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  addressed  us  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  Members.  He  saji 
he  does  not  understand  in  what  respect 
his  Party  are  charged  in  this  matter.  I 
am  much  surprised  that  he  does  not  un- 
derstand it.  I  should  have  thought, 
observing  the  speeches  of  the  GK)vern- 
ment,  observing  that  we  have  in  no  war 
founded  ourselves  upon  the  supposed 
misdeeds  of  any  particular  number  of 
persons  in  the  House,  he  must  have 
known  very  well  that  we  did  not  con- 
sider the  basis  of  this  measure  to  be  the 
action  of  himself  or  his  Friends — that  ii 
to  say,  the  action  of  himself  and  hii 
Friends  as  contradistinguished  from  all 
other  Parties  in  the  House.  What  we 
consider  is  that  this  disease  is  spread  w 
far  and  wide  that  it  has  come  to  affect 
the  general  tone  and  manner  of  diacui- 
sion  in  the  House.  Certainly,  we  thought 
there  were  gross  and  aggravated  cans 
in  that  quarter  of  the  House.  But,  look- 
ing back  upon  those  cases  in  the  calm- 
ness of  historical  retrospect,  we  are  free 
to  confess  that  the  Gentlemen  who  hold 
such  a  position  on  behalf  of  the  Sister 
Island  are  entitled  to  be  judged  in  this 
matter  with  a  peculiar  indulgence. 
What  is  really  the  position  of  Ire- 
land with  regard  to  this  matter?  No 
doubt,  if  there  is  going  to  be  a  suppres- 
sion of  free  speech,  Ireland  will  suffff 
with  the  rest.  But  let  us  look  at  the 
question  for  a  moment  from  another 
point  of  view.  I  will  speak  with  frank- 
ness what  is  my  own  mind  with  respeet 
to  those  Irish  Bepresentatives  who  are 
accustomed  to  term  themselves  the  Ixiih 
Party.  Among  them  it  appears  to  me 
it  is  possible  to  discern  two  currents  of 
feeling.  They  are  all  of  them  what  ii 
called  Home  Itulers.  Their  object  ia  to 
establish,  in  some  way  or  other,  irhit 
they  sometimes  call  a  National,  eome- 
times  an  Independent,  it  may  be  a  aepa- 
rate,  Legislative  Assembly.  Upon  iw 
point  they  are  united.    Now,  Sir,  l«t 
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me  make  ibis  frank  admission.  It  has 
sometimes  appeared  to  many  of  us  that 
there  is  a  portion,  at  any  rate,  6f  that 
Party  who,  to  attain  their  end,  wish  to 
make  the  transaction  of  Business  in  this 
House,  while  they  are  in  it,  impossible ; 
whereas  there  are  unquestionably  others 
— and  it  is  our  duty  to  believe  that  that 
is  the  prevailing  current  of  feeling — 
who,  believing  it  to  be  vital  to  the  exisf- 
enoe  of  their  coujitry  that  they  should 
attain  legislative  independence,  yet  are 
extremely  desirous  to  turn  to  the  best 
account  the  machinery  that  exists,  in 
order  to  supply,  as  they  best  can,  the 
legislative  wants  of  Ireland.  Now,  look- 
ing at  the  matter  from  that  point  of 
Tiew,  what  are  we  eng^ed  in  ?  I  ven- 
ture to  give  my  own  opinion  upon  the 
interests  of  Ireland.  About  the  Irish 
vote,  I  have  no  business,  and  very  little 
inclination,  to  speak.  But  I  have  had 
to  do  for  many  years  with  Irish  affairs, 
and  perhaps  I  am  entitled  to  give  my 
opinion  without  being  guilty  of  an  un- 
due amount  of  arrogance  or  presump- 
tion. And  I  submit  this  opinion — that 
a  more  complete  or  perfect  system  of 
Hales  for  the  improvement  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  Business  of  this  House  is 
essential  for  meeting  the  wants  of  Ire- 
land. If  there  be  no  time  for  English 
and  Scotch  legislation,  there  will  be  no 
time  for  Irish  legislation.  The  English 
and  Scotch  Members  are  now  exerting 
themselves  to  the  uttermost  as  Bepre- 
aentatives  of  the  people  for  the  purpose 
of  enlarging  the  fund  of  time  at  the  dis- 
posal of  Parliament  for  the  purposes  of 
legislation.  I  wish  to  ask  those  Irish 
Members  whom  I  have  described  as 
anxious  to  turn  to  the  best  account  the 
legislative  machinery  of  the  House,  what 
will  be  the  effect  upon  the  interests  of 
Ireland,  what  will  be  the  effect  upon  the 
olaims  of  Ireland  to  a  large  allowance 
of  time  from  the  limited  fund  which  is 
at  the  disposal  of  the  House,  if,  while 
English  and  Scotch  Members  have  striven 
and  done  their  utmost  to  increase  that 
fund,  the  Members  for  Ireland  have  done 
their  utmost  to  diminish  and  contract  it? 
That  is  my  view  of  the  interests  of  Ire- 
land. It  appears  to  me,  not  only  equally 
with  England  and  Scotland,  but  even 
more  than  England  and  Scotland,  it  is 
essential  to  Ireland  that  there  should  be 
a  better  arrangement  of  Business  in  this 
House,  in  order  that  her  demands  may 
be  particularly  considered  and  intelli- 


gently met.  Was  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  in  jest  when  he  said — 
**Why  do  you  not  take  advantage  of 
this  opportunity  to  advance  the  power 
of  local  self-government  in  Ireland?" 
Well,  Sir,  I  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman 
there  is  not  a  subject  which  I  could 
name  on  which  I  personally  feel  a  more 
profound  anxiety  than  on  the  establish- 
ment of  local  self-government  in  Ireland, 
and  local  self-government  upon  a  liberal 
and  effective  basis.  But  it  is  a  mockery 
to  say — "  Establish  local  self-govern- 
ment in  Ireland  " — that  is  a  great  and 
difficult  subject — and  then  to  say,  "  I 
will,  by  my  vote,  by  my  speech,  and  by 
my  influence,  do  my  best  to  narrow  the 
time  during  which  alone  you  can  give 
local  self-government  or  any  other  boon 
to  Ireland."  I  need  i\ot  detain  the  House 
long  with  this  question,  which  is  capable 
of  being  brought  to  an  issue  more  satis- 
factorily than  by  prophetic  dispute  and 
discussion.  We  say  there  will  be  no 
damage  from  this  Bule  establishins^  the 
principle  of  a  closing  power,  and  the 
answer  of  the  Opposition  is  that  that  is 
no  argument.  They  say  there  will  be 
very  gpreat  difficulty  from  the  exercise  of 
this  closing  power,  and  that  they  consider 
a  very  good  argument.  Our  anticipa- 
tions of  the  future  are,  I  admit,  only 
anticipations ;  but  they  are  as  good  as 
those  which  come  from  other  quarters. 
But  I  submit  to  the  House  that  this 
matter  does  n6t  depend  on  anticipation 
alone.  We  have  had  some  trial  of  it, 
and  we  know  what  the  House  can  do, 
and  what  the  House  does,  under  the 
operation  of  a  closing  power.  It  is  not 
a  matter  of  speculation  or  prophecy. 
We  had  the  closing  power  enforced  last 
year.  Now,  I  call  tne  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  to  this.  The  right  hon. 
Member  and  his  friends  have  been  freely 
applying  to  our  measure  for  establishing 
a  closing  power  the  invidious  name  of 
the  gag.  Some  have  even  ffone  the  ex- 
traordinary length  of  absoribing  to  us— 
and  especially  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Dodson),  as  his  own  account 
of  this  measure,  that  which  he  quoted 
from  a  speech  from  the  other  side.  Now, 
I  want  to  know. if  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  admit  that  last  year,  when 
they  placed  the  Eegulations  of  Procedure 
in  the  Speaker's  hands,  they  assisted  in 
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appljiDg  the  gag  to  Members  of  this 
House  ?  [  Cheers  from  Iri^h  3femhers,'] 
I  am  not  arguing  now  witli  the  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland,  but  with  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who  have  freely 
bestowed  this  invidious  and  offensive 
name  upon  the  measure  which  we  pro- 
pose. Last  year  they  assisted  us  most 
cordially  to  put  into  operation  a  far  more 
severe  system  of  closure  than  this.  It 
is  quite  true  that  the  assent  of  three- 
fourths  of  the  House  was  required  ;  but 
that  is  nothing  whatever  to  the  purpose. 
[**  Oh,  oh !  "]  Before  you  determine  by 
your  murmurs  whether  it  is  to  the  pur- 
pose or  not,  perhaps  you  will  allow  me 
to  say  what  the  purpose  is.  The  purpose 
is  not  to  compare  the  means  of  putting 
this  power  in  force ;  but  simply  to  test 
the  operation  of  the  power,  and  ask  the 
House  whether  it  was  a 'gag  or  not.  I 
admit  the  means  of  putting  it  into  opera- 
tion were  different ;  but  with  that  I  have 
nothing  to  do.  I  want  to  test  the  severity 
of  the  power  we  put  in  operation.  "Well, 
the  power  of  last  year  was  a  far  severer 
power  than  the  power  which  is  now  pro- 
posed. I  Mr.  Warton  :  It  was  only  tem- 
porary.] Why  does  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  interrupt  me  with  totally  irre- 
levaut  remarks?  I  am  only  showing 
the  actual  effect  of  the  power  in  opera- 
tion. No  doubt  it  was  temporary.  But 
I  want  to  know  whether  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  did  or  did  not  impose  a  tem- 

>orary  gag  upon   freedom   of  speech  ? 

Mr.  Warton  :  Yes.]  Well,  I  am  ex- 
;remoly  grieved  to  hear  that  he  did  it 
with  that  intention.  I  have  no  such  in- 
tention. But  I  want  to  show  whether, 
in  point  of  fact,  the  gag  was  in  force, 
because  that  is  the  purpose  with  which 
I  speak,  and  the  test  to  which  I  wish  to 
bring  your  prophecies — the  test  of  fact 
and  actual  experience.  The  gag  of  last 
year  was  more  severe,  because  while  the 
first  point,  that  of  putting  the  Question, 
was  in  operation  it  was  very  much  the 
same  as  it  is  now,  yet  the  most  stringent 
Kule  was  introduced  that  in  Committee 
— a  tremendous  Rule — no  Member  might 
speak  on  any  point  more  than  once ;  and 
not  only  so,  but  a  closure  was  intro- 
duced into  that  Rule — for  which  I  am 
responsible  —  applicable  not  only  to 
single  debates,  but  to  actual  stages,  so 
that  those  two  vitally  important  stages 
of  a  Bill,  the  Committee  and  the  Report, 
were  liable  to  be  closed  by  an  arrange- 
ment under  which  a  time  was  fixed,  and 
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if  all  the  Amendments  were  not  disposed 
of  when  the  hand  of  the  dock  pointed 
to  that  hour,  every  Question  must  be 
put  and  decided  without  debate.    So 
that  the  severity  of  that  Rule,  when  it 
was  in  operation,  was  infinitely  greater 
than  that  of  the  Rule  now  proposed  by 
the  Government  possibly  could  be.    Do 
not  let  it  be  said  I  am  now  pointing  to 
the  operation  of  that  Rule  as  a  measure 
of  what  the  operation  of  the  Govern- 
ment Rule  will  be.     I  am  pointing  to  it 
as  something  infinitely  beyond  the  mea- 
sure of  what  the  operation  of  the  Go- 
vernment Rule  can  possibly  be ;  and  ye^ 
so  approaching  it,  I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  I  would  almost  ask  the  Repre- 
sentatives from  Ireland  whether  it  vai 
really  a  ^ag?    fMr.  Hkaly:  Of  coune 
it  was.]  Well,  Sir,  then  I  must  say  that 
if  it  was  a  gag  it  was  an  instrument 
more  humane  than  I  had  been  led  to 
suppose,  and  the  whole  of  this  system  ii 
much  more  genial  and  approachable^ 
not  "harsh  and  crabbed  as  dull  fook 
suppose " — but    less    cruel    and   moit 
humane  than  I    think    anyone  would 
admit.    We  have  never  spoken  of  it  u 
a  thing  in  itself  desirable.     Then,  Sir, 
it  comes  to  this.     Let  us  see  what  hu 
happened  under  the  operation  of  tlui 
infinitely  severer  system   of  last  jesr. 
Last  year  the  question  of  Irish  coe^ 
cion,  it  will  be  remembered,  was  dis- 
cussed   for    11    successive    dajrs  upon 
the  Address  to  the  Crown,  and  manj 
more    days    were    spent    on  the  veiy 
beginning^  of  the  question.     Bat  tt 
a  certain  date  the  Rules   of  Urgencj 
were  introduced,    and    then    16  daji 
more    were    occupied    in    the    discu- 
sion  of  the  Bill  under  those  Rules.   It 
certainly  was.  Sir,  a  peculiar  Bill,  ind 
one   demanding  the   closest  and  most 
careful  discussion.     But  it  was  a  short 
Bill — it  was  a  Bill  the  enacting  part  of 
which  was  comprised  in  two  pages  of 
the  Statutes  and  in  two  clauses,  ee^ 
tainly  not  complex  in  its  provisions,  but 
of  a   comparatively    simple    character. 
And  1 6  days  were  given  to  the  di8caisio& 
under  the  Rules  of  Urgency.  Do  not  let 
it  be  supposed  for  a  moment  that  I  am 
now  making  this  a  matter  of  accnsatioD. 
I  am  not  doing  anything  of  the  kind.  I 
am  only  showing  the  time  spent  on  tlM 
Bill.     There  were    four    days  on  the 
second    reading,    eight    in   dommittMi 
three  on  Report,  and  one  on  the  third 
reading,  making  16  days  in  all  for  the 
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discussion  of  these  two  pages,  under  a 
system  of  cldture  infinitely  more  severe 
tiban  the  terms  of  our  Ist  Eesolution  can 
by  any  possibility  bring  into  action. 
Well,  Sir,  I  say  that  though  on  that  oc- 
casion it  had  become  necessary,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  vast  majority,  for  the 
House  to  limit  the  freedom  of  speech  in 
a  degree  in  which  I  fervently  hope  we 
may  never  be  driven  to  limit  it  again, 
yet,  under  these  Hules  so  limiting  it,  16 
days  were  given ;  and  it  would,  in  my 
judgment,  be  absurd  to  say  that  those 
1 6  days  did  not,  on  the  whole,  give  to  the 
Irish  Members  a  fair  opportunity,  a  con- 
siderable opportunity — I  will  not  say  a 
full  one,  for  that  would  seem  too  much 
to  recognize  the  arrangement  as  normal, 
but  a  fair  and  considerable  opportunity 
of  making  known  the  merits  of  their  case, 
and  the  wants  and  wishes—  as  they  in- 
terpreted them — of  their  country.  There- 
fore, the  test  of  experience,  applied  to 
the  actual  case  which  we  had  in  opera- 
tion under  our  eye  last  year,  reduces  to 
insignificance  and  to  futility  the  pro- 
phecies which  we  have  now  so  freely  in- 
dulged in  as  to  the  application  of  a  far 
milder  scheme  to  a  far  more  powerful 
and  a  far  more  numerous  Party.  Well, 
therefore.  Sir,  looking  at  this  as  a  mat- 
ter of  business,  and  endeavouring  to  get 
rid  of  all  heat  and  passion  and  prejudice 
in  the  matter,  I  hold  that  our  proposals 
bave  been  justified  from  first  to  last.  It 
is  charged  against  .us  that  we  admit  no 
Amendment.  Yes,  Sir ;  but  whenever  we 
admit  an  Amendment  we  are  charged  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  theMember  for 
North  Devon  (SirStaffordNorthcote)with 
vacillation  and  with  want  of  decision.  We 
have  been  glad  to  be  able  to  admit  cer- 
tain Amendments ;  but,  undoubtedly,  we 
have  steadily  and  stoutly  refused,  and 
shall  steadily  and  stoutly  refuse,  to  admit 
Amendments  which  appear  to  us  to  be 
inconsistent  with  the  great  purpose  of 
these  Besolutions.  I  may  say,  Sir,  it 
is  no  longer  a  matter  of  mere  pro- 
phecy and  anticipation.  We  know  what 
we  are  dealing  with.  We  know  it  from 
experience.  We  know  it  from  the  ex- 
perience of  something  more  stringent 
and  worse  by  far  than  anything  that  can 
be  extracted  from  these  Besolutions; 
and  I  fall  back  upon  the  striking  pas- 
sage in  which  Lora  Salisbury,  in  1877, 
described,  in  the  House  of  Lords,  the 
state  of  Business  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, when,  in  language  of  the  greatest 
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power  and  vigour,  he  went  over  the 
whole  circle  of  our  mischiefs  and  our 
difficulties,  and  expressed  his  full  and 
confident  belief  that  the  great  Assembly 
intrusted  with  the  representation  of  the 
interests  and  wishes  of  the  people  of 
this  country  would  never  suffer  its  tra- 
ditions of  600  years  to  be  lost  in  an 
atmosphere  of  futile  talk. 

Me.  E.  stanhope  said,  the  Prime 
Minister  had  remarked  that  he  did  not 
think  the  prolongation  of  this  debate 
had  served  any  useful  purpose ;  and,  cer- 
tainly, from  the  manner  in  which  he  had 
spoken  of  the  speeches  of  Members  on 
the  Opposition  Benches,  without  advanc- 
ing any  argument  in  reply  to  them,  he 
should  be  disposed  to  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Something  had 
been  said  about  so  few  Members  being 

§  resent  during  the  discussion,  a  very 
angerous  argument  from  the  Prime 
Minister,  who  knew  that,  as  in  the  case 
of  Indian  affairs,  the  interest  of  the 
House  ought  not  to  be  measured  by  the 
attendance ;  but  the  reason  why  so 
few  Members  were  present  was  be« 
cause,  in  consequence  of  the  action  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  the  debate 
was  an  unreal  one,  no  attempt  being 
made  to  answer  the  arguments  ad- 
vanced against  the  Hesolution.  The 
Opposition  must  think  not  only  of  the 
small  number  of  Members  who  came 
forward — of  the  small  number  who  came 
forward  to  answer  their  arguments — 
but  they  were  bound  to  think  also  of  the 
country,  which  was  listening  to  the  de- 
bate with  very  great  interest.  If  the 
debate  did  nothing  else,  it  would  help  to 
clear  away  the  confusion  with  which  the 
question  had  been  surrounded  by  the 
speeches  of  the  Government.  The  Op- 
position agreed  with  the  Government  to 
the  fullest  extent  in  the  desire  to  carry 
forward  as  satisfactorily  as  possible  the 
Business  of  the  House ;  but  they  denied 
that  the  particular  proposal  now  under 
discussion  was  either  the  best  or  the 
wisest  ntethod,  or,  indeed,  an  adequate 
method,  of  dealing  with  the  existing 
evil.  The  Prime  Minister  had  told  the 
Opposition  that  they  had  a  very  good 
war  cry.  Well,  he  aereed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  thought  they  had 
a  good  war  cry.  Freedom  of  discussion 
was  about  as  good  a  war  cry  as  they 
could  have.  It  was  a  pretty  safe  war 
cry  too,  and,  for  his  own  part,  he  felt  in- 
clined to  stick  to  it ;  but  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  had  in  the  speech  just  de- 
livered raised  a  very  dangerous  war  cry. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  spoken  of  the 
support  which  the  Conservative  Party 
gave  to  the  closing  power  in  the  pro- 
posals of  last  year.  He  did  not  expect 
that  they  would  have  been  taunted  for 
having  done  so.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  I 
used  no  taunts.]  It  was  true  that  they 
supported  that  closing  power.  They  sup- 
ported the  Government  in  carrying  out 
what  they  had  declared  to  be  abso- 
lutely necessary  in  the  interests  of  the 
country;  but,  so  far  from  desiring  to 
increase  that  power,  he  believed  it  was 
owing  to  their  action  that  it  was  not 
applied  in  Committee  of  Supply.  But 
with  regard  to  the  still  more  dangerous 
war  cry  the  Prime  Minister  had  put 
forward,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
made,  if  not  a  bid,  certainly  a  very  good 
argument  in  favour  of  the  proposition 
that  the  Irish  Members  should  now  come 
and  vote  with  the  Government.  He  had 
told  them  that  if  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  was  carried  their  demands 
would  be  more  easily  considered  and 
met ;  and  he  had  put  in  the  foreground  of 
what  should  be  considered  the  question 
of  local  self-government  in  Ireland.  He 
had  stated  that  no  one  regarded  this 
question  with  more  profound  anxiety  for 
its  settlement  upon  a  liberal  and  effec- 
tual basis.  Why  should  the  question  of 
local  self-government  be  put  forward  in 
this  discussion  on  the  question  of  Pro- 
cedure ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  It  was  by  the 
and  learned  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power),  who  immediately  pre- 
ceded me,  that  the  question  was  intro- 
duced. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  that  that 
did  not  make  it  more  relevant  to  this 
discussion  ;  and,  at  any  rate,  he  could 
not  understand  why  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's pointed  answer  referring  to 
local  self-government  was  made  unless 
it  was  for  the  very  obvious  purpose  to 
which  he  had  alluded.  The  affection  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  local  self- 
government  in  Ireland  was  of  somewhat 
recent  birth,  because  during  his  previous 
years  of  Office  the  only  proposal  his 
Government  had  voluntarily  brought 
forward  was  one  to  enable  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  Ireland  to  com- 
pel the  Board  of  Guardians  to  pen- 
sion their  officers  whether  they  liked  it 
or  not.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 

Mr.  E.  Stanhope 


that  there  was  no  time  for  the  difloaBOon 
of  Irish  affairs,  but  that  they  might  leave 
the  Irish  Members  to  find  opportunity  for 
such  a  discussion ;  but  he  had  not  the 
slightest  doubt,  whether  this  Resolution 
were  passed  or  not,  the  Irish  Members 
were  quite  capable  of  taking  care  of 
themselves.     The  Prime  Minister  had, 
on  a  former  occasion,   referred  to  the 
statement  made  by  him  (Mr.  Stanhope) 
that  the  effect  of  the  Hesolution  would  be 
to  put  down  the  Tory  minority.  WeH 
it   nad    not    been    disguised   that,  in 
the    opinion   of   many   Members,  the 
Hesolution    had    that    object  in  viev. 
The    hon.    Member    for   Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  and  the  hon.  Mem« 
ber   for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Gollingi) 
had  asserted  that  in  the  most  pointed 
and  conclusive  manner.     Of  the  Goven- 
ment  itself,  no  two  Members  had  pnt 
forward  the  same  reason  for  the  adop- 
tion of  this  Bule  ;  and  not  an  individiud 
Member  of  the  Government  had  main* 
tained  the  same  ground  in  the  different 
speeches  they  had  made.     At  the  Man- 
sion House  last  year  the  Prime  Minister 
had  said  that  its  object  was  to  enable 
the  Government  to  pass  a  Bankrnptcj 
Bill  and  a  Floods  Prevention  Bill.  Then 
he  said  it  was  to  be  introduced  as  an 
experimental    Standing    Order;    thn 
that  a  two  -  thirds'    majority   waa  to 
be  accepted ;    then  he  hacked  out  cf 
that    proposal;    and    now  it  appeared 
there  were  two  classes  of  measures  oefere 
the  House,  Party  and  non-Party  mea- 
sures, and  that  the  object  of  theBeeo- 
lution  was  to  pass  the  Party  measnree. 
Then  it  was  said  that  its  object  was  to 
put  down   bores   and  to    restrain  tin 
licence  of  a  few.  With  that  they  agreed; 
but  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke  (Mr. 
Broadhurst)  told  them  that  the  (il6im 
was  to  stop  other  people,  and  let  robotft 
Eadicals  have  their  way.    Again,  th^ 
were  told  that  it  was  to  put  down  prolix 
speeches  and  compress   debate.    Tbej 
agreed  with  that,  too  ;  but  that  resnlt 
would  not  be  obtained  by  the  ResoIutioB 
before  the  House.  The  Speaker  now  chose 
those  who  were  to  address  the  Hooea; 
and  how,  under  this  Resolution,  were 
they  going  to  keep  out  the  more  push- 
ing Members  in    favour  of  the  more 
modest  Members,  such  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere;? 
They    would    not     have    any  shorter 
speeches,  though  they  might  have  fewer 
speeches.   Then  it  was  said  that  it  would 
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Ent  a  stop  to  dilatory  Motions.  It  would 
ave  no  suoh  effect  whatever.  Then 
they  came  to  Obstruction ;  but  this  Be- 
solution  went  far  beyond  the  necessities 
of  the  case.  The  absurdity  of  the  whole 
proposition  was  that  Obstruction  was 
admitted  to  have  been  practised  by  a 
small  minority,  and  this  Besolution  was 
drawn  to  protect  a  small  minority,  and 
to  silence  a  large  one,  which  had  never 
been  accused  of  Obstruction  at  all.  It 
was  said  that  small  minorities  would  be 
protected  by  the  Speaker ;  but  the  fact 
remained  that  absolute  power  was  to  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  majority.  In 
his  opinion,  there  was  nothing  to  stand 
in  the  way  between  the  Tory  Party  and 
the  Hadical  Millennium  except  the 
Speaker,  and  that  appeared  to  him  to 
be  one  of  the  most  serious  dangers  with 
which  they  had  to  contend.  So  long  as 
the  present  Speaker  sat  in  the  Chair 
they  knew  they  would  be  protected ;  but, 
as  he  had  said,  they  were  in  the  hands 
of  a  mere  majority,  and  Parliamentary 
life  would  undoubtedly  change ;  indeed, 
it  had  changed  already.  It  had  been 
already  urged  that  when  this  Besolution 
was  passed  the  Speaker  must  at  once  use 
the  eidture  in  order  to  pass  the  remaining 
Besolutions.  When  the  progress  of  de- 
generation had  once  commenced  its  pro- 
gress would  be  rapid,  and  it  would  be 
impossible  for  either  the  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  to  resist  a  pressure  brought 
to  bear  upon  him.  He  should  have 
liked  to  hear  from  the  Prime  Minister 
any  proposal  or  suggestion  that  some 
time  would  be  allowed  to  elapse  before 
making  this  Besolution  a  Standing 
Order.  The  Besolution,  if  passed  in  its 
present  form,  must  make  a  permanent 
change  in  the  character  of  the  House, 
and  it  would  be  the  first  step  in  the 
downward  course  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. 

And  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
before  Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  fourteen  minuteB 

before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thureday,  9th  I^ovemher,  1882. 


QUESTIONS, 


o^ — 


POOR  LAW  UNIONS  (IRELAND)  — 
TREATMENT  OF  LUNATICS  IN 
WORKHOUSES. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
take  action  with  respect  to  the  better 
treatment  and  disposal  of  lunatics  in 
Workhouses,  in  accordance  with  the 
recommendation  of  the  Commission  ap- 
pointed in  1878? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  Poor  Laws 
Union  and  Lunacy  Inquiry  Commission 
recommended  that  the  administration  of 
the  whole  pauper  lunacy  in  Ireland 
should  be  placed  under  a  Department 
of  the  Local  Government  Board.  That 
Report  was  made  to  the  late  Govern- 
ment as  far  back  as  the  beginning  of 
1879,  and  the  questions  with  which 
it  deals  are  so  extensive  that  I  am 
not  prepared  at  present  to  pledge  the 
Government  to  any  course  of  procedure 
on  the  matter.  I  will,  however,  look 
into  it  further  on  my  return  to  Ireland. 

EGYPT  (EMPLOYMENT  OF  HER  MA- 
JESTY'S FORCES) -NUMBERS  AND 
INCIDENCE  OF  COST. 

Mr.  salt  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  What  number  of  British 
troops  will  remain  in  Egypt  for  the 
maintenance  of  order ;  and,  whether  the 
costs  of  such  troops  will  be  borne  by 
the  British  or  the  Egyptian  Bevenues  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  state  that  at 
this  moment  the  troops  in  Egypt  consist 
of  two  regiments  of  Cavalry,  six  bat- 
teries of  Artillery,  three  companies  of 
Engineers,  and  11^  battalions  of  In- 
fantry, together  with  the  necessary  ad- 
ministrative services.  Although  I  should 
be  very  glad  to  see  the  Force  reduced, 
I  cannot  at  this  moment  make  any 
statement  on  the  subject.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury answered  the  second  Question  on 
the  2nd  of  November.  I  have  nothing 
to  add  to  that  answer  at  present ;  but  it 
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ifl  a  quohtion  of  policy  which,  concerns 
the  First  Minister  rather  than  myself. 

SiK  HENEY  FLETCHER:  May  I 
ask  whether  the  remainder  of  the  Army 
Eoserve  who  joined  after  the  Ist  of  July 
will  be  retained  in  E^pt  during  this 
occupation,  or  be  allowed  to  return  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  I  cannot  answer 
that  Question  more  precisely  than  the 
Question  as  to  the  length  of  time  the 
troops  will  remain.  It  must  depend  on 
circumstances. 

CHINA— THE  CHEFOO  CONVENTION— 
OPIUM  DUTIES. 

Sm  JOSErn  PEASE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  instructions  have  been 
Bont  to  Her  Majesty's  Representative  in 
China  authorising  him  to  ratify  that 
portion  of  the  Chofoo  Convention  which 
relates  to  the  Duties  on  Opium,  in  the 
form  in  which  it  appeared  in  the  Con- 
vention Articles  of  1876;  or,  whether 
any  conditions  havo  been  attached  to 
the  ratification  of  that  Article  of  the 
Treaty,  as  suggested  in  the  Despatch  of 
the  Government  of  India,  No.  312,  of 
1881? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir 
Thomas  Wade  has  returned  to  this 
country  in  order  to  consult  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government  on  the  subject ; 
but  no  decision  has  yet  been  arrived  at. 

BOARD    OF  WOKKS   (IRELAND)— RE- 
TIREMENT  OF  OFFICERS. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  with  re- 
ference to  his  statement  in  the  discussion 
on  the  votes  for  the  Board  of  Works 
(Ireland),  that  he  would  in  the  autumn 
inquire  into  tlint  ofHce,  If  he  has  been 
able  to  do  so  ;  and,  if  it  is  a  fact  that  he 
has  received  from  Colonel  M*Kerlie,  the 
chairman,  and  Mr.  Ilomsby,  the  secre- 
tary, an  intimation  of  their  desire  to 
retire  from  the  service,  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendation  of  Lord  Crich- 
ton's  Committee  of  1878,  and  if  the 
Treasury  has  ofForcd  them  facilities  for 
doing  so,  and  with  what  results  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY  :  The  subject  of  the 
hon.  Member's  (iuestion  has  not  been 
overlooked  ;  but  I  am  not  yet  in  a  posi- 
tion to  make  any  definite  statements  in 
respect  to  it.  I  have  not  received  from 
Colonel  M'Kerlie  or  Mr.  Uornsby  an 
intimation  of  a  desire  to  retire.  No 
facilities  would  be  necessary,  as  both 

Mr,  Childers 


these  officers  are  entitled  to  nl&n  if 
they  wish  to  do  so. 

BOARD   OF   W0RK8   AND    LOCAL  00- 
VERNMENT    BOARD     (IRELAXD)- 
LEGAL     PROCEEDINGS     AGAINST 
OFFICERS. 
Mr.  BIOGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  it  is  a  fact  that  leg^l  proceedin^rs  tre 
pending  against  an  official  of  the  Board 
of  Works,  and  an  auditor  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  being  two  director! 
of  a  bill  discounting  company,  for  ce^ 
tain  transactions  relating  to  the  opera- 
tions of  that  company ;  if  he  will  satisfy 
himself  as  to  the  nature  of  these  trans- 
actions ;  and,  what  steps  be  will  take  in 
regard  to  these  two  officials  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  I  cannot  answer 
for  the  Board  of  Works ;  but,  so  far  as 
the  Local  Government  Board  is  con- 
cerned, the  only  auditor  of  that  Board 
to  whom  that  Question  could  point  ii 
Mr.  Robert  H.  Jephson,  who  is  a  Direc- 
tor of  the  National  Discount  Companj 
of  Ireland,  and  he  reports  as  follows  :* 

"Thero  aro  no  legal  proceeding*  whalers 
pending  af^inat  me  in  connection  with  thi 
National  Discount  Company  of  Ireland,  nor 
haye  there  ever  been  in  connection  with  that 
or  any  other  Company  or  person.*' 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  As  regards  ths 
Board  of  Works,  it  appears  that  tha 
officer  alluded  to  had  ceased  for  some 
time  to  be  a  Director  of  the  Compsny, 
and  there  is  no  knowledge  of  the  exig- 
ence of  any  legal  proceedings  agsinrt 
him. 

Mr.  BIGOAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  whether  he  considered 
it  a  proper  position  for  the  Auditor  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  occupy 
to  bo  a  Director  of  a  Company  of  i 
speculative  nature  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  replied,  that  thit 
was  a  large  question,  about  which  then 
might  be  several  opinions ;  but,  as  hx 
as  any  Member  of  the  Government  ooald 
give  an  independent  opinion,  he  did  not 
think  there  could  be  any  interference 
in  the  matter  unless  new  regalations 
were  laid  down  fur  the  guidance  of  offi- 
cers of  the  Civil  Service. 

IRELAND— KINGSTOWN-THE 
GRESHAM  GROUNDS. 
Mil.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretsiy  to 
the  Treasury,  If  the  Board  of  Worb 
has,  since  promise  given  last  Sesfion, 
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refitored  the  portion  of  the  Oresham 
Qrounds  at  Kingstown,  which  has  been 
used  as  a  kitchen  garden,  to  its  original 
use,  namely,  as  a  place  of  resort  for  the 
public  ? 

Mk.  COURTNEY:  I  must  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  this  ground  was 
neyer  opened  to  the  public.  When  it 
ceased  to  be  useful  for  the  harbour 
works,  it  was  disposed  of  to  the  Boyal  | 
Marine  Hotel  Company,  on  condition 
that  it  should  be  used  as  an  ornamental 
garden  attached  to  the  hotel.  This  con- 
dition was  infringed  by  its  being  in  part 
used  as  a  kitchen  garden ;  and  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Hotel  Company  has  been 
twice  called  to  the  fact.  They  haye 
now  promised  to  turn  it  into  a  pleasure 
nound  as  soon  as  the  present  crop  shall 
have  been  consumed. 

Mr.  HEALT  was  understood  to  say 
that  a  similar  undertaking  had  been 
given  before  and  not  carried  out. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONTABULARY— 
ASSAULTS  BY  POLICEMEN. 

M&.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  four  policemen  from  Kilkishen 
and  Cullane,  county  Clare,  visited  Tulla 
on  the  24th  October,  and,  having  got 
drunk  on  their  way  back,  assaulted  a 
man  named  John  Howard  and  his  mother, 
as  well  as  a  man  named  O'Dea ;  whether 
one  of  them  struck  Mrs.  Howard  with  the 
stock  of  his  rifle ;  whether  O'Dea  nar- 
rowly escaped  a  bayonet  thrust ;  whether 
Howard  went  immediately  to  the  police 
barrack  at  Tulla  to  report  the  outrage ; 
whether  he  was  told  there  he  should 
make  information  of  his  assailants ;  whe- 
ther he  then  called  upon  the  deputy 
clerk  of  petty  sessions  to  have  informa- 
tions made,  and  was  informed  by  him 
that  he  would  get  no  satisfaction,  and 
that  he  had  better  go  home  and  let  the 
matter  drop,  or  that  he  would  receive 
annoyance  from  the  police;  and,  what 
notice  the  Government  have  taken  of 
the  matter  ? 

Mb.  TREVELTAN  :  I  have  obtained 
a  Heport  on  this  case;  but  I  do  not 
consiaer  it  a  satisfactory  Report,  and  I 
have  directed  further  inquiry  to  be  made. 

LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  (IRELAND)— 
OMAGH  DISTRICT    ASYLUM-LIEUTE- 
NANT COLONEL  BUCHANAN. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 


Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  His  Excel- 
lency has  appointed  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Buchanan  (Clerk  of  Peace)  to  a  seat  on 
the  Governing  Board  of  Omagh  Asylum ; 
whether  he  was  aware  that  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Buchanan  is  County  Cess  Col- 
lector for  part  of  Tyrone;  that  the 
asylum  is  mainly  supported  out  of  this 
cess ;  that  Lieutenant  Colonel  Buchanan 
therefore  will  have  the  voting  away  of 
money  which  he  collects,  and  out  of 
which  he  is  paid ;  if  he  will  say  on  whose 
recommendation  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Buchanan  was  appointed  by  the  Lord 
lieutenant ;  and,  whether,  especially  as 
this  gentleman  already  has  a  brother  on 
the  board,  His  Excellency  will  make  a 
new  appointment,  after  local  consultation 
on  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN:  It  is  the  case 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  has  appointed 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Buchanan  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Board  of  the  Omagh 
District  Lunatic  Asylum.  His  Excel- 
lency informs  me  that  he  was  not  aware 
when  he  made  the  appointment  that 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Buchanan  was  county 
cess  collector  for  part  of  Tyrone;  but 
the  asylum  is  not  mainly  supported  out 
of  that  cess.  The  County  Fermanagh, 
as  well  as  the  County  Tyrone,  contributes 
to  its  support ;  and  the  contribution  of 
Government  is  estimated  at  more  than 
double  the  joint  contributions  of  the 
two  counties.  I  must  decline  to  state 
on  whose  recommendation  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Buchanan  was  appointed ;  but 
it  is  the  practice  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
to  ascertain  local  views  on  such  matters. 
I  believe  there  is  a  brother  of  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Buchanan  on  the  Board  of  Go- 
vernors; but  His  Excellency  has  no 
intention  of  making  a  new  appointment, 
nor  does  he  see  that  the  appointment  of 
barony  cess  collector  is  any  bar  to  any 
person  being  appointed  a  Governor  of 
the  asylum  for  the  same  county. 

CRIME  (IRELAND)-ATTEMPTED  MUR- 
DER  OF  MR.  CARTER  IN  MAYO  CO.— 
COST  OF  ATTENDANCE  OF  SURGEON 
WHEELER. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  sole  reason  of  the  Irish 
Government  for  postponing  the  settle- 
ment of  Dr.  Wheeler's  claim  for  attend- 
ing Mr.  Shean  Carter  is  the  hope  that 
he  may  recover  the  same  from  Mr. 
Carter  out  of  the  amount  (if  any)  that 
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may  be  awarded  to  him  under  the  Act 
of  last  Session ;  when  said  application 
of  Mr.  Carter  is  expected  to  be  disposed 
of;  whether  the  Government  have  ap- 
prised Mr.  Carter  what  they  conceive  to 
bo  his  liability  to  Dr.  Wheeler ;  and,  is 
there  any  objection  to  produce  the  Cor- 
respondence between  Dr.  Wheeler  and 
the  Irish  Government  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  considera- 
tion of  Dr.  Wheeler's  claim  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  public  funds  for  his  attendance 
on  Mr.  Carter  has  been  postponed,  pend- 
ing Mr.  Carter's  application  for  com- 
pensation under  the  1 9th  section  of  the 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  as  Mr.  Carter 
may,  as  the  result  of  it,  be  in  a  position 
to  pay  Dr.  Wheeler  a  reasonable  sum 
for  his  attendence.  Mr.  Carter's  appli- 
cation will,  it  is  expected,  be  heard 
early  in  December.  The  Government 
have  apprised  Mr.  Carter,  through  his 
solicitors,  of  what  they  consider  to  be 
their  position  towards  Dr.  Wheeler  in 
the  matter.  [Mr.  Gibson  :  What  is 
that?"]  It  is  a  very  peculiar  one.  If 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
wishes  to  move  for  the  Correspondence, 
he  can  have  it.  As  regards  Dr.  Wheeler's 
claim,  the  matter  in  question  was  arranged 
by  the  late  Mr.  Burke.  I  prefer  to  read 
the  Minute  which  is  on  record — namely, 
that  of  Mr.  Hamilton,  who  was  em- 
powered by  Mr.  Burke  to  communicate 
with  Surgeon  Wheeler.     He  says — 

"  I  did  not  find  Surgeon  Wheeler  at  home, 
but  ho  called  on  the  18th  of  March  at  the 
Ca8tle,^and,Mr.  Burke  authorised  me  to  inform 
him  that  if  Mr.  Carter  ig  unable  to  pay  your 
fees  for  attendance  on  him  in  consequence  of 
his  having  been  fired  at  and  dangerously 
wounded  on  the  13th  instant,  he  shall  submit 
your  claim  for  such  attendance  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  it  will  receive  every  consideration." 

That  is  the  only  "evidence  on  record  of 
what  passed.  There  is  no  Minute  that 
governs  this  question ;  and  all  one  can 
say  is  that  Mr.  Burke,  who  at  that  time 
was  working  1 1  hours  a-day  every  day 
in  the  week,  was  occasionally  obliged, 
no  doubt,  to  transact  some  important 
business  without  due  official  safeguards. 
The  recollection  of  the  gentleman  in  the 
office  is  exactly  that  of  Mr.  Hamilton, 
that  the  assistance  from  the  public  funds 
was  entirely  dependent  on  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Carter  was  unable  to  pay.  Nor 
was  there  any  definite  sum  mentioned, 
nor  anything  to  show  that  Mr.  Burke 
in  the  least  contemplated  these  very 
large  charges. 

Ifr.  Oibion 


Mr.  GIBSON  said,  as  the  ri^t  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  answered  his  Qaes- 
tion  in  detail  or  categorically,  he  vas 
obliged  to  ask  him  if  on   each  occasion 
Dr.   Wheeler    did    not    report   to  the 
Government  that  he  visited  Mr.  Garter, 
and  the  result  of  his  visit,  and  was  it 
not  the  fact  that  the  Government  on  no 
one  single  occasion  took  exception  to  Dr. 
Wheeler's  continued  attendance  on  Mr. 
Carter,  and   that  Mr.  Garter  distinctly 
apprised  the  Gt)vemment  within  the  last 
week  that  Mr.  Carter's  whole  income, 
derived  from  rent  not  very  well  paid,  to 
maintain  his  wife  and  children  and  him- 
self was  only  £200  a-year ;  and  whether 
the  postponement  of  the  settlement  of 
Dr.  Wheeler's  claim  was  owing  to  the 
hope  that  he  might  recover  the  same 
from  Mr.  Carter  out  of  the  amount  that 
might  be  awarded  to  him  ander  the  Act 
of  last  Session. 

Mr.  TEEYELTAN  said,  those  were 
Questions  of  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  should  give  Notice. 
All  he  could  say  now  was  that  the  offer 
of  Mr.  Burke  to  assist  Mr.  Carter  in 
paying  Surgeon  Wheeler's  aoooant 
depended  entirely  upon  whether  Mr. 
Carter  was  able  to  pay  or  not. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  Is  it  a  fact  that  the 
Government  send  down  leading  Dublin 
surgeons  on  their  own  responsibility,  and 
refuse  to  pay  them  unless  they  first  send 
in  an  application  to  the  person  attended? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  That  Question 
is,  in  fact,  a  statement.  The  only  evi* 
dence  we  have  on  the  point  is  that 
Mr.  Hamilton  says  Mr.  Burke  told  him 
to  inform  Dr.  Wheeler  that  if  Mr.  Carter 
was  unable  to  pay  him  (Dr.  WheelerJ 
for  his  attendance  the  Government  would 
pay  him.  If  Mr.  Carter  obtained  com- 
pensation under  the  Act,  that  would 
enable  him  to  pay  Dr.  Wheeler  a  reason- 
able sum.  The  Government  conceiTO 
that  Mr.  Burke  did  not  bind  them  to 
anything. 

Mr.  GIBSON:  Then,  am  I  to  under- 
stand that  tlie  Government  repudiate 
the  engagement  of  Mr.  Burke  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  On  the  oontraiy, 
they  intend  to  fulfil  exactly  the  repre- 
sentation made  by  him. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND) -CLEBK 
OF   PETTY   SESSIONS   (COUNTY 
LEITRIM). 
Colonel  O'BELRNE  asked  the  Chirf 
Secretary  to   the   Lord  Ideutenant  of 
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Ireland,  If  he  will  state  in  what  man- 
ner, and  by  whom,  is  the  inquiry  con- 
dneted,  that  is  at  present  taking  place, 
into  the  ciroumstisinces  attending  the 
deetion  of  Clerk  of  Petty  Sessions  for 
the  districts  of  Dromod  and  Drumsna, 
ooanty  Leitrim,  vacant  since  December 
1881 ;  and,  when  is  such  inquiry  likely  to 
terminate ;  and,  if  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  copy  of  the  Oor- 
respondence  and  Beport  of  the  Inquiry  ? 
Mb.  TBEYELYAN:  The  matter  is 
■till  under  consideration  by  the  Irish 
QoTemment,  and^I^cannot  give  a  definite 
answer.  I  regret  that  I  cannot  answer  the 
Qaeation  till  next  week ;  but  I  will  let 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  know 
as  soon  as  the  matter  is  settled. 

LAND  IMPROVEMENT  ACTS  (IRELAND) 
—IRON-ROOFED  HAY  SHEDS. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
the  Treasury  refuse  to  advance  money 
in  Ireland  for  the  construction  of  iron- 
roofed  hay  sheds  save  under  special  and 
Idgh  terms ;  and  whether,  if  so,  he  will 
oonaider  the  propriety  of  encouraging 
•ach  useful  G^^cultural  improvements  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY:  Loans  for  iron- 
Toofed  hay  sheds  are  made  under  the 
Mune  conditions  as  other  loans  under 
the  liand  Improvement  Acts;  but  as 
the  GK>vemment  are  advised  that  such 
xoofa  can  scarcely  ever  last  for  so  long 
as  85  years,  it  has  been  necessary  to 
require  repayment  of  loans  for  them  in 
the  shorter  period  of  22  years — the  only 
altematiTe  offered  by  the  Acts. 

EGYPT— SURRENDER  OF  ARABI 

PASHA. 

Mb.  BOURKE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  To 
state  to  the  House  the  circumstances 
nnder  which  Arab!  Pacha  surrendered 
his  sword,  and  the  statement  made  by 
Jiim  upon  that  occasion  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.DILKE:  We  have 
learned  from  Colonel  Stewart  that  he 
was  in  possession  of  letters  from  the 
Khedive  to  the  Prefect  of  Police  at 
Cairo.  The  Prefect  of  Police  was 
directed  to  make  a  prisoner  of  Arabi 
Pasha.  Colonel  Stewart  offered  to 
accompany  the  Prefect  of  Police  with  30 
men ;  out  the  Prefect  said  that  he  could 
make  Arabi  prisoner  without  British 
yiifitanre     When  the  Prefect  returned 


with  Arabi  Pasha  the  latter  handed  his 
sword  to  Qeneral  Drury-Lowe,  and 
began  to  make  a  speech  in  Arabic. 
General  Drury-Lowe  informed  him  that 
it  was  not  in  his  power  to  discuss  poli- 
tical questions  with  him ;  but  that  his 
duty,  as  representing  the  Khedive,  was  to 
make  a  prisoner  of  nim  unconditionally. 
We  have  no  official  report  of  the  words 
of  the  speech  in  Arabic  which  Arabi 
Pasha  had  begun  to  make. 

Mb.  BOURKE  :  Is  it  untrue,  as  Th$ 
TimeH^  Correspondent  states,  that  Arabi 
Pasha  declared  that  he  surrendered 
to  the  clemency  of  the  English  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  should 
not  say  it  was  untrue ;  but  we  cannot 
speak  definitely  as  to  the  words,  because 
the  speech  was  made  in  Arabic,  and 
there  was  no  one  there  to  report  them. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND)-OVERCROWD. 
ING  IN  LUNATIC  WARDS. 

Mb.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  If  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  evils  arising  from  overcrowding  in 
the  lunatic  wards  of  workhouses,  espe- 
cially at  Saint  Pancras  and  at  the  Dudley 
Union  Workhouse ;  whether  with  refer- 
ence to  the  latter  he  has  noticed  the 
following  passage  in  the  last  Beport  of 
the  Commissioners  in  Lunacy,  pp.  159, 
160:— 

"  Attention  has  been  drawn  by  the  Visiting 
Commissioners  for  several  years  past  to  the 
overcrowding  of  the  lunatic  wards,  but  it  con- 
tinues to  be  as  great  as  ever,  and  nothing  has 
been  done,  nor  as  far  as  I  can  learn  is  anything 
in  immediate  contemplation  with  a  view  to 
remove  or  abate  the  evil  which  in  the  male 
lunatic  ward  day  room  is  indeed  becoming  worse 
every  year ; " 

whether  he  has  noticed  the  following  ex- 
traordinary statement  of  the  Commis- 
sioners : — 

"  In  the  dormitories  of  this  ward  also  the  beds 
are  so  close  that  they  touch  each  other  at  the 
sides,  and  the  patients  have  to  climb  into  and 
out  of  their  beds  over  the  bottom,'* 

with  other  observations  of  a  painful 
character ;  and,  whether  he  will  take  im- 
mediate steps  to  remedy  the  evils  com- 
plained of? 

Me.  DODSON:  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  evils  arising  from  over- 
crowding in  the  lunatic  wards  of  the 
St.  Pancras  and  Dudley  Workhouses, 
and  I  have  not  failed  to  communicate 
with  the  Guardiaus  on  the  subject.     As 
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plaint  as  to  the  overcrowding  of  lunatica  that  they  have  not  refused  to  accept  u 

will  be  removed.     Aa   rcgtii'da  Dudley,  indemnity  where  the  indemnity  was  anffi- 

tho   statement  of  the  Visiting   Lunacy  ciont  and  latiafactory. 

Commissioners  appeared  ho  sevioua  that  Mr.  GIVAN  :  Will  the  Govemmeiit 

the  Local  Qovornment   Board   at  once  bring  in  some  measure  enabling  them 

directed  one  of  their  Liapertora  to  make  to  do  eo  ? 

ft  epecial  Report  on  the  wcrltliouso.  This  Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  I  cannot  anivtr 

Iteport  confirmed  that  of  the  Cummis-  that  Question  at  the  present  moment. 
sioners,  and  the  Biiard  accordingly  urged 

the  Guardians  to  tako  steps  to  remedy  IXTOXICATIKO    LIQUOR   (LICEN'SIXS) 

the    existing  defects.      Plana  were  sub-  ACT,  1872— SECS.  U   AND   IS-BEKB- 

mitted  which  wo  held  to  be  inadequate,  HOUSES  IS  CHATHAM. 

Amended  plans  have,  consequently,  been  Mr.  OAINE  asked  the  Secretary  of 

prepared,  and  those  are  now  under  eon-  gtafo  for  the  Home  Department,  If  ba 

Sideration.     With  respect  to  workhouaea  has  seen  the  Return,  No.  375,  moved  for 

generally,  there  is  no  reason  to  suppose  by  Mr.  M-Laren, 

that  the  lunatic  wards  are  overcrowded :  ,                   ,.„,..„ 

and  the  Comuii..8ioner8  espreasly  atata  „     k'""^  *  l^."""^  °L^"^m*  ST*-,^ 

.,     .  ,  ■     *^  .■     ■^1.1     ■  BoerhoiisM  rwpectively  used  M  BrothelnnlliM 

that,  as  a  rule,  progress  la  noticeable  m  the  diatricl^  .ubjwtod  to  the  Contagion*  Ki- 

the  manner  in  which  lunatic  inmates  are  Gases  Acta  ; " 

cared  for  by  the  Guardians.  .^  ^-^  attention  baa  been  called  totba 

Return  for  1881,   on   page  82  of  that 

LAND   LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,   1881—  Hetum,  where  it  is  shown  that  intlw 

PART  v.  — PURCITASE   CLAUSE,S  —  townof  Chatham  there  are  eight  liMaaed 

ADVANCES  TO  IRISH  TENANTS.  public  houses   known  by  the  pohce  to 

»»      njxrk-tj      1    J  ii      rw  t  a  have  been  uaod  ae  brothels  for  periodi 

Mr.  GIVAN  askod  tho  Chief  Secre-  „»  p lo  »„  ii j    .:„„.  ;..^ 

.,     ,      T  -r  -     .  .    >■  T    1      >  01  trom  I  If  to  17  years  ;  and,  since  it  >p- 

tary  to  the  Lord  Jjieuteuant  of  Ireland,  „„        , ,i„     „„     -u  »         ii,  .  .u. 

TiTL  iL     ,.1     1  '  L  T       in         ■    ■  pears  from  the  same  Return  that  Uw 

Wheth.r.ho  In.h  Land  Commis.ioaer.  i„n„ri,i„  „,  ch.lh.a.  ha,e  nererpm. 

vances   to   enable  tenants   to  purchase  i  „  j  f:       .i,„  i„  „  „  _:  j    ■       v;.i, 

.,    •     L  11'  J       11  ^  c  *!■  ,,  mi.  houses  during  the  long  periods  in  wDica 

th.ir  holding,  under  Part  5  of  "The  fte;  hav,  be.n  kno»n  lo  Ihe  polio. « 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act     SSI, 'when  t„^i„,     if  he  will  take  .top.  iTtam 

the  holding,  ,od  are  jointly  .uliject  to  y^,  p„,i,ion.  of  the  3i  and  ,16  Fi..  a 

and  whether  the  Commi..ioner.  deeline.        g„  ^illIAM  HAKOOUET  :  Tn 

or  allege  they  have  not  power  to  appor-  Sir  ;  I  have  ..en  the Hotnra.    Th.peli« 

tion  euch  foe  farm  rent,  or  other  head  ^^^'^  ^^^^  renrewmtation.  to  the^oi 

rent,  and  rrf.i.o  to  .oaotion  the  mode  of  ,„n„riUe.,  whU  I  hope  willp«l  iHag. 

indemnity  in  such  cases  adopted  by  the      „ '    „..■  j-_  *        *    ,.■ 

Landed  E.tale.  Conrt;  and!  it  .ofwUl  »!»»  •  »<"•  »l"f"tory  fooOne- 
the  Government  take   stops  to  remove  .,„   „   „,„    „  ,_„, 

this  serious  reatiiction  to  the  operation  ^N^'^KD  NAVIGATION    (IBELACT)- 
of  the  Pnrehaso  Clausos  P            ^  THE  RIVER  BARBOW. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  Tho  Irish  Land        Mr.    ARTHUR    O'CONNOR  aahd 

Co  mm  is  si  on  era    have   refuaed   to   make  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lotd  LiW- 

advances   in  certain  cases  on  holdings  tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  hie  attoi- 

which  it  was  proposed  to  sell  subject  to  tion   has    been    called    to   a  rea6hti<n 

bead  renta  bearing  a  largo  proportion  passed  by  the  Mountmellick  Boud  of 

of  the  annual  value,  on  tlio  ground  tliat  Guardians    on    the  28th    utt.    to  tlw 

the  eeeurity  was  inaufficient.     They  have  etFeet  that  the  state  of  the  River  BiiW 

in  other  caaes  refused  to  grant  loans  of  ia  auch  aa  to  make  it  impossible  to  kttp 

three-fourths  of  the  purchase  money  of  the  town  of  Portarlington  in  a  prop' 
Mr.  Dedion 
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sanitary  oondition  ;  and,  whether  he  will 
obtain  and  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
Hoase  an  official  Report  upon  the  injury 
done  by  the  river  to  the  town  of  Portar- 
lington,  and  to  the  land  on  its  banks  in 
the  barony  of  Portnahinoh,  in  the 
Queen's  County  ? 

Mb.  TBEYELTAN:  I  have  seen  a 
copy  of  the  Besolution  referred  to  by  the 
hop.  Member.  It  is  dated  the  28th 
ultimo,  and  was  forwarded  by  the  Board 
of  Guardians  to  the  Local  Government 
Board.  That  Board  have  instructed  one 
of  the  Medical  Inspectors  to  report 
whether  the  sanitary  condition  of  the 
town  of  Portarlington  is  injuriously 
affected  by  the  state  of  the  Biver  Bar- 
row. When  I  receive  that  Beport  I 
shall  be  able  to  judge  whether  or  not  it 
ought  to  be  presented  to  Parliament. 

POST  OFFICE  (TELEGRAPH  DEPART- 
MENT) —  OVERHEAD  TELEGRAPH 
WIRES  IN  THE  METROPOLIS. 

Sib  HENBY  TYLEB  asked  the  Post- 
master  General,  What  progress  has  been 
made  during  the  present  year  in  reduc- 
ing the  numbers  of  Post  Office  overhead 
wires  in  the  Metropolitan  area,  and  to 
inform  the  House  of  the  numbers  and 
lengths  of  such  wires  on  the  1st 
January,  Ist  July,  and  Ist  November 
1882,  as  well  as  of  the  numbers  and 
leng^  of  wires  laid  under  ground  at 
the  same  periods  within  the  same  area  ? 

Mb.  FAWOETT:  When  the  hon. 
Member  asked  me  for  information  as  to 
the  extent  of  overg^und  and  under- 
g^und  wires  in  June  of  last  year  I 
stated  that  within  a  radius  of  four  miles 
of  the  General  Post  Office  there  were 
belonging  to  the  Department  in  March 
of  that  year  4,388  miles  of  underground 
wires  and  500  of  overground.  At  the  pre- 
sent time  the  underground  wires  within 
the  same  radius  Have  been  increased  to 
4,953,  and  the  overground  to  only  519, 
and  this  latter  small  increase  is  chiefly 
due  to  the  doubling  of  existing  wires,  in 
consequence  of  private  telegraph  wires 
being  converted  into  telephone  wires. 
Within  a  radius  of  a  mile  of  the  Post 
Offioe,  which  of  course  includes  the  most 
crowded  part  of  London,  the  proportion 
of  underground  to  overground  wires  is 
still  larger,  the  figures  being  1,822  miles 
of  the  former  to  not  quite  58  of  the 
latter.  I  have  detailed  Beturns,  which 
•how  that  by  far  the  greater  number  of 


the  overground  wires  belong,  not  to  the 
Post  Office,  but  to  private  tSephone  and 
other  Companies.  Thus,  over  one  tho> 
roughfare  in  the  Oity  there  are  97  over- 
ground wires,  and  only  three  belong  to 
the  Post  Office. 

PREVENTION  OF  CHIME  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1881  —  COMPENSATION  FOR 
MALICIOUS  BURNING  OF  DWELL. 
ING-H0U8E. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  at  a  recent  special  Sessions 
held  in  Athenry,  county  Galway,  the 
sitting  magistrates  awarded  Lord  Dun- 
sandle  the  sum  of  £30  as  compensation 
for  a  house  accidentally  or  maliciously 
burned ;  and,  whether  Mr.  Martin  O'Hal- 
loran  offered  in  open  court  to  rebuild  the 
house  for  the  sum  of  £8  15«.,  at  the 
same  time  tenderinfi^  two  solvent  persons 
as  bail  in  £100  each  as  security  for  the 
due  and  proper  performance  of  the 
work? 

Me.  TREVELYAN  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  facts  are  correctly  stated  in  the 
Question,  except  that  the  house  was 
certainly  maliciously,  not  accidentally, 
burned,  and  that  Martin  O'Halloran's 
tender  was  for  £7  15«.  I  understand 
that  the  magistrates  considered  the  ten- 
der altogether  inadequate,  and  did  not 
accept  it,  as  they  knew  it  could  not  be 
fulfilled.  In  any  case  the  matter  is  not 
one  in  which  the  Government  has  any 
power  to  interfere. 

ARMY  —  RETURN  OF  THE  EXPEDI- 
TIONARY  FORCE  FROM  EGYPT— THE 
84th  regiment. 

Sib  henry  FLETCHER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  following 
statement,  which  appeared  in  the  morn- 
ing newspapers  of  Isovember  7th,  dated 
Aldershot, 

"  That  on  the  aniTal  of  the  84th  Regiment 
from  Egypt  this  eyening,  amid  a  great  down- 
fall of  rain,  not  a  bed,  or  any  food  or  fire,  had 
been  pzoWded  for  them  in  anv  shape  or  form, 
and  1,000  men,  wet  and  cold,  marched  into 
empty  barracks,  utterly  destitute  of  the  small- 
est comfort ;  " 

and  whether  the  statement  is  well 
founded  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  This  is  a  matter 
within  the  responsibility  of  the  com- 
manding officer  of  the  battalion,  under 
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Section  15  of  the  Queen's  Begulations. 
I  have  made  inquiries,  and  I  find  that 
in  this  instance  the  barracks  were  ready 
for  the  reception  of  the  men,  and  that 
tea  and  bread  were  issued  to  them  on 
their  arrival,  and  beer  and  cheese  later. 
Four  blankets  per  man  were  also  pro- 
vided. The  Begulations  appear  to  have 
been  properly  observed  by  all  concerned, 
and  are,  no  doubt,  sufficient  for  ordinary 
cases  of  home  reliefs;  but  I  am  not 
satisfied  that  they  make  sufficient  provi- 
sion for  cases  like  the  present,  of  a  bat- 
talion being  moved  into  barracks  at  once 
on  landing  from  foreign  service,  without 
giving  time  for  sending  on  an  advance 
party  to  take  over  the  barracks,  and 
arrange  for  the  reception  of  the  batta- 
lion ;  and  I  have  given  orders  to  have 
these  old  Regulations  reconsidered. 

Sir  henry  FLETCHER :  May  I 
ask  whether  there  was  firing,  and  wood 
and  coal  provided  for  them  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  I  stated  that  I 
thought  the  Regulations  on  the  subject 
of  fire  had  been  observed  ;  but  I  do  not 
think  they  are  adequate  Regulations, 
and  I  shall  take  care  to  have  them  re- 
vised on  that  point  especially. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— THE 
IRISH  MILITIA. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
call  out  the  Irish  Militia  for  training  in 
the  year  1883? 

Mr.  CHIIjDERS  :  I  am  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  answer  the  noble  Lord's  Ques- 
tion at  present.  The  calling  out  of 
Militia  regiments  for  training  is  never 
settled  till  the  Estimates  are  n-amed. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— THE 
COUNTY  COURT  JUDGE  OF  LEI- 
TRIM  —  APPOINTMENT  OF  COURT 
VALUERS. 

Mk.  BRODRICK  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  it  is  the  case  that  Mr.  Waters, 
Q.C.  County  Court  Judge  of  the  county 
Leitrim,  appointed  a  person  named  Ber- 
nard Kane  as  Court  Valuer  for  the 
Ballinamore  Quarter  Sessions  district  in 
cases  of  fixing  judicial  rents  to  be  heard 
by  him ;  wliethor  Mr.  Kane  is  a  tenant 
farmer  residing  in  the  same  district  ; 
and,  whether  his  annual  valuation  ex- 
ceeds £15? 

J/r.  Childers 


Mb.  TBEVELYAN  :  The  Qnestion  of 
the  hon.  Member  is  one  of  a  warm  of 
similar  Questions  which  have  been  put 
to  me  by  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House.  I  think  I  cannot  deal  with 
the  matter  otherwise  than  by  reading  aa 
extract  from  a  letter  addressed  to  mj 
Secretary  by  Mr.  Waters,  on  the  30th  of 
last  month,  in  reference  to  one  of  the 
Questions  put  on  the  Paper  by  thenobk 
Lord  the  Member  for  Down  (Lord 
Arthur  Hill).  The  extract  is  as  fol- 
lows:— 

'*  I  would  put  it  to  the  conflideTation  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  whether  I  should  answer  uj 
more  such  Questiona.  If  I  do  anything  wnqg 
in  my  official  position  let  them  move  in  the 
proper  manner  to  have  me  dismissed." 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAXDj-RESI- 
DENT  MAGISTRATES— CO3IPULS0ET 
RETIliEMENT. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  In* 
land,  Whether  it  is  the  case  thatanum- 
ber  of  the  resident  magistrates  in  Ire- 
land have  recently  been  informed  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  that  he  had  no  further 
occasion  for  their  services,  and  were  die- 
missed  from  their  offices  without  reason 
or  cause  being  assigned ;  if  it  is  true 
that  several  of  these  gentlemen,  being 
still  in  the  prime  of  life,  and  under  sixty 
years  of   age,   protested   against  such 
proceeding  as  arbitrary,  and  requested 
to  be  informed  on  what  grounds  they 
were  removed,  but  received  no  reply  be- 
yond being  informed  that  the  decision  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  final ;  if  it  ii 
also  true  that  some  of  them  requested  to 
be  granted  an  interview  either  with  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  or  the  Under  Secretazy, 
and  were  refused  ;  whether  there  is  any 
precedent  for  the  course  which  has  been 
adopted  ;  and,  whether  there  is  any  ob- 
jection to  lay  upon  the  Table  the  Corre- 
spondence which  has  taken  place  on  the 
subject  between  the   Under  SecretaiT 
and  Major  Percy,  Captain  Wynne,  lad 
Mr.  Denvehy? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Twelve  Beii- 
dent  Magistrates  have  recently  been  re- 
quired to  retire.  It  was  the  same  retire- 
ment as  that  which  was  announced  to 
the  House  at  the  earlier  part  of  the 
Session.  Of  these,  seven  were  sn^ 
annuated  on  the  ground  of  age,  it  bfting 
stated  in  the  letter  sent  to  them  that  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  considered  it  essential 
that  gentlemen  of  advanced  age  shoold 
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no  longer  remain  in  active  service  as 
Hesident  Magistrates.  Five  others  were 
required  to  retire,  as  it  was  considered 
desirable  to  replace  them  by  more  effi- 
cient men.  Four  of  the  five  protested 
ag^itist  retirement,  and  were  informed 
that  His  Excellency  found  himself  unable 
to  alter  his  decision,  which  had  been 
arrived  at  after  careful  consideration. 
Two  of  these  gentlemen  had  interviews 
both  with  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the 
Under  Secretary.  In  one  case,  the 
magistrate  who  applied  for  an  interview 
was  informed  that  His  Excellency  did 
not  think  any  good  result  would  follow 
from  an  interview.  There  are  numerous 
precedents  for  the  course  which  has 
been  adopted,  which  is  entirely  within 
the  spirit  of  the  provisions  of  Glause  7  of 
tbe  Superannuation  Apt  of  1859.  It  is 
not  usual  to  lay  copies  of  such  Corre- 
spondence on  the  Table,  and  I  think 
I  must  decline  to  do  so  in  this  case,  but 
merely  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be 
establishing  a  precedent. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  said,  he  would 
bring  the  subject  before  the  House  at  the 
earliest  opportunity. 

SUPERANNUATION  ACT,  1869  —  CON- 
DITIONS AS  TO  SUPERANNUATION 
ALLOWANCES. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Fi- 
nancial Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  there  is  any  power  given  to 
the  Treasury  by  '*  The  Superannuation 
Act,  1859,"  to  grant  superannuation 
allowances  to  persons  under  sixty  years 
of  age,  unless  upon  medical  certificate 
of  permanent  infirmity;  if  no  such 
power,  if  he  will  state  under  what  Act 
of  Parliament  pensions  will  be  granted 
to  the  resident  magistrates  under  sixty 
years  of  age  lately  dismissed  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  and  the  amount  of  the 
pensions  in  each  case ;  and,  if  he  will 
also  state  the  reasons  why  no  intimation 
has  yet  been  given  to  them  of  the 
amount  of  their  pensions,  though  their 
dismissal  took  place  in  July  ? 

Mb.  OOUETNEY:  Under  the  7th 
section  of  "  The  Superannuation  Act, 
1859,"  the  Treasury  have  power  to  grant 
to  any  person  removed  from*  the  Public 
Service  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating 
improvements  in  the  organization  of  the 
Department    to    which    he    belongs  a 

Social    compAsation     allowance,     al- 
ou^h    such   person    may   not   have 


attained  the  age  of  60.  The  Besident 
Magistrates  in  question  -  will  be  dealt 
with  under  this  power.  The  details  of 
their  cases  have  only  recently  reached 
the  Treasury;  but  there  will  be  no 
avoidable  delay  in  dealing  with  them. 
I  believe  they  remained  on  full  pay  until 
the  30th  September. 

POST  OFFICE— POSTING   LETTERS   BT 
SUNDAY  MAILS. 

Mr.  BEODRIGK  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  a  letter-box  is  attached  to  the 
Post  Office  carriage  on  mail  trains,  and 
is  available  at  the  station  of  departure 
as  well  as  at  all  stations  at  which  the 
trains  stop  on  week  days,  and  is  not 
available  at  the  station  of  departure  on 
Sundays,  although  open  at  all  other 
stations,  he  will  endeavour  to  accommo- 
date those  of  the  Metropolitan  public 
who  are  thus  excluded,  and  who  are 
willing  to  pay  the  extra  fee  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  The  possibility  of 
affording  to  the  Metropolitan  public  the 
same  opportunity  which  now  exists  else- 
where 01  posting  letters  in  mail  trains 
on  Sundays  as  well  as  on  week  days,  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers,  has 
been  considered ;  and,  as  I  believe  it 
will  be  possible  to  give  the  accommoda- 
tion without  any  appreciable  increase  of 
Sunday  labour,  I  may  state  that  on  and 
after  Sunday  next  letters  can  be  posted 
at  the  London  railway  stations  by  the 
mail  trains  on  the  payment  of  a  late  fee, 
in  the  same  way  as  on  week  days.  I 
think  it  will  be  well  that  the  plan  shall, 
in  the  first  instance,  be  worked  ex- 
perimentally ;  because,  if  it  should  lead 
to  any  inconvenient  increase  in  the  work 
which  has  to  be  done  in  the  travelling 
post  offices,  the  subject  will  have  to  be 
reconsidered. 

EGYPT— SIR  GARNET  WOLSELET  AND 
BAKER  PASHA. 

Mr:  O'KELLY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  telegrams  were 
sent  by  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  to  Baker 
Pacha,  urging  him  to  accept  the  ap- 
pointment of  Qeneralissimo  of  the  Egyp- 
tian Army;  whether  these  telegrams 
were  of  a  pressing  nature,  and  whether 
they  had  any  influence  in  deciding  Baker 
Pacha  to  quit  the  Turkish  Army ;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Ctovernment  has 
been,  or  is  likely  to  be,  consulted  b^  tho 
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Khedive  in  the  re-orp^auization  of  the 
Egyptian  Army ;  and,  if  po,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  inquire 
into  tlie  circumstances  attending  Baker 
Pacha's  departure  from  Constantinople 
before  consenting  to  his  appointment  as 
commanding  officer  of  the  Egyptian 
Army? 

Mr.  CHILDEES  :  I  have  already  in- 
formed the  hoD.  Member,  in  answer  to 
Questions  on  the  2nd  and  6th  instant, 
that  no  official  communications  passed 
between  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  and  Baker 
Pasha,  either  before  or  after  the  latter 
was  applied  to  by  the  Khedive.  I  de- 
cline to  be  guilty  of  the  impertinence  of 
asking  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  what  his 
private  correspondence  may  have  been 
with  any  person  ;  and  I  should,  there- 
fore, have  been  unable  to  answer  the 
hon.  Member's  first  Question  had  I  not 
received  spontaneously  from  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley,  when  he  read  the  Question  in 
the  papers,  a  note  saj'iug  that  he  sent 
no  telegram  of  any  kind  whatever  to 
Baker  Paeha,  and  did  not  urge  him  in 
any  way  to  accept  the  appointment  in 
question. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— OUTDOOR  RE- 
LIEF—THE GUARDIANS  OF  TULLA 
UNION,  CO.  CLARE. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whetlier  any  communications  have  been 
made  to  him,  or  to  the  Irish  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  with  a  view  to  causing 
a  surcharge  to  be  made  against  Guar- 
dians of  the  Poor  in  the  Union  of  Tulla, 
County  Clare,  in  respect  of  out-door  re- 
lief granted  by  the  Board  of  that  Union 
early  in  the  present  year,  at  the  rate  of 
six  shillings  per  head  per  week,  to  ten- 
ants evicted  from  their  holdings  on  an 
estate  at  Kiltannon  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  President  of  the  English  Local 
Government  Board  has  lately  issued  in- 
structions that  the  Circular  of  the  Poor 
Law  Auditor  to  the  Metropolitan  Guar- 
dians, fixing  the  rate  of  maintenance  of 
pauper  children  in  Catholic  schools  at 
lour  shillings  per  week  per  head  should 
be  forthwith  cancelled,  and  the  sum  of 
six  shillings  substituted ;  the  money  to 
be  payable  to  the  Guardians  from  the 
Common  Poor  Fund  ;  also  wliothor  the 
St.  Pancras  Guardians  unanimously 
voted  the  six  shilling  rate  at  a  recent 
meeting;  and,  whether  the  Irish  Execu- 
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tive  will  take  steps  to  ensure  that  no 
charge  shall  be  made  against  individuil 
members  of  the  Tulla  Board  of  Giuff- 
dians,  in  respect  of  the  voting  by  thdr 
Board,  to  adults  and  others,  evided 
from  their  farms,  and  wholly  deprived 
of  their  means  of  living,  of  a  sum  not 
larger  than  that  allowed  by  the  Englidi 
Local  Government  Board  for  the  main- 
tenance of  pauper  children  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :    The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board   in    Dublin  have  re- 
ceived complaints  as  to  alleged  excsssive 
expenditure   on    out- door  relief  in  the 
Tulla  Union.   They  point  out  that  if  the 
ratepayers  of  the    Union  consider  thit 
there  has  been  illegal  or  exorbitant  ex- 
penditure in  the  cases  referred  to,  it  ii 
open  to  them  to  bring  the  matter  before 
the  Auditor.     The  Local    Government 
Board,  however,  have  no  power  to  caue 
a  surcharge  to   be  made.     The   95th 
section  of  the  Irish   Poor  Belief  Act 
leaves  the  question  of  disallowance  or 
deduction  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the 
Auditor ;  and  the  Board  would  have  no 
power  whatever  to   limit    the   chii]gf 
which  may  be  made    by  an   Auditor 
against  a  Guardian  or  Guardians  in  re- 
spect   of    illegal    or    exorbitant  relirf 
granted  by  them.     With  regard  to  the 
proceedings  of  the  English  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  I  have  ascertained  from 
that  Department  that  the  Board  did  not 
issue  any  such  instructions  as  those  re' 
ferred  to.  The  Local  Government  Board 
have,  under  an  Act  passed  this  Seesion, 
sanctioned  the  sum  of  6«.  a-week  as  the 
payment  which  may  be  made  in  respect 
of  any  pauper  child  sent  to  a  Metropoli- 
tan  Catholic    certified    school    by  the 
Guardians ;  and  in  the  case  of  the  St 
Pancras  Guardians  they  have  resolred 
to  pay  6«.   a-weok  in  respect  of  eeeh 
child  so  sent. 

TIIE  MAGISTRACY  {IRELAXD)-MEMO- 
RIAL  OF  RESIDENT  MAGISTRATES. 
SiE  PATEICK  O'BRIEN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Irish  (Joven- 
ment  have  taken  into  consideration  the 
memorial  of  the  Irish  resident  magi^ 
trates  presented  on  the  1 8th  of  NofOD- 
ber  last ;  and,  whether  the  Irish  Gh^rern- 
ment  have  arrived  at  any  decision  in  k* 
ference  to  it  ? 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  :  The  Irieh  Go- 
vernment has  considered  the  Memorial 
of  the  Eesident  Magistrates  presented  oQ 
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the  18th  of  November  last,  and  have  no 
present  intention  of  asking  for  legisla- 
tion to  increase  their  salaries.  As  re- 
gards their  allowances,  the  15«.  a-night 
formerly  allowed  to  them  when  absent 
on  duty  has  been  increased  to  a  guinea, 
and  in  place  of  a  commuted  allowance 
for  traTelling  the  actual  expenses  are 
now  repaid. 

OFFICIAL  MEDICAL  ASSISTANCE  (IHE- 
LAND)— CASE  OP  MR.  CARTER,  CO. 
MAYO. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  the  custom  to  send  expe- 
rienced surgeons  from  the  Castle  to  per- 
sons wounded  in  Lreland,  whether  by  the 
police  or  from  agrarian  causes ;  if  not, 
on  what  principle  one  was  sent  to  attend 
to  Mr.  Shaen  Carter,  and  out  of  what 
fund  their  fees  are  paid,  supposing 
poTcrty  on  the  patient's  part  ? 

Mb.  TREYELYAN  :  in  several  cases 
during  the  last  two  or  three  years  ex- 
perienced surgeons  have  been  employed 
by  the  Irish  Government  to  attend  upon 
persons  in  indigent  circumstances  injured 
by  the  police  or  from  agrarian  causes, 
and  their  fees  have  been  paid  out  of  the 
Vote  for  Law  Charges.  I  am  told  they 
were  all  for  moderate  amounts. 

EGYPT— TRIAL  OF  ARABI  PASHA. 

Mb.  BOURKE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
Arabi  Pacha  is  to  be  tried  under  special 
conditions  agreed  to  by  the  prisoner's 
counsel,  after  certain  special  modifica- 
tions have  been  introduced  to  meet  their 
views ;  what  is  the  sanction  and  autho- 
rity giving  these  conditions  and  modifi- 
cations the  effect  of  Law ;  can  these 
conditions  modify  the  Articles  of  the 
Tjfgj^iiaji  Code ;  and,  have  these  modi- 
fications been  introduced  expressly  for 
the  purpose  of  Arabi  Pacha's  trial  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  I  have 
already  given  all  the  information  we 
possess  with  regard  to  the  conditions  of 
procedure  agreed  to  for  the  trial  of 
Arabi.  I  must  decline  to  enter  into 
questions  of  Egyptian  law.  The  trial 
ia  by  a  court  martial ;  and  if  privileges 
not  usually  allowed  by  the  procedure 
under  Egyptian  law  have  been  conceded 
to  the  prisoners  in  this  case,  it  is,  and  at 
the  instance  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, for  the  sole  purpose  of  securing 


the  prisoners  a  fair  trial ;  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  the  prisoners  or  their 
counsel  are  dissatisned  with  the  condi* 
tions  laid  down. 

Mb.  BOUBKE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  will  inform  the  Mouse  what 
Article  of  the  Egyptian  Code  refers  to . 
the  first  charge  against  Arabi  Pacha  of 
having  abused  the  Flag  of  Truce  by 
withdrawing  troops  and  by  pillaging 
and  burning  Alexandria  while  it  was 
flying;  and,  what  Article  refers  to  the 
third  charge  against  Arabi  Pacha  of 
having  continued  the  War  after  Peace 
was  concluded  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
charges  mentioned  are  under  the  Otto- 
man Military  Code  ;  but  I  must  decline 
to  answer  further  Questions  as  to  the 
charges  against  Arabi  Pasha  pending 
the  &ial,  which  is  being  conducted  by 
an  Egyptian  court  martial,  and  not  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mb.  BOIJEKE  :  Will  the  hon.  Baro- 
net give  us  the  means  of  ascertaining 
where  these  Articles  are  to  be  found  ?  I 
understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  refer 
me  the  other  day  to  the  work  of  Aris- 
tarchi  Bey ;  but  I  find  there  was  no  copy 
of  the  Egyptian  Code  in  the  library  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  If  the 
right  hon.  Member  desires  the  informa- 
tion, I  shall  be  glad  to  see  if  we  can  get 
a  translation  from  Egypt  of  the  Artides 
of  the  Ottoman  Military  Code.  I  have 
seen  copies,  both  of  the  Ottoman  Mili- 
tary Code  and  the  Ottoman  Penal  Code, 
and  I  believe  they  are  to  be  found  in 
the  Public  Libraries  of  this  country. 

Mb.  BOUBKE :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  on  an  early  day  I  will  move — 

"  That  this  House  regrets  that,  after  the 
unconditional  surrender  of  Arabi  Pacha  to 
British  authority,  he  was  delivered  over  to 
be  dealt  with  by  Egyptian  Tribunals  P  " 

Mb.  O'DONNELL:  Can  the  hon. 
Baronet  inform  the  House  whether  the 
Egyptian  court  martial  possesses  any 
authority,  or  is  it  backed  up  by  any 
force  in  Egypt  other  than  the  authority 
and  force  of  the  British  Oovemment  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  have 
already  declined,  on  several  occasions, 
to  answer  Questions  of  that  descrip- 
tion. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL:  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  shall  ask  the  Question 
again  on  Monday. 
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Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  Foreim  Affairs,  What 
was  the  date  of  the  telegrain  in  which 
Lord  Granville  laid  down  the  rule  that 
in  the  trial  of  Arabi  Pacha 

**  No  argumentB  or  c\'idonco  as  to  political 
motives  or  reasons  in  justification  of  the  offences 
charged  iliould  be  admitted,  but  only  such  as  go 
to  establish  or  disprove  the  truth  of  the  charges 
made ; " 

and,  was  he  then  aware  that  the  second 
Article  ofohargo  against  Arabi  was  '*  for 
having  incited  the  Egyptians  against 
the  Khedive's  Government,"  ana  that 
part  of  the  fourth  Article  was  *'for  in- 
citing the  people  to  Civil  War" — both 
said  Articles  involving  necessarily  the 
consideration  of  political  motives  and 
reasons  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  The 
date  of  the  telegram  was  October  16. 
The  charges  were  received  on  the  22nd 
of  that  month. 

Mr.  GIBSON:  On  the  receipt  of  the 
charges  did  Lord  Granville  think  it  ne- 
cessary to  make  any  modification  in  the 
rules  laid  down  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Will 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
give  Notice  of  the  Question  ? 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  If 
the  trial  of  Arabi  is  taking  place  under 
the  Ottoman  Military  Code,  will  it  be  in 
the  power  of  the  Sultan  to  pardon  him  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  did 
not  say  it  was  taking  place  under  the 
Ottoman  Military  Code. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  : 
Well,  the  Egyptian  Code  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  No, 
Sir  ;  the  trial  is  not  taking  place  under 
that  Code  either.  The  trial  is  taking  place 
under  court  martial.  I  stated  that  certain 
of  the  Articles  of  the  Ottoman  Military 
Code  were  quoted  and  referred  to ;  but 
the  trial  is  not  taking  place  under  that 
Code. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  :  I  should 
like  to  ask  whether,  in  the  event  of  a 
capital  sentence  being  passed  upon  Arabi 
Pasha,  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
take  any  steps  to  prevent  the  sentence 
being  carried  out  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
hon.  Baronet  knows  I  have  made  it  a 
rule  not  to  answer  Questions  on  this 
delicate  subject  without  Notice,  even 
though  the  answer  might  appear  per- 
fectly simple.  This  is,  moreover,  a 
Question  that  has  already  been  put. 


Mb.  LABOUOKERE:  Will  the  hon. 
Baronet  answer  the  very  simple  Ques- 
tion— under  what  Oode  is  Arabi  boing 
tried  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  My 
hon.  Friend  cannot  have  been  in  the 
House  a  few  minutes  ago  when  I  stated 
the  fact  clearly.  Arabi  Pasha  is  being 
tried  under  special  conditions,  which  an 
to  be  found  in  no  Code  whatever.  Thoee 
conditions  have  been  agreed  upon  be- 
tween the  Egyptian  Government  and 
the  prisoner's  counsel. 

Mr.  GORST  :  Have  these  special  con- 
ditions been  framed  since  Arabi  Pasha 
was  taken  prisoner,  and  have  they  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  Her  Majeoty^e 
Government  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question 
is  sufficiently  obvious ;  the  second  part 
of  the  Question  has  already  been  an- 
swered 

Mr.  DAWSON :  Have  the  Govern- 
ment conveyed  to  the  Court  about  to  txy 
Arabi  Pasha  that  already  a  verdict  has 
been  pronounced  in  this  House  that  he 
was  the  leader  of  a  military  rebellion  ? 

[No  reply  was  given.] 

THE  ARMY  ^lEDlCAL  SERVICE. 

Sir  henry  FLETCHER  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If 
he  will  consider  the  advisability  of  re- 
verting to  the  old  system  of  appointing 
Regimental  Surgeons  and  Assistant  Sa^ 
geons  to  every  Regiment  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Forces? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet,  I  have  to  re- 
mind him  that  the  present  arrangement 
of  the  Medical  Service,  commonly  called 
the  General,  as  opposed  to  the  Eegi- 
mental,  system,  was  finally  decided npoa 
by  the  late  Government  when  Lord  Cran- 
brook  was  Secretary  of  State,  so  recently 
as  in  1878.  Lord  Cranbrook's  irordi 
were: — ''The  Regimental  system  has 
gone,  and  it  would  be  impossible  to  re- 
call it."  If  that  system  should  appear 
to  me  faulty,  I  shall  not  hesitate  to  re- 
form it ;  but  at  this  moment  I  have  no 
intention  to  revert  to  arrangements  so 
recently  condemned. 

SPAIN— INTERNATIONAL     LAW-SCB- 
RENDER  OF  CUBAN  REFUGEES. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
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Affairs,  If  he  will  state  to  the 
House  the  date  of  the  first  representa- 
tion made  hj  the  English  Government 
to  the  Oovemment  of  Spain,  with  re- 
■peet  to  the  kidnapping^  of  the  Cuban 
Befugees,  and  if  he  wiU  state  the  gene- 
xml  purport  of  that  representation  ? 

Sot  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
date  of  the  telegram  to  Sir  B.  Morier 

S'ving  the  substance  of  an  answer  in 
e  House  was  October  30.  It  was  re- 
eeived  the  same  evening  late,  and  com- 
mimicated  privately  to  the  Spanish  Go* 
Temment  early  the  next  day.  On  No- 
Tamber  4  Sir  K.  Morier  was  further 
instructed  on  the  subject ;  but  until  we 
TCoeive  the  Report  of  the  inquiry  at 
Gibraltar,  it  is  difficult  for  him  to  ap- 
proach the  Spanish  Government. 

LoM>  RA.NDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Are  we  to  understand  that  the  Govern- 
ment took  no  notice  of  this  matter  until 
a  Question  was  put  on  the  subject  in  the 
House  of  Commons  ? 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  In  one 
•enae  the  English  Government  feels  it- 
■elf  unable  even  now  to  take  any  notice 
of  the  matter,  not  having  received  any 
xmly.  They  cannot  take  official  notice 
of  it  until  they  do. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— THE  DIRECTOR 
OF  PUBLIC  PROSECUTIONS— RULES 
AS  TO  ACTION. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  asked  Mr.  At- 
torney General,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  prosecution  by 
Charlotte  Blackman,  a  supernumerary 
at  a  theatre,  against  a  loan  office  keeper 
named  Taylor,  and  a  solicitor  named 
Boyne,  for  conspiring  together  to  de- 
toLud  her  of  £50 ;  to  the  committal  of 
these  two  persons,  at  the  Bow  Street 
Police  Court,  for  trial ;  and  to  the  Grand 
Jnrj  at  the  Central  Criminal  Court 
haTing,  on  returning  a  true  Bill  against 
them,  made  a  special  presentment  that 
the  Director  of  Public  Prosecutions  had 
been  wanting  in  his  duty  in  not  having 
taken  up  the  case ;  and,  whether,  as  the 
proeecutress  is  penniless,  he  will  state 
what  course  he  intends  to  adopt  in  the 
interests  of  Justice? 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
HbnbtJamss),  in  reply,  said,  his  attention 
had  been  directed  to  the  case.  The  Director 
of  Public  Prosecutions  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  this  case  could  not  be  taken 
up  under  the  existing  Rules;    and  he 


rather  thought  the  decision  of  the  Di- 
rector was  a  correct  one.  He  would  take 
care  the  attention  of  the  Treasury  was 
called  to  the  case,  so  that  no  failure  of 
justice  might  ensue.  He  did  not  think 
the  Grand  Jury  were  made  aware  of  the 
Rules  by  which  the  Director  of  Public 
Prosecutions  was  bound.  He  was  now 
considering  whether  those  Rules,  which 
were  framed  by  the  late  Sir  John  Hol- 
ker,  could  be  improved. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  Could  those 
Rules  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  there  was  no  objec- 
tion to  laying  them  on  the  Table,  if 
they  had  not  already  been  presented. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  — 
COUNTY  COURT  JUDGES  — MR. 
WATERS,  COUNTY  COURT  JUDGE 
OF  LEITRIM. 

Mr.  lewis  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  Mr. 
Waters,  Chairman  of  the  County  Lei- 
trim,  did,  at  the  October  Quarter  Sessions 
at  Manorhamilton,  on  the  application  of 
defendants,  stay  execution  on  a  large  ' 
number  of  decrees  for  rent  granted  by 
him  at  the  previous  April  and  June 
Sessions  which  were  already  in  the  hands 
of  the  sheriff,  and  some  of  which  were 
partially  executed;  if  he  will  state  to 
the  House  under  what  statute  a  County 
Court  Judge  can  stay  decrees  granted 
by  him  at  previous  sessions,  after  such 
decrees  have  passed  into  the  hands  of 
the  sheriff  for  execution  ;  and,  whether, 
by  such  action,  Mr.  Waters  has  exceeded 
the  powers  conferred  upon  him  by 
statute  ? 

Mr.  HEALY  :  Before  this  Question 
is  answered,  I  would  ask  whether  it  is 
not  a  fact  that  Mr.  Waters  was  only 
following  the  excellent  example  set  him 
by  Judge  O'Brien  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson):  I 
have  submitted  this  question  to  the 
learned  Judge.  If  he  will  favour  me 
with  an  answer  I  shall  communicate  it 
to  the  House  ;  but  I  must  observe  that 
County  Court  Judges  in  Ireland  are 
purely  independent  functionaries,  in  no 
way  responsible  to  the  Attorney  General 
or  under  his  control,  and  I  have  no 
means  of  requiring  them  to  furnish  the 
information  required.     If   the  learned 
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Judge's  decision  is  wrong  it  may  be  Mr.  GLADSTONE :  In  regard  to  tie 

remedied    on  appeal ;    and    if,    in  his  first  part  of  this  Question,  I  may  state 

i'udicial  ofRce,  lie  misconducts  himself,  that  the  object  of  Lord  Dufferin's  mli- 

le  may  bo  removed  by  a   Petition  to  sion  to  Egypt  is  to  conduct,  with  tlie 

Parliament.  Under  thoso  cirrumBtancen,  assistance  of  Sir  Edward  Malet,  the  ne- 

I  wouM  put  it  to  the  House  whothor  it  cossary  communications  with  the  Egyp- 

is  fair  to  put  these  Questions  every  day  ?  tian  Government  in  respoct  to  the  future 

Mr.  lewis  :  In  consequence  of  tlie  arrangements  for  the  security  of  Egypt, 

right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  an-  I  am  not  aware  of  any  machinery  by 

swer,  I  shall  put  the  Question  again  on  which  such  a  process  as  consulting  the 

Monday.  wishes  of  the  people  could  bo  conducted, 

and  we  are  not  at  all  convinced  that  it 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTAIUILAKY—  would  lead  to  any  substantive  result.  If 

ASSAULTS  liY  POLICEMEN'.  any  portion  of  these  arrangements  sepa- 

Mr.    T.    p.   O'CONNOB   asked   the  f^^/  ^"^^.^  ^]^  '^^^  «>"^^^  }^  completed 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  P®^,f  ®  the  Prorogation,  and  no  objecbon 

of  Ireland,  If   his  attention   has  been  jn  the  public  interests  should  exist  to  lU 

called  to  the  assault  and  arrest  of  Mr.  ^^^'"^  separately  stated,  we  should  he 


,  —  partly  and  the  other  wholh'  -x-      x      •              .   i.           .       -r^ 

under  the   influence  of  drink,   on  that  a  POBitwn  to  give  any  information.  Pro- 
night  rushed  up  to  three  farmers  and  a  J>ably  the  hon.  Gentleman  can  give  more 

woman,  as  thoy  were  ffetting  on  a  car  J^    ■i?*^T»TT»r".rA^xTT^  ^^^^^t^    * 

to  go  homo,  and  .loclnro  that  they  con-  ^'u  H  DEUMMOND  WOLFF :  Are 

stituted   an  illegal   meeting;    whether  we  to  understand  that  the  arrangement* 

Messrs.  Cunningham  and  Sweeny  were  f^r  tl»e  future  govorament  of  Egypt  aw 

sot  upon  by  the  two  sub-constables  be-  ^°  ^t  ^Pl*^"^,  °»   *V.  V^f^  of  Ait 

cause  they  remonstrated  with  this  abuse  country  without  conBulting  their  wwhw. 

of  power ;  and,  whether,  in  the  interest  *°^  ^^  moans  simply  of  commumcahoni 

of  the  peace  of  Loughrea  and  its  neigh-  Jp^^een  Lord  Dufferm   and  the  Khe- 

bourhood,  he  will  order  the  punishment  '^^VL^   nr  .T^-.mr^»Tx,     -r    , 

or  removal  of  tliese  two  policemen  ?  ,    ^^^-  i!J*^^*^S??  •"  ^*  1P"  ""*'  H' 

Mr.  TREVELYAN,  in  reply,  said,  'owthat  there  would  benoreferencetothe 

that  the  matter  referred  to  was  to  be  wishes  of  the  people  because  there  » no 

investigated  bythomagistratos  at  Lough-  1^^'"*^  machinery  for  consulting  them, 

rea  to-day,  and  he  had  not  yet  learnt  ^'"f't"  *  legal  Government  in  Egypt, 

the  result  of  the  proceedings.  V}\^^^  ?"H'  •    *'^?*  '^'^^^^  •»"  ^ 

distinguished  since  his  accession  to  the 

EGYPT-MISSION    OF    THE    KARL    OF  T^T''\''''r^''  ^K^'^'*^^^^^^^ 

DUFFERI V  Administration,  by  his  faithful  adherence 

'  ^  '  to  the  engagements  under  which  he  took 
SiE  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked  tho  Throne,  and  his  study  to  promota 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  the  well-being  of  the  people  ;  and  we 
ho  could,  without  inconvenience,  state  have  not  the  slightest  apprehension  <rf 
generally  to  the  IIouso  tho  object  of  conflict  between  the  arrangements  thit 
Lord  DufTorin's  visit  to  Egypt ;  whether,  may  be  made  and  the  wishes  of  the 
in  tho  instructions  to  Lord  Dufforin,  any  Egyptian  people, 
provision  has  been  made  for  consulting  Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  whether  one 
tho  wishes  of  tho  Egyptian  people  in  of  the  instances  of  the  Khedive's  faithful 
respoct  of  the  institutions  under  which  adherence  to  his  obligations  was  his  con- 
Egypt  is  henceforward  to  be  governed  ;  demnationofArabi  Pasha  for  not  making 
and,  whether  ller  Majesty's  Government  a  more  successful  defence  of  Alexan- 
will  be  able  to  make  a  statement,  before  dria  ? 

the  prorogation  of  Parliament,  as  to  the  Mb.   MACFARLANE  :    Are  we  to 

arrangements  proposed  to  be  made  for  understand  that  the  wishes  of  the  people 

the  settlement  of  Egypt,  and  tho  length  were  consulted   previous  to  the  esttb- 

of  time  during  which  that  Country  is  to  lisliment  of  the  Dual  Control? 

be  occupied  by  Her  Majesty's  Forces  ?  ^Ir.  GLADSTONE  :  i  am  not  aware. 

The  Attorney  General  for  Irefund 
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Me.  JOSEPH  COWEN :  Does  there 
not  exist  in  Egypt  a  Chamber  of  No- 
tablea,  through  whioh  the  wishes  of  the 
people  may  be  ascertained  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir;  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  Chamber  authorized  to 
enter  into  an  arrangement  with  reference 
to  the  security  of  the  Egyptians. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAW80N :  May  I 
•ak  whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  a 
isleg^m  this  evening,  that  the  Dual 
Control  has  been  abolished  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  We  are  not 
leeponsible  for  that  telegram.  I  cannot 
■aj  that  it  is  authentic,  or  connected 
With  UB  in  any  way.  Whenever  the 
nrangements  with  respect  to  the  Dual 
Oontrol  are  in  a  state  to  be  oommuni- 
oated  to  Parliament,  my  hon.  Friend 
mar  rely  upon  it  we  shall  be  glad  to 
make  it  known. 


PUBLIC  OFFICES  —  CIVIL  SERVANTS 
OF  THE  CEOWN  IN  CONNECTION 
WITH  FINANCIAL  UNDERTAKINGS. 

Bim  OEOBOE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Where  the 
ralea  regulating  the  connection  of  the 
KtiI  Servants  of  the  State  with  finan- 
oial  and  commercial  undertakings,  and 
Iheir  acceptance  of  paid  offices  under 
private  bodies,  are  to  be  found ;  and,  if 
liheee  rules  are  not  already  accessible  to 
Kembers  of  the  House,  whether  he  will 
Mute  them  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mm.  J.  O.  HTJBBAED  asked,  Whe- 
Sier  officials  in  the  Public  Service  are 
It  liberty  to  engage  as  promoters,  trus- 
baeSy  or  directors  in  financial,  commer- 
aialy  or  industrial  adventures,  a  failure  in 
which  might  involve  them  in  pecuniary 
iqilMLrTaBament,  or  in  personal  discredit, 
nteiHag  a  reproach  upon  the  Public 
Jerrioe,  and  possibly  endangering  our 
pslationa  with  other  States ;  whether  the 
Pablio  Servants  of  this  Country  are 
ideqnately  remunerated  for  the  services 
bo  which  the  State  has  an  exclusive 
daim ;  or  whether  there  exists  any  ex- 
sue  or  sanction  for  men  already  in  the 
lervice  of  the  State  supplementing  their 
yflloial  salaries  by  private  engagements  ; 
uid,  whether,  in  the  event  of  there  being 
10  excuse  or  sanction  for  the  practice, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  take 
iflfectucd  means  to  announce  and  enforce 
Ua  disapproval  ? 

l(m.  ^lHTHUB  ABNOLD  said,  that, 
ta  both  these  Questions  had  arisen  out 


YOL.  OGLXXIY.    [THniD  series.] 


of  a  Question  put  by  him  on  Monday, 
he  desired  to  ask  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  received  any  information 
from  Sir  Rivers  Wilson  that  he  had  re- 
signed, or  intended  to  resign,  his  posi- 
tion as  Trustee  of  the  Eagle  Pass  and 
Air  Line  Railway  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  On  Tuesday 
night,  after  the  first  Question  on  the  sub- 
ject was  put  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Salford  (Mr.  Arnold),  Sir  Rivers 
Wilson  wrote  a  note  to  me  whioh  reached 
me  in  this  House  on  that  day,  but  too 
late  for  me  to  make  use  of  It  within  the 
regular  time.  In  that  note,  without  at 
all  retracting  what  he  had  previously 
stated  as  to  the  soundness  of  this  under- 
taking and  the  compatibility  of  the 
functions  he  should  have  to  discharge 
with  his  official  duties,  he  used  these 
words — 

"I  oaxinot  for  a  moment  think  of  retaining 
it" — the  office  of  trust  in  question — "after 
learning  that  the  propriety  of  my  doing  bo  hai 
been  openly  called  in  question  in  the  House  of 
Parliament." 

I  think  the  House  will  appreciate  this 
feeling  on  the  part  of  Sir  Rivers  Wilson. 
He  does  not  wish  that  any  action  of  his 
which  might  appear  inconsistent  with 
the  efficient  discharge  of  his  public  duty 
should  be  persisted  in.  With  regard  to 
the  general  Questions  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Hubbard),  whether  the 
public  servants  of  this  country  are  ade- 
quately remunerated  for  the  service  to 
which  the  State  has  an  exclusive  claim, 
perhaps  he  will  excuse  my  answering  it ; 
but  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  claim  of 
the  State  is  exclusive.  With  respect  to 
the  various  points  in  his  Question,  and 
that  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  George 
Campbell),  I  have  to  state  that  this  is 
a  subject  whioh,  from  time  to  time,  has 
in  my  experience  been  regarded  as  one 
of  considerable  difficulty  ;  and  undoubt- 
edly the  great  multiplication  and  exten- 
sion of  joint-stock  enterprises  has  ren- 
dered it  a  subject  of  greater  difficulty 
than  it  was  in  former  times.  There  is  a 
rule  of  the  Treasury — and  it  is  construed 
as  an  absolute  rule,  though  I  do  not 
know  that  the  terms  absolutely  amount 
to  that — that  no  person  in  the  Treasury, 
as  I  believe  and  am  informed,  takes  any 
office  or  employment  whatever  of  this 
kind  outside  the  range  of  his  official 
duties.  But  my  right  hon.  Friend  seems 
to  be  under  the  impression  that  it  is  in 
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my  power  to  issue  an  order  obligatory 
on  the  entire  Civil  Service.  That  is  not 
so.  The  power  of  the  Treasury  is  strictly 
limited  to  certain  special  Departments, 
and  it  is  in  respect  of  these  that  we 
enforce  the  rule.  During  the  long  time 
I  held  the  Office  of  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  the  question  never  came 
before  me  until  the  last  day  or  two.  But 
the  rule  does  not  prevail  throughout 
the  Civil  Service.  I  do  not  know  that 
there  are  many  cases  at  variance  with 
the  rule ;  but  I  cannot  say  that  the  ob- 
servance of  it  is  uniform.  AVhat  I  pro- 
pose to  do  is  to  lay  on  the  Table  the 
Treasury  rule,  together  with  a  Paper 
which  refers  to  the  investigations  of  an 
official  Committee.  Sir  Ealph  Lingen. 
Permanent  Under  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury, who  is  known,  as  he  deserves  to 
be,  as  a  most  able  and  experienced  offi- 
cer, happens  to  have  paid  great  atten- 
tion to  this  subject.  I  believe  a  few 
days  ago  he  commenced  his  short  vaca- 
tion, and  has  loft  the  country  for  a  few 
weeks.  But  upon  his  return  I  propose 
to  confer  further  with  him  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

EGYPT  (RE-ORGANIZATION)— THE 
INTERNATIONAL  COURTS. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
First  Ijord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in 
view  of  the  early  expiry  of  the  obligation 
of  the  Egyptian  Government  to  accept 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  International 
Courts,  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
at  present  refrain  from  again  giving  to 
Courts,  practically  Foreign,  jurisdiction 
over  the  Government  and  revenues  of 
Egypt,  and  power  to  seize  and  sell  the 
lands  of  the  Egyptians,  free  from  the 
control  of  any  Egyptian  Legislature,  and 
will  reserve  these  questions  till  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Egyptian  Government  and 
Legislature  is  settled  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  The 
period  of  the  duration  of  the  inter- 
national tribunals  in  Egypt  was  pro- 
longed by  agreement  to  the  1st  February, 
1883.  The  International  Commission 
appointed  to  consider  what  amendments 
might  advantageously  be  introduced  in 
their  constitution,  and  procedure,  and  in 
the  laws  which  they  administer,  has  not 
ooncluded  its  labours,  and  a  further  pro- 
longaticm  will  probably  be  agreed  to. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  only  one 

Jir.  Gladitone 


Power  out  of  14  hayisg  aToice  intliii 
matter. 

THE  LIEUTENANCY— PRIVILEGES  OF 
LONDON  AND  DUBLIN. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the  Enk 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  hai 
seen  the  announcement  that  Her  Majeity 
has  accorded  to  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
London  the  privilege  of  nominating 
several  gentlemen  to  fill  the  office  d 
Lieutenants  for  the  City  of  London; 
and,  whether,  in  pursuance  of  the  policj 
of  equal  treatment  of  the  two  Countriaii 
it  is  his  intention  to  advise  Her  Majertj 
to  accord  a  like  privilege  to  the  Loxd 
Mayor  of  Dublin  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
The  Government  had  no  supervision  over 
the  municipal  privileges  of  the  City  of 
London,  and  had  no  direct  and  distinct 
information  of  these  privileges  in  parti- 
cular. Nor  was  he  aware  whether  iti 
extension  would,  under  any  circum- 
stances, be  advantageous.  He  had  not 
been  able  to  learn,  so  far  as  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Irish  Government  wu 
concerned,  that  there  was  in  Dublin 
any  institution  or  mode  of  action  mora 
than  there  was  in  Edinburgh  which 
would  enable  them  to  extend  to  the 
other  Sister  Kingdom  a  privilege  igialo- 
gous  to  that  in  the  City  of  London.  Ho 
believed  that  if  there  was  such  a  privi- 
lege there  would  be  little  jealousy  with 
respect  to  it. 

Mr.  DAWSON  asked  if  there  was  not 
an  analogous  privilege  connected  with 
the  Lord  Provontship  of  Eklinburgh? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  not  awixt 
of  it. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked,  were  tbey  to 
understand  that  the  Queen  conferred  thii 
privilege  on  the  Lord  Mayor  of  London 
without  the  advice  or  ooncunence  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  enter  into  the  law  of  the  osm; 
but  he  was  not  aware  that  Her  MajoitT 
conferred  the  privilege  on  the  Lnd 
Mayor. 

Mr.  R.  N.  FOWLEB  asked  tho 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  whether  it 
was  not  a  fact  that  these  appointments 
were  submitted  to  the  Treasuiy  or  the  | 
Secretary  of  State  for  approval  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said  he  should  have 
had  Notice  of  the  Question ;  but  he 
might  state  that,  to  the  best  of  hie  be- 
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liefy  the  appointment  of  gentlemen  to 
the  lieatenancj  of  the  City  of  London 
was  recommended  by  the  Lord  Mayor, 
and  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  BUDmission  to  Her  Majesty. 

Mb.  DAWSON  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  aak  the  Prime  Minister,  whether, 
in  pursuance  of  the  rights  of  the  City 
of  Dublin,  he  would  instruct  himself  in 
ike  law  of  the  case,  and,  having  done 
•o,  advise  Her  Majestv  accordingly  ? 

MR.T.  P.  O'CONNOB  wished  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
whether,  under  existing  law,  the  Lord 
If ayor  of  Dublin  had  not  the  power  of 
appointing  Lords  Lieutenant  when  a 
Lieutenancy  became  vacant  ? 

[No  reply  was  given.] 

Mb.  DAWSON :  Perhaps  I  can  answer 
ihe  Question.    Not  only  has  the  Lord 

Mayor    not    the    right [**  Order, 

Older!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  can  put  any  Question  he 
thinks  proper ;  but  he  cannot  enter  into 
a  debate. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  beg  to  put 
{he  Question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
aum  (Mr.  Dawson). 

Mb.  DAWSON :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  beg 
to  answer  that  Question.  [''  Order, 
order  I"!' 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man cannot  put  a  Question  to  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Carlow,  because  it  does 
not  relate  to  any  subject  or  Motion  before 
the  House. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  he  therefore 
begffed  to  give  Notice  to  the  Prime 
ICmater  of  a  Question  on  the  subject. 

EGYPT— TRIAL  OF  AEABI  PASHA. 

Mb.  (jK>HST  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment have  in  the  trial  of  Arabi  and 
the  other  political  prisoners  adopted 
the  rule  laid  down  by  Lord  Granville  in 
his  Despateh  to  Sir  Edward  Malet  of 
S8rd  October  1882,  that 

**  No  ftrg^ments  or  •yidence  as  to  political 
notivef  or  reaions  in  jufltification  of  the  offences 
ehsrged  ihaU  be  admitted ;  " 

whether  this  condition  will,  in  accord- 
ance with  another  rule  laid  down  in 
the  same  Despateh  be  "rigidly  enforced  " 
against  Arabi's  counsel ;  and,  whether 
tfis  Gorrespondence  between  Arabi  and 
persons  of  influence  in  Egypt  and  Oon- 


stantinople  will   be    thereby  excluded 
from  the  consideration  of  the  Court? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  In  answer  to 
this  Question,  I  must  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  what  has  already  been  said 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  because  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  Question  appears 
to  be  prompted  by  the  idea  that  the 
general  rules  of  proceeding  in  the  Court 
are  fixed  by  us,  which  is  not  tlie  case. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  de- 
clined to  take  any  part  in  the  conduct 
of  the  trial,  though  they  will  wateh  the 
proceedings  on  the  principles  upon  which 
they  have  already  acted.  The  Court 
must  determine  all  questions  with  re- 
spect to  the  relevance  of  any  arguments 
or  evidence  that  may  be  offered  with  re- 
ference to  the  charges  against  the  pri- 
soners. Her  Majesty's  Government  do 
not  propose  to  dictate  to  the  Court  in 
any  way  as  to  the  manner  in  which  they 
shall  deal  with  such  questions,  and  they 
have  laid  down  no  rule,  although  they 
have  stated  their  views  of  the  principles 
on  which  they  think  the  powers  of  the 
Court  ought  to  be  exercised,  and  made 

feneral  suggestions  which  are  already 
nown  to  the  House. 
Mr.  GOKST  :  Is  the  House  to  under- 
stand that  the  rules  laid  down  by  Lord 
Granville  in  the  despateh  to  Sir  Edward 
Malet,  of  the  23rd  of  October,  1882, 
have  been  absolutely  and  unreservedly 
withdrawn  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  not  aware 
that  they  have. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE—THE PROPOSED  STANDING 
COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  in- 
tends to  submit  to  the  House  any  regu- 
lations as  to  the  quorum  of  the  proposed 
Standing  Committees  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  It  will  be  a 
matter  for  consideration  when  we  come 
to  those  Bules  whether  we  should  ask 
the  House  to  insert  in  the  Hules  any 
specification  of  a  quorum.  As  is  well 
known,  the  quorum  is  usually  fixed  at 
the  time  of  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee. I  do  not  say  there  should  be  no 
deviation  from  that  course ;  but  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  fundamental  objection 
to  it.  It  is  quite  plain  the  quorum  ought 
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to  be  much  more  considerable  tban  with 
an  ordinary  Select  Committee.  I  should 
suppose  the  time  of  the  appointments 
would  bo  a  convenient  and  suitable  one 
to  consider  it. 

Mr.  J.  a.  TALBOT :  Will  the  Go- 
vemment  put  down  a  proposition  to  that 
effect  on  the  Paper  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
consider  the  matter. 

EGYPT  (ARMY  RE-ORGANIZATION). 

Mr.  O'KELLY  asked,  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  been,  or  is 
likely  to  be,  consulted  by  the  Khedive 
on  the  re-organisation  of  the  Egyptian 
Army? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  have 
already  informed  the  House  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  expect  to  be  con- 
sulted on  the  subject. 

ISLAXD  OF  CYPRUS— HARBOUR  AT 
FAMAGUSTA. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked. 
If  the  Government  intend  to  act  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  Governor  of 
Cyprus,  and  to  construct  a  harbour  at 
Famagusta,  in  accordance  with  one  of 
the  plans  submitted  by  Mr.  Brown,  the 
Government  Engineer,  in  the  Blue  Book 
presented  to  Parliament ;  and,  if  so, 
which  plan  will  be  proceeded  with  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  The  Go- 
vemment  have  no  present  intention  to 
construct  a  harbour  at  Famagusta.  Their 
views  cannot  be  more  shortly  stated 
than  by  a  passage  from  the  Secretary  of 
State's  despatch  to  the  Governor  on  the 
22iid  of  February  (page  74  of  Blue 
Book),  after  the  receipt  of  the  plans  in 
question — 

"  I  do  not  propose  now  to  discuss  these  plans 
in  detail,  as  Cyprus  has  not  the  funds  for  carry- 
ing into  eflFect  even  the  most  limited  of  Mr. 
Brown's  proposals ;  and  I  do  not  consider  that 
the  circumstances  would  justify  an  application 
to  Parliament  to  supply  funds  for  the  construc- 
tion of  a  commercial  harbour  in  addition  to  the 
heavy  annual  charge  which,  in  the  present 
financial  position  of  the  Island,  must  be  borne 
by  the  Imperial  Treasury  in  aid  of  the  local 
revenue." 

COAL  MINES  — THE  RECENT  EXPLO- 
SION AT  CLAYCROSS— NUMBER  OF 
CASUALTIES. 

Mb.  BURT  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  he 
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eould  g^ve  any  information  with  regard 
to  the  explosion  at  Clajcross  GoUierj, 
and  whether  he  could  state  the  exact 
number  of  lives  lost ;  also,  whether  some 
legal  gentleman  would  be  sent  to  the 
inquest  to  represent  the  Home  Office  ? 

8iE  WILLIAM  H  AROOURT :  Yea, 
Sir.  I  have  to  say  I  have  received  the 
following  telegram  from  Mr.  Evani, 
the  Inspector  of  Mines  in  the  dayoroaa 

district : — 

"  ClAycrosB,  3  o'dock. 

"Twenty -fire  bodies  brought  oat  of  tht 
mine.  Explorers  are  hard  at  work,  and  ve 
hope  to  get  all  the  bodies  out  of  the  ooUifliT 
to-night.  So  far  aa  can  be  at  present  aacertainra, 
it  is  thought  the  deaths  are  about  40.  FartlMr 
inspection  with  view  of  ascertaining  the  csose 
cannot  be  made  for  tome  days.  Coroner  opened 
inquiry  this  day  and  adjourned  it.  I  will  send 
a  written  report  aa  soon  aa  possible." 

With  reference  to  the  last  part  of  the 
Question,  I  may  saj  I  have  already 
ordered  the  Home  Office  to  be  repre- 
sented at  the  inquiry. 

POOB    LAW    (IRELAND)  —  POOH  LAW 
GUARDIAN  QUALIFICATION. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  can  state  what  is  the  prssent 
qualification  for  the  post  of  guardian  in 
the  Clifden  Union,  and  if  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  will  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  reducing  the  money  qualifica- 
tion required  in  that  union? 

Mr  .TREYELYAN  :  The  qualification 
for  the  post  of  Guardian  in  the  Clifden 
Union  is  £30.  The  Local  Oovenunent 
Board  inform  me  that  one  of  the 
Guardians  g&ye  notice  of  bringing  fo^ 
ward  the  question,  and  showing  reasons 
why  the  qualification  should  be  reduced. 
On  receiving  a  report  of  the  proceediflfUSy 
the  Board  will  carefully  consider  the 
matter. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— INFLICTION  OF  OOB- 
PORAL  PUNISHMENT  ON  ADULTS 
UNDER  THE  VAGRANT  ACTS - 
SUBSTITUTION  OF  BIRCHING  FOB 
FLOGGING. 

Mr.  hop  wood  asked  Mr.  Attoreiy 
General,  Whether  it  is  lawful  to  sabed- 
tute,  as  is  done  at  the  Surrey  Seeeionir 
beating  with  the  birch  rod  for  the 
whipping  of  adults  under  the  etatote 
5  Geo.  4y  0.  83,  s.  10 ;  and,  whether  ih» 
whipping  mentioned  in  that  Act  wee  b^ 
a  public  flogging  with  the  laahf 
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T!hi  ATTOBNEY  general  (Sir 
Hbh&y  Jamks),  in  reply,  said,  he  was 
asked  whether  the  person  who  received 
the  punishment  described  underwent  a 
whipping  ?  Speaking  from  general  im- 
pression, he  was  inclined  to  answer  in 
the  aflirmative. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  said,  the  Question 
was,  whether  the  whipping  was  a  public 
flogging  with  the  lash  r 


SIR  GARNET  WOLSELEY  AND  THE 
IRISH  REVOLT. 

Mb.  M'COAN  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  following  state- 
ments appearing  in  the  **  Freman's 
Journal "  of  to-day,  which  have  been 
telegraphed  to  the  London  papers,  con- 
taining two  allegations  with  regard  to 
Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  ?  The  *•  Freeman's 
Journal"  said — 

"  We  do  not  speak  without  knowledge  when 
we  say  that  it  is  a  matter  of  common  gossip 
that  last  year  daring  the  debates  on  the  Coer- 
cion Bill.  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  expressed  the 
hope  that  if  Irismen  revolted  he  might  be  sent 
to  quell  the  disturbance,  in  order  to  teach 
them  what  war  really  meant.  We  do  not 
speak  without  knowledge  when  we  assert  that 
Dir  Garnet  Wolseley  declared  when  going  to 
Egypt  that  he  only  felt  one  alloy  to  the  plea- 
sure of  that  military  promenade,  and  that  was, 
that  the  Irish  might  take  advantage  of  his 
asbence  to  rise,  and  he  not  there  to  suppress 
them." 

Mb.  GHILDEES  :  The  hon.  Member 
takes  a  most  extraordinary  course  in 
asking  me  to  answer  without  Notice  a 
Question  in  reference  to  something  in  a 
newspaper  which  1  have  not  seen  ;  but 
I  followed  as  well  as  I  could  what  he 
quoted,  and  out  of  courtesy  to  him  I  will 
answer  him  to  the  best  of  my  power. 
The  extract  from  the  newspaper  refers 
to  something  which,  it  is  said,  has  been 
stated  in,  common  gossip.  Now,  I  be- 
lieve that  common  gossip  commonly  lies. 
I,  therefore,  do  not  credit  for  a  moment 
statements!  founded  on  such  a  basis ; 
but  I  will  go  further,  and  say  that 
during  the  long  time  I  have  known  Sir 
Oarnet  Wolseley — and  certainly  since  I 
have  known  him  whilst  holding  the 
Office  of  Secretary  of  State— he  has 
neyer  said  anything  which  could,  by  the 
remotest  construction,  be  construed  to 
afford  such  a  meaning  as  that  which 
has  been  suggested. 


OMDJEM   OF  THE  DAY. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS     OF     THE 
HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE  —  FIRST    RULE    (PUTTING 
THE  QUESTION). 
[adjoubnbd  dkbatb.]    [eiohtebnth 

NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [20th  Febru- 
ary], as  amended, 

<*  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  Wa3'8  and  Means  in  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House,  daring  any 
Debate,  that  the  sabject  has  been  adequately 
discussed,  and  that  it  is  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House,  or  of  the  Committee,  that  the  Question 
be  now  put,  he  may  so  inform  the  House  or  the 
Committee ;  and,  if  a  Motion  be  made  '  That 
the  Question  be  now  put,'  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the 
Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put  such  Question ; 
and,  if  the  same  be  decided  in  the  affirmative, 
the  Question  under  discussion  shall  be  put  forth- 
with: Provided  that  the  Question,  'That  the 
Question  be  now  put,'  shall  not  be  decided  in 
the  affirmative,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  unless  it 
shall  appear  to  have  been  supported  b^  more 
than  two  hundred  Members,  or  unless  it  shall 
appear  to  have  been  opposed  by  less  than  forty 
Members  and  supported  by  more  than  one 
hundred  Members." — (Mr.  Gladstone,) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again 
proposed. 

Debate  raufMd. 

Yisoouirr  SANDON  said,  that  illness 
in  his  family,  as  well  as  personal  illness, 
had  prevented  him  for  a  long  time  from 
taking  any  active  part  in  the  general 
Business  of  the  House ;  and  he  had  not, 
therefore,  been  able  to  express  any  opi- 
nion on  the  question  of  the  eldture,  whioh 
was  now  under  discussion.  This  was 
far  more  than  a  Party  question.  It  was 
a  question  of  the  highest  public  mo- 
ment, and  he  would  endeavour  to  look 
at  it  solely  from  the  public  point  of  view. 
If,  indeed,  he  were  to  regard  it  from 
a  Party  point  of  view  he  should  not  be 
sorry  to  see  the  Besolution  passed,  as  it 
was  proposed  by  the  Government,  be- 
cause he  was  confident  that  when  the 
next  appeal  was  made  to  the  country  the 
Conservatives  would  be  benefited  by  the 
circumstance  that  their  opponents  had 
made  this  experiment.  Moreover,  if  he 
had  any  hostility  to  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite— which  was  not  the  case — he 
might  also  wish  the  Besolution  to  be 
passed,  because  he  was  confident  that 
when  hon.  Members  opposite  had  to  give 
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their  account  to  their  constituencies  the 
Liberal  Associations  in  the  various  bo- 
roughs   would    regard    with   suspicion 
those  who  had  voted  for  this  great  sacri- 
fice of  freedom  of  speech,  and  who  would 
be  found  to  be  such  tainted  candidates 
that  they  would  have  little  chance  of 
being  again  returned.     This  was,  how- 
ever, only  a  prediction  which  might  or 
might  not  be  justified  by  the  event.  But, 
putting  aside  the  Party  advantages  which 
might  accrue  from  the  passing  of  the 
Besolution,   he  could  not  help  feeling 
real  and  genuine  alarm  at  the  probable 
result  of  the  change  proposed  by  the 
Government.     There   was    very    great 
confusion  in  the  House  and  the  country 
as  to  the  real  position  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  in  regard  to  this  great  ques- 
tion. Hon.  Members  opposite  had  asked 
them  what  plan  the  Conservatives  had 
to  suggest  for  dealing  with  acknowledged 
Obstruction.     Well,  the  real  position  of 
the  Conservative  Party  with  regard  to 
Obstruction   was  simply  this.      In  any 
National  emergency,  when  the  lives  of 
their  fellow-citizens  were  in    possible 
danger,  and  the  Qovernment  of  the  day 
declared  that  they  could  not  be  respon- 
sible for  the  public  safety  and   peace, 
or  if  any  question  affecting  the  security 
of  the  Bealm  from  outside  was  involved, 
the  Conservative  Party  would  always  be 
willing  to  vote  Urgency.     As  regards 
the  personal  misconduct  of  Memoers, 
they  were  willing  that  a  Member  who 
used    offensive    expressions    and     who 
insisted  in  making  irrelevant  remarks 
or  indulging  in  needless  repetitions  for 
the  purpose  of  Obstruction   should  be 
silenced.     Again,  they  were  prepared  to 
strengthen    the    Besolution    originally 
passed  by  his   right   hon.  Friend  the 
Member   for    North    Devon    that   any 
Member  who  wilfully  disregarded  the 
authority  of  the  Chair,  or  was,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Chair,  guilty  of  Obstruc- 
tion, should  be  suspended  for  a  con- 
siderable period.    On  these  points,  there- 
fore,  the    policy  of    the    Conservative 
Party  was  clear,    sharp,    and   defined. 
Over  and  over  again  the  Leader  of  the 
Conservatives  had  announced  that  they 
were  ready  to  consider  favourably  all  the 
subsequent  Bules  of  Procedure  proposed 
by  the  Leader  of  the  House.     It  was, 
therefore,  most  incorrect  to   state  that 
the  Conservatives  were  not  prepared  to 
deal  effectively  with  Obstruction.     They 
had  never  yet  had  an  explanation  why 
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the  Gk>Temment,  knowing  that  fheaa 
were  their  inclinations,  had  not  eon- 
suited  frankly  and  fully  with  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition.  If  the  Prime  Miniiter 
had  taken  that  step,  he  would  have  had 
the  apportunityof  canying,  not  only  tlie 
Opposition,  but  the  whole  House  with 
him  ;  while,  without  that  general  assent, 
he  believed  no  Minister,  however  powe^ 
ful,  would,  in  the  long  run,  be  able  to 
carry  his  measures.  Then  there  would 
have  been  no  need  of  an  Autumn  Ses- 
sion nor  of  any  interruption  of  Public 
Business.  Every  proposed  modification 
had  been  refused,  and  they  were  now 
brought  to  the  last  discussion  on  the 
principle  of  doing  away  with  freedom 
of  speech  in  that  House.  The  Members 
of  the  Government  had  taken  very  di- 
verse lines  on  this  question.  Some  had 
jested  with  the  fears  of  the  Conserva- 
tives, some  had  treated  them  with  con- 
tempt, some  had  solemnly  adjured  them 
to  give  way ;  but  one  thing  was  indis- 
putable, that  the  Qovernment  considered 
the  matter  one  of  the  gravest  importance^ 
and  not  slight  and  trifling.  What  could 
be  the  meaning  of  the  Prime  Minister's 
extraordinary  declaration  yeeterdaj 
afternoon  ?  What  could  be  the  mean- 
ing of  his  reversing  all  the  habits  of 
former  debates,  and  coming  down  on 
Wednesday,  in  the  middle  of  a  long  de- 
bate, and  delivering  his  speech  there  and 
not  at  the  end  of  the  discussion  f  What 
was  the  kernel  of  that  speech  ?  It  was 
one  which  should  be  pondered  well,  and 
which  showed  strikingly  the  importance 
which  he  attached  to  this  Besolution. 
Speaking  in  answer  to  an  hon.  Member 
from  Ireland,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said — 

**  There  are  two  carrents  of  t^Hiug  in  th« 
Party  which  ii  called  Home  Balers.  TlMir 
object  is  to  establish,  in  some  way  or  other,  whit 
they  sometimes  call  a  National,  sometimes  in 
Independent,.  .  .  it  may  be  a  separate,  Leffiils* 
tive  Assembly.  There  is  a  portion  of  that  Ivtf 
who  wish  to  make  the  transaction  of  BnsinM  in 
this  House  impossible.  There  are  nnqueition- 
ably  others  who,  believing  it  to  be  vital  to  tbt 
existence  of  their  country  Uiat  they  should 
attain  legislative  independence,  still  turn  to  the 
machinery  which  exists  to  attain  their  piixpoi0>" 

Again,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said— 

*'  I  have  my  own  opinions  upon  the  intereit* 
of  Ireland.  I  have  had  to  do  for  many  jsu* 
with  Irish  affairs;  I  believe  a  complete  and 
effective  system  for  the  Business  of  the  HooM 
is  essential  for  meeting  the  wants  of  Irelind 
If  there  is  no  time  for  English  and  Sooteh 
legislation,  there  will  be  no  time  for  Irish  Itgu- 
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laiion.  ....  Well,  Sir,  I  tell  the  hon.  Gentle. 
man  there  is  not  a  subject  which  I  could  name 
on  which  I  personally  feel  a  more  profound 
anxiety  than  on  the  establishment  of  local  self- 
government  in  Ireland,  and  local  self-govern- 
ment upon  a  liberal  and  effective  basis.** 

Could  anyone  in  his  senses  believe  that 
this  allusion,  vague  as  it  was,  to  local 
self-government  in  Ireland — coming  as 
it  did  after  a  definition  of  the  Home 
Hulers — was  not  meant  to  hold  out  hopes 
to  that  Party  of  the  gravest  and  most 
serious  kind  ?  It  was  almost  surprising 
that  some  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  get 
uip  and  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
^ouse  with  a  request  to  the  Prime 
Minister  to  explain  the  grand  new 
scheme  with  which  he  was  about  to  con- 
vulse Ireland,  or  to  calm  the  anxiety  of 
the  Home  Bulers.  That  was  the  most 
important  declaration  that  had  been 
heard  in  that  House  for  the  last  two  or 
three  years,  and  showed  the  intense 
gravity  and  importance  which  the 
Prime  Minister  attached  to  the  Beso- 
lution  which  was  now  hanging  in  the 
balance.  But  there  were  other  Parties 
who  seemed  to  attach  importance  to  it. 
A  Circular  had  been  issued  by  the 
National  Liberal  Federation  early  in  the 
present  year.  What  was  th^  occasion  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott)  was  bringing 
forward  a  Motion,  not  on  the  Besolu- 
tions  generally,  but  against  the  cloture 
hj  a  majority.  The  Federation  re- 
marked upon  the  threats  of  opposition 
from  another  quarter  than  the  Conserva- 
tive Party,  and  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment must  receive  the  united  support  of 
the  Liberal  Party.  Liberal  organiza- 
tions had  expressed  their  determination 
to  put  forward  the  whole  strength  of  the 
Liberal  Party  on  behalf,  not  of  the  Be- 
solutions  generally,  but  of  the  cldture 
in  especial.  That  enormous  importance 
attributed  to  the  Besolution  justified  all 
the  discussion  and  all  the  alarm  of  the 
Conservative  Party.  It  was  thus  agreed 
on  all  sides  that  the  change  was  an 
enormous  one,  and  it  was  almost  pre- 
posterous for  the  Government  to  blame 
them  for  the  want  of  confidence  shown 
in  refusing  to  pass  that  Bule.  They 
were  asked  to  put  confidence  in  the  safe- 
guards by  which  the  Besolution  was 
surrounded.  What  were  the  safeguards  ? 
First  there  was  to  be  adequate  discus- 
sion ;  adequate  discussion  was  to  be  the 
watchword  of  the  Liberal  Party.  But 
how  was  it  to  be  interpreted?    From 


the  nature  of  the  case  the  authorities  of 
the  House  would  be  disposed  to  look 
upon  a  very  short  discussion  as  ade- 
quate. The  Minister  of  the  day  whose 
policy  was  impugned,  or  who  had  charge 
of  an  important  Bill  over  which  many 
hours  of  labour  and  many  Cabinet 
Councils  had  been  held,  or  who  was 
accused  of  extravagance,  would  be  dis- 
posed to  regard  very  cursory  debate  as 
quite  sufficient.  The  first  authority  to 
whom  the  Prime  Minister  would  look  to 
get  through  the  Bill  was  the  Whip,  and 
would  he  not  be  inclined  to  suggest  to 
that  official  that  a  limited  interpreta- 
tion should  be  given  to  the  word  '*  ade- 
quate ?  "  Was  it  not  also  only  human 
nature  that  the  authorities  who  sat  at 
the  Table,  wearied  with  a  long  discus- 
sion, should  help  to  increase  the  official 
feeling  that  there  had  been  an  ade- 
quate discussion.  To  go  to  a  still  higher 
authority,  it  was  not  unlikely  that  future 
Speakers,  failing  to  imitate  the  strict 
impartiality  of  the  present  occupant  of 
the  Chair,  would  feel  disposed  to  shorten 
debates.  Even  in  a  Speaker  weary 
human  nature  might  succumb  to  in- 
fluences which  ought  to  be  resisted. 
Then  there  was  the  highest  authority, 
because  it  was  the  most  energetic — 
namely,  the  majority,  which  would  cer- 
tainly be  in  favour  of  curtailing  discus- 
sion. The  fate  of  the  Prime  Minister 
might  be  in  the  balance ;  the  promises 
given  at  the  hustings  were  to  be  ful- 
filled ;  and  it  wa6  only  human  that  this 
greatest  authority  should  be  in  favour  of 
curtailing  discussion.  Then  he  came  to 
the  "  evident  sense  of  the  House."  To 
his  mind,  it  would  have  been  much  more 
straightforward  if  the  Prime  Minister 
had  used  the  words  "  evident  sense  of 
the  majority,"  instead  of  those  which 
appeared  in  the  Besolution.  That  was 
really  the  meaning  of  the  whole  thing. 
He  rejoiced  at  the  Speaker's  famous 
ruling,  which  would  certainly  become 
historical  hereafter,  that  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House  meant  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House  at  large.  The 
Speaker  had  thus  declared  himself  in 
favour  of  freedom  of  speech,  as  the 
occasions  would  be  rare  on  which  both 
Parties  would  unite  to  put  down  freedom 
of  debate.  But  the  Government  had 
refused  to  insert  words  into  the  Besolu- 
tion which  would  embody  the  Speaker's 
interpretation  of  the  Bule,  although  they 
might  have  done  so  had  they  wished. 
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We  had,  therefore,  a  right  to  say  that 
the  Govemmont  did  not  agree  with  that 
interpretation.      Then  thoj  were    told 
that  they  ought  to  trust  the  Govern- 
ment, and  believe  that  they  would  do 
nothing  in  an  arbitrary  spirit,  and  that 
they  would  be  tender  to  minorities.    On 
what  grounds  ?     They  might  be  asked 
to  display  such  confidence  in  a  Govern- 
ment which  had  adhered  steadily  to  its 
principles.  But  was  the  present  Govern- 
ment stable  in  its  principles,  and  had  it 
adhered  to  the  professions  under  which 
it  took  Office  ?  They  professed  principles 
of  retrenchment  and  great  economy ;  but 
they  had  been  proved  to  be  the  most  ex- 
travagant Government  on  the  face  of  the 
earth.   The  Government  said  repeatedly 
our  responsibilities  in  the  Colonies  were 
too  vast  and  great,  that  they  must  con- 
tract instead  of  expand  them,  but  they 
annexed  North  Borneo ;  they  said  that 
the  whole  principle  of  the  Liberal  Party 
was  never  to  interfere  in  the  internal 
affairs  of  other  countries,  but  they  asked 
the  House  to  pass  a  Vote  of  Thanks  to 
a  victorious  Army  for  putting  down  a 
rebellion  in  Egypt  of  the  subjects  of  the 
Khedive.     If  there   was  one  thing  in 
which    the    Conservative    Party    most 
trusted  the  Liberals  it  was  as  regards 
political  morality.     But  they  had  seen, 
almost  within  a  year,  the  Duke  of  Argyll 
leave  the  Cabinet,  on  account  of  its  de- 
fections from  the  principles  of  political 
economy;    and  another,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Fors- 
ter),  because  it  had  tampered  with  the 
principles  of   political  morality?     The 
right  hon.   Member    for    Birmingham 
(Mr.  John  Bright),  too,  had  deserted  his 
Colleagues  on   account  of  their  deser- 
tion of  the  ideas  of  international  justice. 
How,  then,  in  the  face  of  such  facts, 
could  the  Government  ask  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  to  feel  confidence  in  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Government,  when  these 
principles  resembled  quicksands  rather 
than  rooks?     He  would  not  oven  trust 
his    own    Party    with    such    arbitrary 
powers.     With  respect  to  the  Speaker, 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  hereafter 
the  Speaker  would  be  chosen  on  strict 
Party  principles,  and  would  be  a  partizan, 
and  would  naturally  be  disposed  to  assist 
in   the  curtailing  of  a  debate.      Then 
they  wore  told  that  the  system  worked 
BO   well  in  foreign  countries.     As  re- 
garded that  point,  he  could  not  help 
alluding  to  a  remark  of  the  hon.  and 
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learned    Member  for  Oranthtm  (Hr. 
Mellor),   who  quoted  the  case  of  IL 
Guizot  in  the  French  CSiamber.    M. 
Guizot  had  said  that  he  rejoiced  in  the 
cl6ture-~\ii  fact,    he   did  not  see  how 
French  Business  waa    to  be  managed 
without  it.     But  what  happened  in  &t 
Chamber  ?    That  which  exactly  exem- 
plified what  would  happen  here.   Othec 
times  came  under  the  Heign  of  Napoleoii 
III.,  and,  the  cldlure  beinff  still  in  force, 
the  whole  of  the  Orleanists  were  con- 
stantly subjected  to  it,  the  effect  being 
that  the  free  voice  of  some  of  the  beik 
men  in  France  was  entirely  dosed.  Thit 
was  what    was  got  by  the  eldture  in 
France,  which  was  introduced   by  tilt 
well-meaning,   but  not  far-seeing,  IL 
Guizot.    As   regarded    America,  there 
were  two  famous  instances  of  the  appli- 
cation of  the  eldture  in  recent  years.    In 
the  one  case,  the  Civil  Rights  Bill  wu 
passed  by  the  President's  veto,  inde- 
pendent Members  begging  to  be  allowed 
to  discuss  it,  but  permission  being  re- 
fused ;  and  in  the  other  case,  a  lawyer 
of  the  Southern  States — which  were,  of 
course,  in  the  minority — was  precluded 
by  a  Bill  from  carrying  on  hisprofessioa. 
In    this    case,   the    Democratic   Psrtj 
begged  to  be  allowed  to  discuss  the  BiU ; 
but  the  Member  who  introduced  it,  rslj- 
ing  on  his  Party,  only  granted  them  10 
minutes.     He  hoped  the  Liberal  Party 
would  take  these  matters  much  to  heart 
His  own  view  was  that  whether  Libenli 
or  Conservatives  were  in  power,  their 
only  safety  lay  in  keeping  in  their  own 
possession  the  key  of  freedom  of  debate. 
But  he  should  like  to  ask,  whom  did 
they  expect   the    Rule  would    affect? 
Who  had  spoken  most  in  the  last  few 
years?    He  found,  on  reference  to  the 
pages  of  Hatuardf  that  in  1880  the  Oon- 
servatives  had  spoken  2,080  oolamni, 
the  Home  Rulers  1,540,  and  theLiberali 
4,170;  and  that  in  1881  the  Conserra^ 
tives  had  spoken  3,280,  the  Home  Hulen 
4,400,  and  the  Liberals  6,300  colnmns. 
The  Rule  was  not  to  affect  the  Home 
Rule    Party    for  what   he  might  call 
obvious  reasons ;  and  the  Prime  Minieter 
had  stated  that  it  was  not  to  affect  the 
Liberal  Party.     So  recently  as  on  the 
let  of  November  the   Prime  Minilter 
was  reported  in  The  Timee  as  follows:— 

"  The  chief  busincBS  is  to  fcet  rid  of  tcdioitf 
sponkin^.  Those  who  are  opposed  (in  poUti^) 
to  th(>  goiitleman  wlio  thus  ofleuds  ezpRMD^ 
or  less  inarticulately  that  tbe  debate 
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doee ;  but  the  party  friendly  to  him  remains 
nlent,  and,  if  a  division  is  taken,  they  cannot 
mfi^Hrd  to  Tote  against  him." 

Therefore,  it  was  clear  that  it  was  not 
to  affect  the  Liberals,  at  any  rate  while 
they  occupied  those  Benches.    Whom 
was  it,  then,  to  affect  ?    There  was  only 
one  Party  left  whom  it  could  affect. 
Was  it  possible  that  an  arrangement 
such  as  that  could  work  ?  Another  ques- 
tion he  should  like  to  ask  was — Was 
the  rule  to  be  applied  frequently  or  not, 
and  to  what  sort  of  Business  was  it  to 
be  applied  ?    A  great  part  of  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House,  consisted  of  small 
matters.    Was  it  proposed  to  apply  the 
eldture  in  money  matters,  or  on  Mem- 
bers' Motions,  or  upon  crotchets  brought 
forward    through    associations     out-of- 
doors?     Was  it  to  be  brought    into 
requisition  in  Committees  on  Bills  or 
upon  Privilege  questions  ?  He  ventured 
to  assert,  should  this  power  be  used  fre- 
quently, that  the  state  of  the  House 
would  be  one  of  such  intense  irritation 
that  no  Minister  would  be  able  to  ad- 
vance one  foot  or  the  other.    The  hon. 
Member    for    Kirkcaldy    (Sir    George 
Campbell)  told  them  the  eldture  would 
create  a  sort  of  terrorism  in  the  House, 
though  the  Prime  Minister,  on  the  other 
hand,  said  it  would  be  so  gentle  that  no 
bon.  Member  would  know  it  was  ope- 
rating at  all.      Would  it  silence   the 
bores,  or  the  bold,  fearless,  ambitious 
men  who  were  climbing  the  ladder,  and 
who  were  determined  to  make  them- 
selves a  name  ?    It  was  perfectly  absurd 
to  suppose  it  would.     The  class  of  men 
who  would  be  silenced  would  be  those 
men  who  had  given  a  lifetime  to  com- 
mercial affairs,  and,  therefore,  the  most 
valuable  Members  in  the  House.     As 
for  the  young  men,   what  probability 
would  there  be  of  a  modest  young  Mem- 
ber coming  to  the  front  under  pressure 
of    the    Government    Whip,    and    the 
frowns  of   the  Minister    of    the    day, 
backed  by  the    eldture  f     Would    the 
eldture  be  confined  to  great  occasions  ? 
If  so,  what  had  we  to  expect  ?    We  had 
bad  a  good  deal  of  drastic  legislation  of 
late  years  which  there  was  reason  to 
hope  we  should  not  have  in  the  future 
when  we  should  consider  such  matters 
as  the  Bankruptcy  and  Patent  Laws. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
however,   the  other  day,  after  lightly 
dismissing  the  question  of  improvements 
in   our  commercial  law  by  remarking 


that  he  had  20  commercial  measures 
ready  for  introduction,  proceeded  to  ob- 
serve that  we  were  on  the  eve  of  g^eat 
political  changes.    When  the  Ministry 

Sot  the  eldture ^  then,  said  the  right  hon. 
entleman,  they  should  be  able  to  pro- 
ceed with  these  20  measures.  There 
was  reason,  he  (Viscount  Sandon)  be- 
lieved, to  fear  that  the  discussion  of 
these  questions,  when  they  came,  would 
be  conducted  only  by  adequate  discus- 
sion, and  not  that  free  and  fair  discus- 
sion which  had  hitherto  distinguished 
the  debates  of  this  House.  When  a 
Minister  of  the  Cabinet  went  to  his 
constituents  and  made  these  statements, 
he  (Yiscount  Sandon)  thought  it  was 
only  just  and  proper  that  they  should 
ask  the  country  to  consider  whether  the 
people  would  like  to  have  these  great 
political  changes  discussed  with  only 
that  discussion  which  might  be  doled 
out  to  the  House  under  this  Bule,  or 
that  free,  fair,  and  unfettered  discussion 
which  had  made  this  House  so  promi- 
nent an  example  to  the  world.  But  he 
would  go  further  than  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  that  congenial 
atmosphere  of  which  he  announced  him- 
self as  beiDg  a  Member,  and  cite  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere).  What  did  he  say  ?  He 
said  that  he  ''represented  not  only  the 
Eadical  ranks  but  the  new  Democracy," 
and  that  when  the  House  had  ousted 
the  Moderate  Members  of  the  Treasury 
Bench  they  had  a  hundred  and  more 
measures  they  were  about  to  propose. 
Now,  was  this  a  time  of  day,  when  we 
had  these  prospects  of  political  change 
in  view,  affecting,  as  they  would,  doubt- 
less, affect,  our  political  institutions,  to 
dispense  with  fuU,  free,  and  fair  discus- 
sion? He  thought  that  even  in  the 
ranks  of  the  supporters  of  the  Treasury 
there  was  beginning  to  be  a  little  dread 
and  fear  of  over-le^slation,  for  the 
Postmaster  General  himself  had  warned 
the  people  against  trusting  too  much  to 
legislation  instead  of  helping  themselves. 
The  whole  proposal  of  the  Qovemment 
appeared  to  him  to  be  based  upon  erro- 
neous appreciation  of  the  situation. 
From  beginning  to  the  end  in  the  course 
of  the  Premiers'  speeches  he  thought  it 
would  be  admitted  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  greatly  exaggerated  the 
position.  As  a  Conservative,  he  even 
ventured  to  say  that  it  was  the  grossest 
exaggeration  in  the  world  to  have  de- 
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signated  the  last  Session  a  barren  one. 
It  was  far  from  being  bo.  Many  and 
important  measures  had  been  passed 
last  Session.  In  the  first  place,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  they  had  passed  two  great 
and  grave  Irish  measures,  and,  further, 
they  had  passed  the  Conveyancing,  the 
Settled  Land,  the  Scotch  Entail,  the 
Scotch  Educational  Endowment,  the 
Bills  of  Exchange,  the  Bill  of  Sale,  the 
Electric  Lighting,  the  Corn  Eetunis, 
the  Artizans^  Dwellings,  the  Boiler  Ex- 
plosions, the  Beer  Dealers,  the  Retail 
Licences,  the  Parcels  Post,  the  Govern- 
ment Annuities  and  Assurance,  the  Mar- 
ried Women's  Property,  and  the  Public 
Offices  Site  Bills.  Surely  it  was  an 
exaggeration  of  no  ordinary  kind  to  de- 
scribe the  last  Session  in  those  circum- 
stances as  being  a  barren  one.  Had  it 
not  been  for  the  time  consumed  in  pass- 
ing the  Irish  measures,  several  other 
English  measures  of  importance  might 
have  been  passed  without  the  necessity 
for  this  vast  change  in  their  procedure 
being  felt.  In  his  opinion,  it  was  unde- 
sirable that  legislation  should  bo  ap- 
plauded for  its  quantity.  He  would 
lust  ask  the  House  for  a  moment  to 
listen  to  the  words  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter himself — words  of  singular  wisdom, 
and  well  worthy  of  attention — made  in 
a  speech  with  regard  to  the  Divorce 
Bill,  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
exhibited  a  great  and  keen  interest. 
Speaking  in  1857,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, pleading  for  delay  in  the  case 
of  that  Bill,  said — 

**  jMy  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  King's 
Lynn  ^Lord  Stanley),  who  seemed  to  know  ft 
gruat  deal  moro  about  our  motives  than  we 
know  oursolvos,  told  us  most  iugonuously  that 
his  reason  for  not  wishing  to  delay  the  Bill  was, 
wo  might  be  able  to  show  that  we  had  don»j 
something,  that  we  nhould  not  be  compelled  to 
present  a  blank  roll  of  legislation  to  the  country. 
....  But  wo  have  no  right,  I  maintain,  to 
make  a  character  and  reputation  for  the  House 
by  passing  a  most  important  measure  without 
the  full  consideration  and  importance  it  de- 
mands, simply  bocause  it  is  pressed  upon  us  by 
the  Government.*' — [3  Hantard,  cxlvii.  828.] 

And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on 
to  observe — 

"  We  are  not  to  hurrv  on  an  important  sub- 
ject lest  it  should  be  said  out-of-doors  that  we 
are  idle,  and  lest  in  the  estimation  of  the  public 
we  should  lose  caste.  Are  wo  likely  to  recover 
or  preserve  our  estimation  in  the  country  by 
Buch  an  attempt  to  keep  up  appearances ?  No! 
Believe  mc,  our  estimation  in  the  country  de- 
pends, not  on  the  quantity  and  rapidity*  but 
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on  the  quality  and  wisdom  and  stability  d  oor 
legislation." — [Ibid.  ] 

They  should  consider,  moreoTer,  what 
the  effect  of  this  attempt  to  tether  free- 
dom of  speech  would  be  out-of-doon. 
The  procedure  of  that  House  wasnsatllj 
looked  upon  as  an  example  to  be  fol- 
lowed by  Boards  of  Guardians,  Veetriei^ 
local  Boards,  and  Municipal  Councib; 
and  the  result  of  this  change  would  be 
to  create  a  new  feeling  of  bitterness  ia 
discussion  in  all  those  assemblies  by  in- 
citing the  majorities  to  use  their  brote 
force  of  numbers  rather  than  to  relj 
upon  arguments  and  free  discusuon. 
What  effect  would  this  example  have 
upon  the  Colonial  Legislatures?  WoaU 
not  such  a  measure  be  likely  to  inflicts 
great  wound  upon  the  cause  of  freedom 
of  debate,  and  create,  as  in  England,  n 
inclination  to  subject  the  minority  to  the 
intolerance  of  the  majority,  and  thu 
crush  a  healthy,  full,  and  free  diecoi* 
sion  ?  What  would  be  the  effect  ia 
Egypt  of  the  adoption  of  the  Rule?  Hie 
Prime  Minister  had  said  that  there  wai 
no  such  thing  as  a  Chamber  of  NotaUei 
now.  [Mr.  Chamberlain:  The  noUe 
Lord  is  mistaken.]  Then  it  appeared 
that  there  still  existed  a  Chamoer  of 
Notables.  Well,  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  the  Bule  upon  that  Chamber f 
The  following  was  one  of  the  Bules  of 
that  Assembly : — 

"  The  Chamber  must  respect  the  opinion  of 
the  minority  and  hear  their  obserrationi.  h 
Committee  Members  may  speak  as  often  ai  thi^f 
mav  wish." 

When  the  Eule  should  have  been  passed, 
one  of  the  first  things  the  GoTemmat 
would  have  to  do  would  be  to  instinct 
Lord  Dufferin  to  induce  the  Chamber  to 
alter  the  Kules  under  whioh  they  nor 
acted,  in  order  that  they  might  no  longer 
respect  the  opinion  of  the  minority,  m 
no  longer  listen  to  their  obserratioiii. 
Despotism,  he  admitted,  had  its  adran- 
tages.  It  was  probably  a  better  ffidib 
than  freedom,  and  it  was  often  a  bet- 
ter general.  Long  since,  however,  onr 
fathers  had  decided  that  liberty  of  epeeeb 
possessed  paramount  advantages,  whieh, 
in  their  opinion,  could  not  be  again  said. 
Let  them  remember  that  liberty  hid 
always  raised  its  voice  for  full  and  tn» 
discussion,  while  despotism  had  erer 
murmured,  "  Let  discussion  be  adequate 
only."  He  could  not  but  hope,  and  al- 
most believed,  that  when  the  Liberal 
Party  pondered  and  thought  over  tliii 
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Tory  great  issue,  they  would  hesitate 
before  they  put  their  names  for  ever  to 
an  Act  which  would  destroy  freedom  of 
speech ;  and  that,  as  on  former  occasions, 
the  instinct  of  a  great  Party  had  acted 
in  supreme  and  ontical  moments  to  save 
the  Qovemment  from  making  great  mis- 
takes, BO  now  it  would  prevail  in  pre- 
Tenting  the  Ooyemment  from  taking  a 
fatal  step,  which  would  not  only  damage 
their  Party,  but  be  prejudicial  to  the 
country  to  which  they  belonged. 

Mb.  OEOBQE   BUSSELL   said,  in 
reply  to  some    observations  that  had 
fallen  from  the  noble  Lord,   that,   in 
his  opinion.  Members  who  had  special 
knowledge  of  certain  subjects  would  be 
in  a  better  position  than  at  present  when 
the  New  Bules  should  have  been  passed. 
Now  they  were  often  silenced  by  the 
operation  of  an  informal  but  very  severe 
cidture,  and  there  was  g^eat  difficulty  in 
making  constituencies  understand   the 
state  of  the  case.    Under  the  proposed 
Bule,  if  anyone  were  prevented  by  its 
operation  from    giving  his  opinion,  he 
would  be  able  to  explain  the  reason  of 
his  silence,  and  thus  remove  from   the 
minds  of  his  constituents  the  idea  that 
he  was  himself  responsible  for  his  re- 
ticence   and    deficiency    in    pluck   and 
enterprize.    The  noble  Lord  had  drawn 
a  terrible   picture  of   the   Speaker  of 
the   future.    The    noble    Lord    might, 
however,  derive  some  comfort  from  the 
thought  that  a  person  such  as  he  had 
imagined,  endowed  with  such  an  abnor- 
mally nervous  organization  would  not 
be  able  for  a  single  month  to  endure  the 
anxieties  and  labours  of  the  Speaker's 
Office.      The    Speaker    of    the    future 
must  possess  common  sense,  tact,  and 
discretion,  so  as  to  be  able   to  collect 
from  all  sides  of  the  House  its  evident 
sense,  and  he  would  be  chosen  for  his 
possession    of  those    qualities.     Much 
had  been   said  in  the  course   of    the 
debate  about  that  time-worn  theme  the 
Oauous,  and  he  had  himself  been  alluded 
to  in  connection    with    it.     He    might 
therefore  be  pardoned  for  saying  that 
he    represented    a    constituency  which 
acted  in  the  wholesome  belief  that  every 
constituency  ought  to  be  able  to  manage 
its  own  affairs,  and  which  resented  any 
dictation  from  a  distance.     He  believed 
the  House  of  Oommons  was  doomed  to 
a  decrepid  and  inglorious  old  age  if  for 
one  moment  it  lost  touch  with  the  de- 
mocracy or  constituencies  or   people  of 


the  United  Kingdom.  In  order  that 
the  House  mi^ht  do  its  work  as  in  the 
past,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  demo- 
cracy should  be  in  full  sympathy  and 
harmony  with  its  Bepresentatives  in  the 
House.  In  the  first  place  the  consti- 
tuences  should  be  able  to  believe  in  the 
dignity  of  the  House ;  and,  secondly,  in 
its  efficiency.  He  thought  the  dignity 
of  the  House  had  been  guarded  wilh 
equal  fidelity  by  both  the  great  Parties 
of  the  State,  and  the  debates  had  for- 
merly been  conducted  in  a  manner 
such  as  miffht  have  been  expected  from 
an  assembly  of  gentlemen ;  but  of  late 
years  they  had  witnessed  an  unwonted 
departure.  They  had  become  accus- 
tomed to  unseemly  struggles  and  trials 
of  strength,  and  the  object  of  these  New 
Bules  was  to  make  those  scenes  no 
longer  possible  and  so  restore,  at  any 
rate,  the  dignity  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  As  to  the  efficiency  of  the 
House,  that  had  always  been  the  special 
care  of  the  Liberal  Party  ever  since 
100  years  ago,  when  Mr.  Pitt  brought 
forward  his  Motion  for  Parliamentary 
Beform.  He  was  one  of  those  who 
deeply  regretted  that  that  efficiency 
had  in  recent  years  become  grievously 
impaired.  The  country  had  displayed 
great  patience  during  the  three  years 
that  had  been  occupied  with  Irish 
measures  ;  but  that  stock  of  patience 
was  rapidly  running  out,  and  the  con- 
fidence of  the  constituences  in  this 
House  would  be  rudely  shaken  if  any 
further  delay  took  place  in  passing  those 
measures  which  their  Members  were 
sent  here  to  discuss.  In  order  to  have 
these  measures  passed,  it  was  necessary 
that  the  House  of  Commons  should 
have  more  command  over  its  own  time. 
The  Bules  now  introduced  with  that 
object  had  been  recommended  by  the 
Prime  Minister  and  all  those  who  were 
associated  with  him  in  the  work  of 
Government,  and  he  could  not  believe 
that  with  a  consensus  of  opinion  like 
that  the  deliberations  would  be  fruitless. 
He  supported  this  Besolution,  because 
he  believed  it  would  conduce  to  the 
desirable  end  of  restoring  the  dignity 
and  efficiency  of  their  debates  ;  that  it 
would  enable  them,  by  crushing  dis- 
order and  terminating  indecency,  to  walk 
worthily  of  the  illustrious  traditions 
they  had  received,  and  b^  giving  them 
fuller  command  over  their  own  time, 
and  more  scope  for  legislative  activity, 
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H  w onld  enable  them  to  use  their  time 
^or  the  ^eater  advantage  of  those  who 
Bent  them  to  that  House. 

Mb.  BRODEIOK  said,  he  must  con- 
gratulate the  hon.  Member  for  Aylesbury 
(Mr.   George  Bussell)  on    having  ap- 
proached the  subject  from  a  National, 
and  not  a  Party,  point  of  view ;  but  he 
differed  from  him  on  one  point.    The 
hon.  Member  seemed  to    tnink    there 
would  be  nothing  so  advantageous  to 
hon.  Members  than  that  they  should  at 
all  times  and  all  seasons  be  called  upon 
to  go  and  consult  their  constituents,  and 
explain  to  them  the  course  they  would 
have  adopted  had  they  succeeded  in  ob- 
taining the  ear  of  the  House.    The  hon. 
Member  had,  however,  afterwards  sup- 
plied the  negative  to  his  own  argument, 
because  he  said  the  country  was  igno- 
rant of  the  Bills  which  were  introduced 
into  Parliament,  and,  therefore,  it  had 
acquiesced  in  the  shelving  of  certain 
Bills  of  the  advantages  of  which  they 
were  ignorant,  and  had  preferred  Bills 
not,   perhaps,   so  desirable.     He   (Mr. 
Brodrick)  did   not,   therefore,  perceive 
the  advantage  of  explaining  to  consti- 
tuencies their  views  on  the  clauses  of  a 
Bill  which  was  perhaps  not  understood 
or  read  by  their  constituents.     With  re- 
gard to  tibis  Besolution,  he  did  not  be- 
neve  it  would  have  the  effect  anticipated. 
The  only  result  would,  in  his  opinion, 
be  that  some  hon.  Members  whom  the 
House  did  not  care  to  hear  would  oc- 
cupy   the    time    of    the    House    with 
speeches  of  inordinate  length  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  other  hon.  Members  whose 
views  the  House  would  be  glad  to  hear. 
He  was  sorry  to  see  that  the  matter  had 
been  placed  in  so  many  different  points 
of   view  by  the  Oovemment,  and  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  on  the 
previous  night  had  been  a  direct  attempt 
to  neutralize  the  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject.   The  right  hon.   Gentleman  had 
been  anxious  to  show  that  the  Opposi- 
tion had  been  instrumental  in  bringing 
the  gag  to  bear  on  the  Irish  Members 
last  Session,  and  had  argued  that,  be- 
cause the  Oonservative  Party  had  been 
instrumental  in  placing  a  severer  gag 
on  the  Irish  Members  last  Session  which 
had  been  e£B.cacious,  they  might,  there- 
fore, be  invited  to  co-operate  with  him 
in  putting  a  less  generally  efficient  check 
upon  the  whole  of  the  House.    If  the 
Prime  Minister's  argument  were  true, 
there  was  no  question  that  it  was  pro- 
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posed  they  should  adopt  a  practke  wtiA 
was  not  efficient.  If  debate  was  to  be 
shortened,  he  thought  it  would  be  neeM- 
sary  to  adopt  more  stringent  Bules  ai 
regarded  individual  Members.  Thatvu 
the  form  of  eldiure  to  which  he  would 
confess  he  entertained  very  much  \m 
objection  than  the  one  contained  in  the 
Besolution,  which,  in  his  opinion,  would 
not  meet  the  real  evil — that  of  Obskne- 
tion.  He  did  not  believe  that  the  oountiy 
would  acquiesce  in  an  Autumn  Sesnos 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
Bules  to  be  passed  to  stop  diacossioE. 
The  strong  feeling  of  the  coontry  was, 
in  fact,  directed  not  so  much  against  the 
prevalence  of  discussion  as  agednst  per- 
sistent Obstruction.  There  were  msaj 
ways  in  which  the  Government  migbt 
use  the  Besolution,  without  any  pe^ 
sisten t  Obstruction  b  eing  displayed.  Thej 
might  make  the  debate  a  one-aided  a&ir 
as  they  were  doing  now,  by  taking  ao 
part  in  it,  and  so  induce  the  Speakw  t» 
suppose  that  the  debate  could  be  legiti- 
mately closed.  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  was  one  of  those  w\» 
had  used  the  Forms  of  the  House  for 
the  purpose  of  forcing  his  way  into  the 
notice  of  the  House,  and  upon  the  pris- 
ciple,  he  supposed,  of  a  poacher  wnmVing 
the  best  keeper,  the  liberal  Party  oon- 
sidered  him  the  best  man  to  introdnce 
these  Besolutions.  Throughout  the  whole 
debate  the  matter  had  been  strictly  re- 
garded in  the  light  of  how  it  would  affect 
the  Party.  There  was  absolutely  no  in- 
dependent testimony  on  the  matter;  zb- 
deed,  he  had  heard  the  eMurs  deeciibed 
as  an  ingenious  machine  for  keeping  the 
Badicals  in  power.  The  key  of  ths 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Oalne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitsmauxiee} 
was — ''If  you  desire  to  put  down  Ob- 
struction, you  must  vote  ror  the  let  Be- 
solution." That  was  to  say,  if  yon  de- 
sire the  end  you  desire  the  means ;  tat 
it  was  possible  to  desire  the  end  aad  yeC 
dislike  the  means  proposed  to  be  em- 
ployed. Hon.  Members  opposite  did  not 
see  that  they  were  putting  a  log  rowoA 
their  necks  which  would  most  ssnoady 
hamper  them  if  anyone  holding  sadi 
opinions  as  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock  (Lord  BandolphChurchjfl) 
came  into  power.  They  would  then  wah. 
they  had  considered  the  future  a  little 
more,  and  had  not  for  a  Party  adi 
tage  surrendered  their  oonseieaMS  Uk 
dictates  of  the  Oauoos. 
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Mb.  SLAGQ  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  alladed  to  the  silence  of  the 
Hadieal    Members;  but    though    they 
were  silent,  he  oould  assure  him  they 
had  not  accepted  the  Resolution  without 
much  consideration.    The  fact  was,  the 
arguments  against  the  Resolution  had 
been  so  often  answered  that  to  go  on 
repeating  the  same  line  of  thought  was 
simply  a  waste  of  time.    The  reason 
why  they  had  accepted  the  Resolution 
was    because    they    were    wholly    dis- 
satisfied with  the  present  position  of  the 
Business  of  the  House,  and  because  they 
felt  that  they  were  at  present  sent  there 
for  very  little  purpose  and  without  ful- 
filling the  duties  which  the  constituen- 
cies desired  them  to  perform.     He  was 
therefore  perfectly  convinced  that  any 
step  which  the  Oovemment  might  take, 
ana  he  believed  the  one  they  were  now 
taking  was  sufficient,  would  commend 
iteelf  alike  to  Members  and  constituen- 
cies who  wished  to  see  the  present  un- 
satisfactory condition  of  things  removed. 
Very  few  speakers  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  had  refrained  from  asserting 
that  there  was  no  evidence  as  to  large 
constituencies  being  in  favour  of   the 
cldlmrs.     He  should  like  to  know  what 
bon.  Members  considered  to  be  evidence. 
In  his  own  constituency  political  action 
and  political  thought  were  exceedingly 
lively,  and  whenever  any  step  was  taken 
by  the  (Government  with  which  they  were 
not  in  accord  they  had  a  very  plain 
way  of  making  their  objections  known. 
Their  dissent  was  expressed  by  personal 
interviews    and    deputations    to    their 
Members,  and  at  public  meetings ;  but 
no  such  dissent  had  been  expressed  in 
regard  to  this  Resolution.    On  the  con- 
trary, all  the  expressions  he  had  heard 
had  been  entirely  and  heartily  in  favour 
of  the  step  which  the  Oovemment  were 
now  taking;   and,    further  than  that, 
there  was  no  real  or  substantial  evidence 
of  dislike  to  these  Resolutions  on  the 
part  of  the  large  body  of  Conservative 
electors.    A  desperate  attempt  had  been 
made  during  the  recent  holiday  to  whip 
up  some  indication  of  that  sort ;  but  it 
bad    been    a    signal    failure,    and    he 
thonght  they  might  conclude  without 
the  slightest  misgiving  that  the  whole 
body  politic  of   this    country    was  in 
favour  of  the  application  of  some  re- 
medy for  the  present  state  of  things. 
The   constituencies    at   large    did  not 
imdentand  the  iatrioate  Rules  by  which 


Business  was  conducted  in  that  House, 
nor  the  arithmetical  puzzles  which  had 
been  imported  into  these  debates — pro- 
bably very  few  Members  of  the  House 
understood  them— but  they  did  under- 
stand that  measures  in  which  they  were 
concerned  were  brought  forward  with- 
out result,  and  that  other  measures  in 
which  they  would  be  interested  were 
not  brought   forward    because  it  was 
utterly  hopeless  to  oain  for  them  any 
adequate  attention.    With  regard  to  the 
argument  that  under  the  eldture  the  pri- 
vate Member  would  become  little  better 
than  a  nonentity,  he  contended  that  the 
private  Member  was  little  more  than  a 
nonentity  at  present,  his  position  being 
most  disagreeable  and  almost  of  a  use- 
less character.     He  was  not  a  little  sur- 
prised to  hear,  and  he  should  certainly 
bear  the  admission  in  mind,  that  a  pro- 
minent Member  of  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  was  satisfied  with  the  work  done 
by  the  Oovemment  during  the  last  Ses- 
sion.    He    would,  however,    ask    the 
noble  Lord  (Viscount  Sandon)  to  re- 
member not  only  the  measures  that  had 
been  passed,  but  the  number  of  mea- 
sures that,  had    been  withdrawn    and 
slaughtered.    He  (Mr.    Slagg)  had  a 
lively    consciousness    of   the  measures 
which  he    and  his  Friends  connected 
with  commercial  constituencies  would  be 
onlv  too  glad  to  bring  forward  if  they 
had  the  opportunity  of  doing  so.    The 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power),  in  the  course  of  this  debate, 
assured  them  that  there  was  no  attempt, 
so  far  as  his  experience  went,  of  an 
organized  kind  to  stop  the  Business  of 
the  House.    It  occurred  to  him  (Mr. 
Blagg),  when  he  heard  that  declaration, 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  a  very  short 
memory   indeed.     He  did  not  refer  at 
that  moment  to  the  pressure  put  upon 
the  House  in  various  ways  at  various 
times  by  the  Irish  Party.  He  considered 
that  their  action,  directed  mainly  as  it 
was  to  an  opposition  againt  coercive 
policy,  was  insignificant,  nay,  even  praise- 
worthy, compared  with  the  conspiracy  to 
defeat  the  Business  of  the  House  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord    Randolph    Churchill)    and    his 
Friends.    He  (Mr.  Slagg)  had  occupied 
a  rather  active  position  in  the  politics  of 
large  constituencies  for  a  gpreat  number  ' 
of  years,  and  he  could  honestly  declare 
that  he  knew  nothing  whatever  about 
Oaaooses.  The  Oauoushad  not  influenced 
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any  Bection  of  constituencies,  and  bad 
not  influenced  him  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree. He  begged  the  House  to  accept 
that  declaration y  and  he  believed  he 
was  in  the  same  position  with  regard  to 
Caucuses  as  other  hon.  Members  whose 
constituencies  were  near  his  own.  His 
own  sense  of  duty  was  cordially  to  sup- 
port the  Resolution,  believing  that  there 
would  always  be  ample  and  sufficient 
opportunity  for  fully  expressing  opinions 
in  that  House,  and  that  it  woiud  help  to 
place  their  affairs  on  a  better  and  more 
business-like  footing,  and  add  not  only 
to  the  dignity  of  the  House,  but  in  a  very 
large  measure  to  the  advantage  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  T.  C.  BHUCE  said,  he  objeoted 
to  the  Resolution  as  going  far  beyond 
the  necessities  of  the  case.  It  was  not 
merely  a  restraint  upon  licence,  but  an 
attack  upon  freedom  of  speech,  which 
was  important,  not  only  oecause  it  en- 
abled subjects  to  be  threshed  out,  but 
because  it  gave  all  parties  perfect  con- 
fidence in  the  decisions  of  that  House. 
He  believed  that  the  introduction  of  the 
eldture  would  do  a  greater  injury  to  the 
country  than  would  be  caused  by  any 
delay  in  the  conduct  of  Business.  What 
had  been  the  result  of  the  eldture  in 
France  ?  It  was  this — that  no  minority 
ever  thought  of  appealing  to  the  Cham- 
ber, but  invariably  had  recourse  to  other 
means,  so  that  the  whole  apparatus  of 
Constitutional  Forms  had  no  force  what- 
ever. He  was  certain  that  if  this  Rule 
were  applied,  the  decision  of  the  Speaker 
would  be  called  in  question  all  through 
the  country,  and  his  person,  which  ou^t 
to  be  held  in  respect,  entirely  indepen- 
dent of  all  Parties,  would  be  exposed  to 
attack,  which  would  be  almost  intole- 
rable. They  had  been  told  by  Liberal 
Members  that  there  was  no  danger  of 
the  Rule  being  harshly  applied ;  and 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  tne  Member 
for  Ripon  (Mr.  Goschen)  on  one  or  two 
occasions  assured  the  House  of  his  belief 
of  the  extreme  moderation  of  the  Liberal 
Party.  Everyone  who  knew  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  knew  his  amiable  dis- 
position. But  it  was  strange  that  a  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  filled  so  many 
public  positions  and  spent  a  year  at 
Constantinople,  should  have  taken  so 
rosy  a  view.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  in  his  studies  have  been  impressed 
with  the  political  importance  of  the  part 
played  by  mutes  in  the  Turkish  Empire. 

Jfr,  Sla^g 


They  had  been  employed  to  carry  oni 
the  most  drastic  form  of  eI6tw$.   Ther 
did  not  silence  opposition ;  they  strangilsd 
it.    And  it  was  strange  that  the  vaoDft* 
tion  of  the  Turkish  Government  ihoiiU 
have  coincided  with  the  relaxation  of 
that  wholesome  institution.     Hon.  Om* 
tlemen  opposite,  actuated  by  a  mandito 
which,  apparently,  nobody  had  receired. 
but  which  everybody  obeyed,  maintained 
a  solemn  silence  during  the  greater  put 
of  these  discussions.     He  was  not  doin^ 
Liberal  Gentlemen  a  great  injustice  in 
assuming  that  they  would  rather  hen 
their  own  voices  than  those  of  othen. 
But  if  the  power  which  they  obeyed  vu 
g^eat  enough  to  prevent    them   from 
speaking,  it  would  be  great  enough  to 
make  them  prevent  their  opponents  aln 
from  speaking.     He   bad   been  stmd 
with  the  difference  of  opinion  expressed 
by  Gentlemen  who  represented  the  li- 
beral Party  of  the  past  or  present  ai 
compared  with  those  who  represented 
the  Liberal  Party  of  the  future.    They 
had  been  told  by  the  hon.  Member  ftr 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  without 
any  hesitation  what  was  the  use  he  and 
his  Friends  would  make  of  this  measoro, 
and  in  a  very  interesting  and  ablespeedi 
the  hon.  Gentleman  described  what  ths 
Parliament  of  the  future  was  to  be.    It 
was  to  be  like  a  huge  aausage-maohin^ 
whose  business  it  was  to  turn  out  a  esr- 
tain  quantity  of  indigestible  food  oat  of 
any  materials  at  hand  for  the  moment 
The  hon.  Member  for  Stoke  (Mr.  Broad- 
hurst)  made  the  statement    that  tlui 
measure  was  not  imposed  by  the  I^itto 
Minister  upon  his  Party,  but  was  ni^gsd 
by  his  Party  upon  the  Prime  Minister. 
That  was  very  likely,  because  the  zidit 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  course  of  hii 
great  career,  had  accustomed  the  coun- 
try to  many  surprises,  some  of  whid 
appeared  to  bear  the  impress  of  a  Ism 
experienced  mind.     He   had  obsemd 
that  the  Home  Secretary,  whose  wide 
sympathies  laid  him  open  to  ereiy  ia- 

Eression,  went  further  than  the  xtfU 
on.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  regretted  that  the  Tnoit 
Minister,  who,  during  the  60  yean  lis 
spent  in  the  House,  nad  taken  a  large 
part  in  all  the  great  measures  that  had 
been  passed,  and,  perhaps,  in  the  most 
active  period  in  the  history  of  the  Hooas, 
had  amply  availed  himself  of  the  right 
of  full  Guscussion,  should  have  thoopit 
it  necessary  to  bring  forward  a  msasors 
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which  was  fraught  with  the  greatest 
danger  to  the  Assembly  he  had  so  long 
adorned. 

Mr.  W0DEH0U8E  rose  to  say  why 
this  Besolution  had  been  spontaneously 
and  warmly  supported  throughout  by 
one  at  least  who  did  not  regard  it  as  a 
Btepping-stone  to  theEadical  Millennium 
which  was  contemplated  with  so  much 
delight  by  that  sanguine  and  guileless 
enthusiast  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere.)  Even  the 
calm  vision  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  last  spoken  was  haunted  by  the 
spectres  with  which  that  debate  had 
made  them  so  familiar — the  spectres  of 
a  partizan  Speaker,  an  overbearing  Mi- 
nistery  and  intolerant  majorities  voting 
in  bondage  to  the  wire-pullers  of  a 
Caucus ;  and  after  all  that  had  been  said 
on  these  topics,  it  was  vain  ;o  hope  that 
any  argument  which  he  (Mr.  Wodehouse) 
could  use  could  remove  those  apprehen- 
Bions  from  the  minds  of  hon.  Members 
opposite.  But  he  would  remind  them 
that  this  was  not  the  first  time  the  pro- 
cedure of  the  House  of  Commons  nad 
been  altered,  nor  was  it  the  first  attempt 
that  had  been  made  to  reduce  redundant 
discussion.  When  the  right  of  making 
speeches  on  presenting  I^etitions  was 
taken  away,  Mr.  Brougham  declared  that 
with  that  innovation  freedom  of  debate 
in  the  House  of  Commons  had  ceased  to 
exist.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Xiiverpool  (Viscount  Sandon)  had  com- 
menced the  discussion  that  evening  with 
an  eloquent  speech;  but  its  first  and 
its  latter  parts  were  inconsistent  with, 
and  contradictory  to,  one  another.  The 
noble  Lord  began  by  saying  that  from 
a  mere  Party  point  of  view  he  desired 
nothing  better  than  that  this  Besolution 
should  be  passed,  because  it  would  be 
fatal  to  the  political  existence  of  every 
Member  who  voted  for  it.  But  the 
noble  Lord  devoted  the  latter  portion  of 
his  speech  to  demonstrating  that  if  the 

Srinciple  of  the  eldture  were  once  intro- 
uced  into  the  House  of  Commons, 
Municipal  Councils,  School  Boards,  and 
all  other  similar  public  bodies  throughout 
the  country  would  soon  be  infected  by 
this  hateful  principle.  Was  not  the  one 
part  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech  an- 
swered by  the  other?  If  the  eldiure 
was  as  hateful  to  the  English  people  as 
the  noble  Lord  represented  it  to  be,  they 
would  not  adopt  it  in  all  their  as- 
semblies, but  they  would  return  a  House 


of  Commons  pledged  to  rescind  the  He- 
solutions  at  once,  and  banish  the  eldture 
for  ever.  He  (Mr.  Wodehouse)  was  not 
more  enamoured  of  pUhieeitee  and  im- 
perative mandates  than  hon.  Members 
opposite.  He  agreed  with  them  that 
the  House  of  Commons  was  the  Grand 
Inquest  of  the  nation,  and  that  its  floor 
was  the  proper  area  for  the  settlement 
of  great  political  controversies.  But  it 
would  be  folly  to  close  their  eyes  to 
what  went  on  outside  their  doors.  As 
an  arena  of  political  discussion  Parlia- 
ment no  longer  stood  alone ;  its  once 
conclusive  ascendency  was  now  shared 
by  the  Press  and  the  local  council  or 
public  meeting.  If  it  was  to  retain 
an  undisputed  pre-eminence  it  could 
only  do  so  by  the  quality,  and  not  by 
the  quantity,  of  its  debates,  and  by  the 
unquestioned  superiority  of  its  discus- 
sions to  all  discussions  elsewhere.  Now, 
what  was  it  thai  worked  like  a  slow  but 
sure  poison  on  the  excellence  of  their 
debates  and  sapped  away  their  prestige 
— what  made  the  most  repulsive  burden 
of  Parliamentary  life — what  threatened 
to  drive  from  the  House  in  weariness 
and  disgust  men  of  high  station,  and 
wealth,  and  culture,  and  practical  ca- 
pacity— what  was  it  but  tedious,  in- 
sufferably tedious,  repetition ?  Ozigreat 
occasions  the  debates  of  the  other  House 
were  admirable  models  of  discussion; 
but  would  not  their  quality  deteriorate, 
and  their  effect  on  the  country  diminish, 
if  they  were  doubled  or  quadrupled  in 
length?  There  could  be  licence  in 
the  quantity  of  debate  as  well  as  licence 
in  the  quality,  and  it  was  licence  in 
respect  of  quantity  with  which  they 
were  then  concerned.  The  5th  of  the 
proposed  Bules  would  strike  at  tedious 
repetition  by  the  conscious  Obstructive 
who  repeated  the  same  arguments  and 
assertions  over  and  over  again  for  the 
palpable  purpose  of  wasting  time ;  but 
it  would  not  reach  those  more  innocent 
or  more  artful  and  scientific  Obstructives 
who  persisted  in  sustaining  a  stale  dis- 
cussion long  after  the  subject  had  been 
completely  thrashed  out,  to  the  entire 
exclusion  from  discussion  of  other  topics 
which  were  fully  ripe  for  Parliamentary 
deliberation.  Against  these  Obstruc- 
tives nothing  would  avail  except  a  power 
of  closing  debate.  No  individual  eldture 
could  be  made  an  adequate  remedy 
except  by  stretching  the  principle  of 
constructive  and  cumulative  Obstruction 
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to  the  widest  possible  limits ;  but  such 
an  individual  cJdture  would  generate 
more  exasperation  than  a  general  el6tur§. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  had  said  that 
legislation  would  be  less  stable  in  the 
future ;  but  if  it  were  so,  it  would  be 
owing  to  other  oauses  than  the  cldture — 
the  change  would  come  because  insta- 
bility of  legislation  was  a  common  in- 
firmity of  democratic  communities,  and 
whether  their  destinies  were  to  be  shaped 
by  a  great  Tory  or  a  great  Radical 
democracy,  more  and  more  democratic 
they  would  undoubtedly  become.  It 
was  said  that  the  el6tur»  would  inflame 
political  passions,  and  increase  the  fric- 
tion of  Parties,  and  injuriously  weaken 
the  sense  of  responsibility  felt  by  the 
Opposition ;  but  they  might  depend 
upon  it  that  means  and  opportunities 
for  mutual  exasperation  would  never  be 
wanting  when  political  Parties  were  dis- 
posed to  use  them.  The  temper  of 
Parties  was  determined  by  other  condi- 
tions than  Bules  of  Procedure;  and 
while  the  British  people  retained  their 
temper  of  political  moderation,  and  their 
spirit  of  political  compromise,  those 
qualities  would  never  aisappear  from 
their  own  Kepresentative  Assembly. 
Then,  what  did  the  responsibilities  of 
the  Opposition  for  the  conduct  of  Busi- 
ness amount  to  ?  He  would  answer  that 
question  by  a  reference  to  the  events  of 
last  year.  The  Opposition  had  then  co- 
operated with  the  Government  as  re- 
gards coercion  for  Ireland;  but  would 
they  ever  have  granted  Urgency  for  the 
Irish  Land  Bill?  He  did  not  believe 
they  would  ever  have  done  so.  Anyhow, 
the  Opposition  refused  Urgency  for 
Supply.  It  was  true  that  the  Supply 
was  obtained  without  Urgency,  and  the 
Opposition  were  able  to  taunt  the  Go- 
vernment with  having  made  unnecessary 
and  unreasonable  demands.  But  the 
Supply  was  obtained  without  Urgency, 
only  because  there  came  a  luQ  and 
respite  in  the  dilatory  tactics  of  the 
Iribh  Members.  If  there  had  been  no 
such  lull,  and  the  Supply  had  not  been 
obtained  within  the  requisite  time,  would 
the  Opposition  who  refused  Urgency 
have  had  the  candour  to  take  upon 
themselves  any  blame  for  that  failure  in 
the  conduct  of  Business  ?  Not  they ; 
they  would  only  have  made  it  a  fresh 
charg^e  against  the  Government.  He 
was  HIT  from  denying  that  the  Opposition 
acted  under  a  certain  sense  of  responsi- 
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bility ;  but  what  waa  its  source?  TTu 
it  not  the  consciousness  that  tbey  acted 
in  the  presence  of  a  public  opinion  whidi 
called  both  majorities  and  minoritiei 
to  account ;  and  that  if  they  surrendered 
themselves  to  passion  or  resentment 
they  would  alienate  public  opinion,  and 
remain  in  a  minority  at  the  nextGenenl 
Election.  From  that  restraint  the  ddtwn 
would  not  liberate  them.  They  would 
remain  bound  by  the  inherent  pressure 
of  their  own  interests,  hopes,  ana  aspira- 
tions to  court  the  favourable  judgmenti 
of  public  opinion.  They  must  nerer 
forget  that  the  House  of  Commons  vai 
not  a  mere  debating  society  whose  ade 
function  was  futile  talk.  It  was  more 
than  a  place  for  the  discussion  of  griev- 
ances ;  by  the  absorbtion  of  vast  powers 
it  had  become  the  most  vital  part  of  the 
Imperial  Government;  andif,throughthe 
unchecked  flow  of  superfluous  speeches, 
the  House  were  smitten  with  a  creeping 
paralysis,  there  was  not  a  comer  or  the 
Empire,  however  remote  or  secluded,  in 
which  their  fellow-subjects  would  not 
learn  to  curse  its  impotent  existence.  He 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote),  who  said,  in  1880,  that  of 
all  the  fates  which  could  await  such  an 
Assembly  as  the  House  of  Commons 
the  worst  would  be  to  sink  into  con- 
tempt,  and  of  all  the  deaths  which  it 
could  die  the  worst  would  be  to  die 
because  it  had  come  to  be  despised  by 
the  people  of  this  country.  He  (Mr. 
Wodehouse)  believed  that  the  proposals 
of  the  Government  were  well  devised  to 
avert  that  calamity,  and,  therefore,  thej 
should  have  his  hearty  support  from  the 
1st  to  the  last  Resolution. 

Me.  COCHEAN-PATRICK  saii  if 
he  now  ventured  to  trespass  for  a  short 
time  on  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  it 
was  with  a  view  chiefly  to  protest  against 
the  assumption  that  those  who  wooU 
vote  against  the  1st  Kesolution  were  to 
be  held  to  be  opposed  to  any  measore 
which  might  have  for  its  object  the  hd' 
litating  of  the  progress  of  Irublic  Busi- 
ness. He  admitted  at  once  the  gravitft 
the  nature,  and  the  extent  of  the  erSs 
from  which  Parliament  was  at  present 
sutTering.  But  he  should  vote  against 
this  Resolution  for  three  reasons.  Ia 
the  first  place,  he  should  vote  against  it 
because  ne  had  not  yet  been  satisfied 
that  the  proposal  would  be  entirely  efbe- 
tual  against  that  particular  form  of  Ob* 
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Btruciion   whicli  had    for   its    ultimate 
object  the  entire  paralysis  of  Public 
Business ;  in  the  second  place,  because, 
while  he  believed  it  would  be  ineffectual 
to  attain  that  object,  it  would  have  pos- 
sibly, and  even  probably,  an  injurious 
effect  in  limiting  discussion  on  subjects 
of  gpreat  public  interest;  and  in  the  third 
place,  because  if  it  was  necessary  at  all, 
he  believed  it  should  be,  not  the  first 
remedy,  but  the  last  resort.    To  obtain 
an  accurate  idea  of  what  this  delay  in 
the  proceedings  of  Parliament  resulted 
from,  the  causes  must  be  considered, 
and  they  were  chiefly  three.     These 
three  causes  he  believed  to  be  distinct 
in  their  origin,  their  object,  and  their 
character,  and,  therefore,  required  diffe- 
rent treatment.    In  the  first  place,  they 
had  wilful  Obstruction,  which  presented 
this  novel  and  very  grave  feature,  that 
it  was  aimed,  not  at  one  Party,  not  at 
one  policy,  not  at  one  class  of  measures, 
but  had  for  its  sole  object  the  para- 
yais  of  all  Public  Business  whatever. 
But  while  that  was,  no  doubt,  a  very 
important  cause  in  the  delay  of  Public 
Business,  they  must  not  shut  their  eyes 
to  the  fact  that  there  were  two  other 
causes  of  very  great  importance  which 
also  tended  to  produce  the  same  result. 
There  was  a  delay  in  legislation  which 
was  the  natural  and  legitimate  result  of 
the  existence  of  Party  in  the  country 
and  in  the  House.  This  fact  of  Obstruc- 
tion or  delay  in  Public  Business,  arising 
from  the  existence  of  Party,  was  not  a 
new  thing.     It  was  one  of  the  disadvan- 
tages—or inconveniences,   perhaps    he 
should  say — attending  the  existence  of 
free  Eepresentative  Institutions.  It  would 
be  found  in  every  part  of  the  world,  and 
in  every  age  where  there  had  been  even 
an  approach  to  Eepresentative  Institu- 
tions.    They  would  find  it  in  the  Senate 
of  Bome,  and  they  would  find  it  in  the 
records  of  the  House  of  Commons  fre- 
quently occurring.  More  than  100  years 
ago,  in  1771,  a  notable  instance  of  it 
occurred,  when  the  then  unprecedented 
number  of  28  and  24  divisions  were 
taken  in  one  night  on  the  question  of 
printing  reports  of  discussions  in  the 
House — an  event  which  caused  no  less 
an  authority  on  political  matters  than 
Burke  to  say,  in  his  place  in  this  House, 
that  posterity  would  bless  the  pertinacity 
of  that  hour.  While  Party  in  the  House 
bad  certain  inconveniences,  it  would  be 
wrong  and  improper  to  deny  that  it  had 
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certain  very  great  practical  advantages, 
and  he  was  not  sure  that  this  same 
delay    in    legislation    was    not    itself 
rather  an  advantage  than  a  disadvan- 
tage.    During  the   50  years  that  had 
elapsed  since  the  passing  of  the  Heform 
Bill,   the    country    had  undergone  the 
gpreat  changes  that  had  occurred  with 
perfect  safety,   while    changes  not    so 
fundamental  in  France    had    brought 
about  the  collapse  of  the  French  Mo- 
narchy, merely  because  these  changes 
had  been  introduced   in  France    sud- 
denly, before  the  country  was  prepared 
for  them.    There  was  another  important 
result  from  the  action  of  Party.    Mea- 
sures assumed  to  a  certain  extent  the 
nature  of  a  compromise,  and  the  result 
of  it  was  that  when  measures  became 
law  they  were  assented  to  by  the  whole 
country.     That  arose  from  the  fact  that 
when  in  this  House  these  measures  re- 
ceived not  only  adequate,  but  full  and 
fair  discussion.   There  was  a  third  cause 
which  he  thought  went  to  make  up  a 
diagnosis  of  the  political  disease  under 
which  they  were  suffering.    There  was 
no  doubt  that  now  there  were  a  greater 
number  of  hon.  Members  who  desired 
to  take  part  in  the  debates  of  the  House. 
Those  who  looked  back  to  a  period  of 
25,  or  30,  or  50  years  ago  would  find 
that  most  of  the  Business  of  the  House 
was  transacted  by  30,  40,  or  50  Mem- 
bers; but  now,  from  causes  which  he 
did  not  require  to  particularize,  because 
they  were  perfectly  well  known,  a  larger 
number  of  Members  desired  to  speak, 
and  a  larger  number  of  constituencies 
wished  their  Eepresentatives  to  take  ac- 
tive part  in  the  Business  of  the  House. 
If  any  measure  passed  by  this  House 
had  a  tendency  to  checl:  that  legitimate 
and  proper  and  laudable  desire,  it  would 
be,  to  a  certain  extent,  a  political  mis- 
fortune.  These  were  the  three  principal 
causes  which,  in  his  opinion,  went  to 
form  a  diagnosis  of  the  political  disease 
under  which  this  Assembly  was  suffer- 
ing, and  to  deal  with  them  they  had  the 
proposition  of  the  Prime  Minister  that 
in  certain  circumstances,  and  under  cer- 
tain conditions,  a  majority,  and  not  only 
a  majority,  but  even  a  bare  majority, 
and  possibly  only  a  mere  Party  majo- 
rity, might   have  the  power  of  stop- 
ping   a    discussion    altogether.      That 
proposition  had  come  upon  the  country 
and  upon  the  House  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent as  a  surprise.     While    it  aimed 
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at  dealing  with  tho  first  symptom  of 
"wilful  Obstruction  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, it  appeared  to  be  to  some  ex- 
tent uncertain  in  its  operation  ;  because 
those  who  had  been  in  the  House,  and 
had  seen  the  ingenuity  and  perseverance 
displayed  by  the  hon.  Members  who 
usually  sat  below  the  Gangway  on  that 
side  of  the  Tlouse,  could  hardly  doubt 
that  even  though  this  measure  wore  in 
operation  they  would  be  able  still  to 
seriously  impede  the  necessary  Business 
of  tho  country.  I^ut  his  o})jection  to 
the  measure  went  further.  Not  only  did 
he  believe  it  would  be  ineffectual,  but 
he  believed  it  would  seriously  interfere 
with  that  amount  of  delay  in  legislation 
which  proceeded  from  legitimate  causes; 
and  one  reason  why  they  should  pause 
before  accepting  as  efficacious  tho  remedy 
suggested  by  the  Prime  Minister  wab 
to  be  found  in  the  reasons  adduced  in 
support  of  it.  The  reasons  which  had 
been  given  in  support  of  the  proposal  of 
the  Prime  Minister  divided  themselves 
into  two  classes.  The  Prime  IMinister 
had  derived  part  of  his  argument  from 
political  reasons,  and  part  of  it  from 
practical  experience.  That  part  of  the 
argument  derived  from  political  experi- 
ence was  mainly  founded  upon  this  — 
that  it  was  a  sound  principle  of  this 
House  that  the  majority  should  prevail. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Cochran- Patrick)  thought 
it  would  be  admitted  that  if  this  prin- 
ciple was  in  itself  valid,  it  went  very  far 
to  strengthen  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  this  fundamental  reason  were 
found  wanting  in  any  part,  then  it  went 
very  much  to  weaken  the  position  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  With  regard  to 
this  proposition,  that  the  majority  should 
prevail,  he  ventured  to  say  it  was  not  a 
proposition  of  universal  application. 
There  was  a  large  and  well-known  class 
of  subjects  with  regard  to  which  this 
proposition  was  not  only  unsafe,  but  per- 
fectly unsound.  But  it  might  be  said  it 
was  sound  in  legislation  at  all  events, 
and  in  active  polities,  and  so  it  was  ; 
but  it  was  not  sound  there  merely  by 
reason  of  the  majority,  but  by  reason  of 
an  implied  compact,  or  understanding, 
consciously  or  unconsciously,  that  after 
the  minority  had  been  fully  and  fairly 
heard  the  matter  should  be  decided  by 
tho  action  of  the  majority.  Ho  was  the 
more  surprised  that  this  argument  should 
have  fallen  from  the  Prime  Minister, 
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because  it  was  not  a  new  ailment  in 
tho  history  of  politics.     It  was  an  arga- 
mcnt  which  had  frequently  been  heard, 
and    which    had    often   been  exposed. 
Even  The  WeUmin^fer  Review ^  which  was 
an   advanced  Liberal  organ,  had  pro- 
nounced against  that  argument.    It  had, 
in  a  recent  number,  said  that  it  was  one 
thing  for  the  opinion  of  the  majority  on  a 
particular  question  to  prevail  over  that 
of  the  minority,  but  it  was  quite  an- 
other for  that  majority  to  decide  that  the 
minority  had  sufficiently  expressed  their 
views,  in  spite  of  their  assertion  to  the 
contrary.     With  regard  to  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  two  ques- 
tions arise.     In   the  first  place,  was  it 
the  only  means  of  meeting  this  evil; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  was  it  the  best 
means?     He  ventured   to   say  that  no 
one  who  had  listened  to  the  debates  on 
this  subject  would  be  prepared  to  assert 
that  this  was  the  only  means  that  could 
be  suggested  to  meet  this  evil.     Wilfol 
Obstruction  had  been  analyzed,  and  it 
had  been  shown  that  it  could  be  summed 
up   in   three  forms — speaking    against 
time,  raising  frivolous  points  of  Order, 
and  continued  Motions  for  adjourning 
the  House.     All    these  three  principid 
forms  were  dealt  with  by  the  other  Se- 
solutions  which  were  to  be  proposed,  and 
therefore  he  might  say  that  the  1st  He- 
solution   was  not   necessarily  the  only 
means.   But  even  if  it  were  not  the  only 
means,  perhaps  it  might  be  said  to  be 
the  best  means.     That  raised  the  ques- 
tion, what  was  the  criterion  or  standard 
by  which,  in  matters  of  this  sort,  they 
were  to  judge  better  or  worse ;  and  he 
thought  it  would  not  be  denied  on  any 
side  of  the  House  that  the  only  criterion 
they  could  admit  in  dealing  with  the 
privileges  of  an  ancient  Assembly  of  this 
sort  was  that  they  should  endeavour  to 
achieve  the  maximum  of  efficiency  with 
the  minimum   of  disturbance.    Judged 
by  this  standard,  the  proposition  of  the 
Prime  Minister  did  too  little,  and  it  did 
too  much.     It  did  too  little,  because  it 
failed  to  touch  the  principal  object  it  was 
meant  to  attain ;  and   it  did  too  much, 
because  it  would  inevitably  or,  at  least, 
probably  have   effects  which  were  not 
contemplated,   and  were  not  desirable. 
It   was  perfectly  open  to  anyone  to  say 
that  it  was  the  desire  of  the  country. 
He   admitted  at  once  the  force  of  the 
argument;  but  he  doubted  whether  the 
argument  really  existed.    What  would 
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be  an  indication  of  the  feeling  of  the 
country  would  be  if  the  Prime  Minister 
oould  Bbow  that  any  Municipal  Corpora- 
tion, or  other  representative  body  what- 
ever, who,  hitherto  having  accepted  the 
Kules  of  the  House  as  a  model  for  con- 
ducting their  deliberations,  had  now  re- 
solved that,  when  this  measure  came  into 
law,  they  would  be  prepared  to  carry  it 
out  in  their  own  deliberations.  Tliere 
was  one  other  consideration  to  which  he 
would  allude  before  he  sat  down.  No 
one  who  had  wielded  the  destinies  of 
England  could  afford  altogether  to  ig- 
nore the  ultimate  judgment  of  posterity. 
No  Party  in  the  House,  and,  above  all, 
that  g^at  Party  opposite,  to  whom  the 
country  owed  so  much,  who  had  done 
BO  much  for  freedom  and  for  humanity, 
could  afford  to  ignore  altogether  the 
verdict  of  history.  But  history  dealt 
with  causes ;  it  dealt  with  results ; 
it  looked  at  and  brought  into  promi- 
nence gpreat  effects ;  it  took  little  heed 
of  arguments,  and  it  ignored  altogether 
specious  excuses.  History  would  re- 
cord, when  the  annals  of  this  time  had 
been  written,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  House  had 
achieved  a  certain  success.  History 
would  record  that  he  had  succeeded 
in  doing  that  which  cost  Charles  his 
Crown,  and  Cromwell  his  character 
— the  attempt,  namely,  to  abridge  the 
Privileges  of  the  Parliament  of  this 
country.  History  would  record  that  tlie 
first  blow  which  had  been  made  at  the 
liberties  of  that  House  came,  not  from 
the  tyrant  or  the  usurper,  but  from  the 
g^reatest  Minister  of  modem  times — 
every  word  and  every  act  of  whose  long 
career  would  be  the  most  lasting  and 
the  most  effectual  protest  against  the 
measure  which  he  was  now  forcing  upon 
an  unwilling  House  and  an  unfortunate 
country. 

Mb.  STANTON  thought  the  time  had 
come  when  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  do  something  towards  facilitating  the 
passage  of  legislation  through  the  House, 
and  to  remove  from  the  House  the  stigma 
which  had  fallen  upon  it.  He  should 
support  the  Resolution,  not  merely  on 
account  of  Obstruction  and  the  monoto- 
nous prolixity  of  talk  from  one  quarter 
of  the  House,  but  because  the  disease 
had  become  general,  affecting  in  a  most 
painful  degree  the  Liberal  Benches,  as 
well  as  those  which  had  been  the  object 
of  special  animadversion. 


Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

^Ir.  STANTON  proceeded  to  observe 
that  the  adoption  of  those  Rules  was  the 
only  way  to  put  a  stop  to  the  scenes  that 
had  displaced  that  House  last  year. 
While  admitting  that  hitherto  the  Party 
opposite  had  not  resorted  to  actual  Ob- 
struction for  the  purpose  of  delaying 
measures  which  they  disliked,  ho  pointed 
out  that  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  had  in  his  letter, 
which  appeared  in  the  newspapers  a 
day  or  two  ago,  suggested  that  in  the 
future  sections  of  the  House  other  than 
the  Irish  Party  might  resort  to  it. 
Another  noble  Lord  opposite  (Viscount 
Sandon)  had  that  night  praised  the 
work  of  the  Liberal  party  last  Session ; 
but  he  did  not  think  that  the  country 
was  satisfied  with  it.  A  further  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  these  Rules  was  the 
action  which  the  Speaker  deemed  it  ex- 
pedient to  take  against  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers during  the  Session.  Although  the 
House  approved  of  that  action  under 
the  circumstances,  it  was  necessary  that 
it  should  protect  itself  against  its  recur- 
rence. He  would  only  add,  in  conclusion, 
that  a  change  in  the  Procedure  of  the 
House  was  rendered  necessary  in  order 
to  enable  the  Ministers,  who  were 
responsible  for  the  government  of  the 
country,  to  pass  those  measures  which 
were  demanded  by  the  constituencies. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  occupy  more  than  a  few  minutes, 
while  he  referred  to  one  or  two  objec- 
tions which  he  held  to  the  Resolutions 
before  the  House.  Before  doing  so, 
however,  he  would  like  to  refer  to  some 
remarks  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  (Mr.  Slagg),  who,  speaking 
on  the  part  of  a  large  constituency, 
stated  that  he  found  a  large  portion  was 
in  favour  of  this  Resolution.  Ho  (Mr, 
Jackson)  did  not  know  what  might  be 
the  feeling  in  Manchester  ;  but  he  was 
quite  sure,  so  far  as  he  was  able  to  gauge 
the  opinions  of  the  people  of  Leeds, 
whom  he  represented,  that  there  was  not 
a  large  majority  in  favour  of  the  Reso- 
lution as  it  stood.  The  hon.  Member 
had  gone  on  to  say  tliat  he  believed  the 
Conservative  Party  in  Manchester  were 
in  favour  of  the  proposal ;  but  if  he  had 
said  that  the  Party  were  in  favour  of 
assistingthe  Government  in  making  such 
alterations  of  the  Rules  of  the  House  as 
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•would  enable  it  to  get  on  with  the  Busi- 
ness in  a  more  cfReioiit  manner,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
(heflter    would    have    represented    the 
feelings  not   only   of  the   Conservative 
Party  of  Manchester,  but  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  of  a  great  many  other 
towns.     Speaking  on  behalf  of  Leeds  he 
might  say  that  a  meeting,  not  actually 
called  for  the  purpose,  but  attended  by 
nearly  4,000  persons,  had  unanimously 
adopted    a    resolution,    approving  the 
action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northoote)  and  the  other  Members  of 
that  House  who  were  strenuously  op- 
posing the  introduction  of  the  cldture  bj^ 
a  bare  majority.     An  hon.  Member, who 
spoke  a  short  time  previously,  referred 
to  the  action  of  the  Conservative  Party 
in  that  Ilouse  last  year,  when  they  as- 
sisted the  Government  in  a  time  of  very 
great   difficulty  to    pass   the  Ilules  of 
Urgency.     It  was  not  the  first  time  that 
allusion  had  been  made  to  the  matter, 
and  he  (Mr.  Jackson)  would  like  to  take 
that  opportunity  of  saying  that  he  con- 
sidered the  action  of  the  Conservative 
Party  on  that  occasion  had  been  rather 
ungraciously  referred  to.     He  thought 
the  Prime  Minister  had  been  rather  un- 
grateful to  the  Conservative  Party  for 
the  action  which  they  had  taken  on  that 
occasion ;  because  he  (Mr.  Jackson)  was 
not  overstating  the  case,  if  he  said  that 
the  condition  of  Ireland  was  such  that, 
unless  the  Conservative  Party  had  come 
forward  and  aided  the  Government,  they 
would  have  been  unable  to  have  carried 
out  those  measures  which  they  deemed 
necessary  for  the   restoration  of  peace 
and  order  in  Ireland.     He,   therefore, 
thought  it  a  little  ungracious  that  the 
Conservatives  should  be  taunted   with 
that  action,  which  was  as  distasteful  to 
them  as  it  could  have  been  to  any  Party 
in  the  House.     The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  had  gone  pretty  well 
over  the  whole  question,  and  had  pointed 
out  the  great  delay  which   had  taken 
place  in  the  Business  of  the  House.  He 
(Mr.  Jackson)  entirely  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  that  a   remedy  for  that 
state  of  things  was  wanted,  and  he  was 
prepared  to  support  the  hon.  Member 
and  the  Party  opposite  in  so  altering  the 
Bules  as   to  prevent  further    waste   of 
time.     The  hon.  Member  also  referred 
to  a  point  which  to  him  (Mr.  Jackson) 
vas  a  matter  of  very  great  difficulty, 
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and  that  was  the  question  as  to  how  the 
'*  evident  sense  of  the  House"  was  to 
be  taken,  or,  to  put  it  in  another  way, 
how  the  Hule  as  at  present  constructed 
was  to  be,  and  would  be,  interpreted  ia 
the  future,  and  how  it  was  intended  to 
be  interpreted  by  the  Government  them- 
selves.    With   regard   to   the  question 
immediately  under  discussion,  they  had 
been  chided  for  what  had  been  called 
their  unnecessary  alarms  as  to  the  ope- 
ration of  the  cldture ;  and  he  quite  be- 
lieved that  hon.  Members  opposite  were 
sincere  in  their  belief  that  those  alarms 
were  groundless.     Hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite had,  in  fact,  taken  great  pains  to 
allay  their  fears,  by  assuring  them  that 
if  passed  in  its  present  form  the  Bale 
would  very  seldom  be  put  into  opera- 
tion ;    but  they  could  not  help  feeling 
alarm  when  they  remembered  the  re- 
fusal of  the  Prime  Minister  to  accept 
the  Speaker's  own  interpretation  of  the 
phrase,    '*  the    evident     sense    of  the 
House."     It  had  been  one  of  the  g^t 
influences  held  out  to  them  to  induce 
them  to  approve  of  the  Hule  as  it  stood, 
and  their  position  resembled  that  of  a 
patient.     Fears  were  not  shared  by  the 
dentist ;  but  when  the  wrong  tooth  was 
pulled  out,  it  became  difficult  to  remedy 
the  mischief  which  had  been  done.  The 
question  before  the  House  was  reallj 
whether  the  eldlure  should  be  passed  bj 
a  bare  majority ;  and  they  were  told,  on 
the   authority  of  the    Prime  Minister 
himself,  that   if  a  proposal  had  been 
put  before  the  House,  asking  it  to  con- 
sent to  this  Hesolution  without  some 
safeguards,  it  might  have  been  consi- 
dered an  unfair  Hesolution,  and  h'kely 
to  work  injustice ;  but  his  difficulty  with 
regard  to  these  so-called  safeguards  was' 
this — that  the  other  night,  fortunatel/ 
for    the   House,    his   hon.    Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Hitchie)    asked    the    Speaker  how  he 
would  interpret  the  Hule  as  it  was  at 
present  constructed,    and  the  Speaker 
favoured  the  House  with  his  opinion, 
for  which  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House  would  for  ever  feel  gratefoL 
He  (Mr.  Jackson)  thought  he  was  not 
alone  in  thinking  that  that  question  was 
far  from   being   clearly   and  definitely 
settled  ;  at  any  rate,  they  were  far  from 
any  positive  or  satisfactory  knowled^ 
of    what    was    the    intention   of  Her 
Majesty's  Government   in  the  matter. 
The  Leader  of  the  Opposition  desired  to 
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obtain  some  recognition  of  tlie  Speaker's 
interpretation   of   the   Bale;    but   the 
Prime  Minister  distinctly  refused  to  ac- 
cept that  interpretation  of  the  Ohair  as 
being  in  accord  with  the  views  of  the 
Government.     He   (Mr.  Jackson)  con- 
sidered they  were  entitled  to  have  an 
interpretation  of  the  Rule  from  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and  he  thought  it  would  have 
relieved  the  anxiety  that  existed  in  many 
people's  minds  if  the  Prime  Minister 
had  given  them  the  assurance  that  *'  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House  at  large" 
would  be  the  interpretation  of  the  future ; 
and  he  was  confident  that,  by  his  re- 
fusal, the  Government  had  lost  many 
votes  which  they  would  otherwise  have 
gained.     The    Prime  Minister   desired 
them  to  rely  on   another  safeguard — 
upon  the  traditions  of  the  House — but 
he  (Mr.  Jackson)  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  the  Kesolution  itself  was  a  dis- 
tinct declaration  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  the  tradi- 
tions of   the  House  must    no    longer 
govern  the  action  of  Members,  except 
the  Member  who  occupied  the  Speaker's 
Ohair  and  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 
They  had  heard  that  this  Bule  was,  in 
the  first  place,  designed  to  put  down  Ob- 
Btruction ;  but  he  was  one  of  those  who 
believed  that  the  subsequent  Rules  would 
tend  much  more  to  facilitate  the  conduct 
of  Business  than  this  Rule.     He  be- 
lieved it  was  on  record  that  the  Prime 
Minister,  speaking  on  this  question,  said 
he  was  not  aware  that  he  could  put  his 
finger  on  any  case  to  which  the  word 
Obstruction   could   apply.      Besides,  it 
had  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  past  two  Sessions  had  been 
of  a  very  exceptional  character,  and  that 
the  measures  introduced  had  been  like- 
wise exceptional ;  but  now,  as  far  as  he 
was  able  to  judge,  the  measures  which 
were  of  pressing  importance  were  mea- 
sures which  would  come  under  the  cate- 
gory of  non-Party  questions — measures 
for  the  relief  of  restrictions  upon  trade, 
and  measures  relating  to  our  social  and 
commercial  relations.     For  such  mea- 
sures no  eldiure  was  necessary.     He  be- 
lieved that,  without  the  eldture^  but  with 
certain  Amendments  in  its  Procedure, 
the  House  was  quite  competent  to  carry 
out  the  Business  of  the  country,  espe- 
cially as  regarded  measures  about  which 
it  was  in  earnest,  and  that  was  another 
reason  why  he  felt  bound  to  oppose  the 
Resolution.  He  would  remind  the  House 


of  an  old  saying  m  Yorkshire,  that 
"  Bad  workmen  always  found  fault  with 
their  tools;  "  and  he  was  afraid  that  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  asking  for  an  axe  to 
cut  away  the  obstructions  in  his  path, 
would  use  it  to  clear  away  trees  that  in- 
terrupted his  view.  Reference  had  been 
made  to  America  in  the  course  of  the 
debate;  and  though  he  (Mr.  Jackson) 
did  not  want  to  trouble  the  House  on 
any  opinion  of  his  own,  yet,  having  just 
returned  from  a  brief  visit  to  that  coun- 
try, and  having  had  an  opportunity  of 
conversing  with  some  of  the  most  promi- 
nent men  in  connection  with  the  political 
Parties  there,  as  well  as  of  seeing  the 
working  of  what  was  formerly  termed 
the  ''  Caucus,"  but  which  was  now 
termed  the  ''  machinery  of  Parliament," 
he  wished  to  express  his  belief  that  the 
people  of  this  country,  if  they  had  had 
the  same  opportunities  of  judging,  would 
hesitate  before,  in  any  sense,  copying 
the  system  which  was  in  operation  there. 
He  could  not  vote  for  the  Resolution, 
because  he  maintained  that  it  would  not 
facilitate  the  Business  about  which  the 
country  was  in  earnest;  because,  if 
granted,  the  power  might  be  abused ; 
because  no  safeguards  were  afforded 
which  were  reliable  ;  because  the  Prime 
Minister  had  refused  to  sanction  the 
interpretation  which  had  been  put  upon 
the  Rule  by  the  Speaker ;  and  because 
he  believed  it  was  an  encroachment  upon 
the  rights  and  liberties  of  minorities  in 
the  House  which  was  calculated  to  work 
gpreat  mischief  in  the  future,  and  bring 
ruin  upon  and  reduce  the  House  from 
that  proud  position  it  had  hitherto  occu- 
pied as  a  Legislative  Assembly  which 
had  been  without  an  equal  in  the  world. 
Mr.  G'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  that 
as  the  problem  of  the  Irish  difficulty 
was  to  remove  the  causes  of  discontent 
in  that  country,  and  as  their  removal 
was  to  be  obtained  by  full  and  fair  dis- 
cussion in  the  House,  any  proposal  affect- 
ing the  freedom  of  debate  had  a  special 
interest  to  an  Irish  Member.  The  first 
thing  to  be  remarked  in  the  proposed 
Resolution  was,  that  it  was  aimed,  not 
against  the  Irish  minority  or  any  small 
minority,  although  the  Conservatives 
had  tried  to  turn  it  into  one  of  that 
nature,  but  against  each  of  the  great 
Parties  in  turn,  when  they  were  in  a 
minority.  The  eidture  which  the  Opposi- 
tion wanted  was  a  far  more  invidious, 
more  offensive,   and    more    dangerous 
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affair  than  the  general  cWure  proposed 
Ly  the  Oovernmont.     Both  sides  were  in 
favour  of  a  cl6ture.     The  Conservative 
Party,    through    the    right    hon.    and 
learned    Gentleman    the   Memher   for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson), 
demanded  a  cidture  by  two-thirds'  majo- 
rity, avowedly  for  the  purpose  of  affect- 
ing an  Irish  minority.     [**  No,  no  !  **] 
Then,  he  repeated,  they  were  in  favour 
of  a  far  more  invidious  and  dangerous 
thing — individualer/d/t/rtf  directed  against 
•mall  minorities.     When  that  had  been 
rejected  by  the   Liberal  Party  and  the 
Irish  Representatives,  the  Conservative 
Party  objected  to  the  proposed  general 
cidture  altogether,  and,  without  any  con- 
cealment, said  that  a  system  under  which 
the  mouths  of  individuals  could  be  closed 
would  bo  sufRcient  as  a  cidiure  against 
the  Irish   minority,  and  that  nothing 
more  was  wanted.     He  (Mr.  O'Shaugh- 
nessy)  believed  such  a  system,  directed 
against  the  individuals  forming  a  small 
minority,  was  the  most  facile  and  dan- 
gerous form  of  cloture.     It   might   be 
said  that  the  Government  Resolutions 
included  these  proposals  against  indivi- 
duals.    But  they   would    operate  very 
differently,  according  as  they  were  with 
or   without  general   cidture.      If  unac- 
companied    by     general    cidture,    they 
would  be  used  as  cloture.      If,  as  the 
Jlesolution   proposed,    accompanied  by 
general  cidture,  there  would  be  no  ne- 
cessity for  usiug  them  for  purposes  of 
restriction,  but  only  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  hon.  Members  within  the  Rules 
of  Debate  and  Procedure.    On  the  whole, 
as   between   the    Conservative    cidture, 
aimed  avowedly  and  exclusively  against 
the  Irish  Representatives,  and  the  gene- 
ral cidture,  available  against  the   great 
Parties,  he  preferred  the  larger  measure, 
because  he  believed  it  would  be  less  fre- 
quently put  in  force  than  the  smaller  one, 
owing  to  the  fear  which  each  of  the  great 
Parties  would  have  in  Office  that  if  they 
enforced  the  cloture    against  the  other 
Party  it  might  be  put  in  operation  against 
themselves  when  they  in  turn  wore  in  Op- 
position.    As  to  the  practical  effect  of  the 
proposal,  it  would  bo  absolutely  impos- 
sible  to   pass  the  reforms  required  by 
Ireland,    as   well   as   by  England    and 
Scotland,    which   could   not   always   be 
neglected  for  the  sake  of  Ireland,  with 
the  present  Procedure.     The  House  had 
to  choose  between  admitting  its  inability 
to  do  necessary  work,  or  reforming  its 

Mr,  G*  Shau^hnessf/ 


Procedure  bo  as  to  make  legislation  pos- 
sible.     It  was  said  that  cidture  would 
weaken  the  defence  against  unjust  Coer- 
cion Acts.      But    the  Coercion  Bill  of 
1881,  which  the  Irish  people  were  as- 
sured would  never  be  allowed  to  pass, 
was  passed,  although  no  Rule  for  eldtnre 
existed.     The  presence  or  absence  of 
cidture  could  not  affect  the  certainty  of 
any  Bill,  just  or  unjust,  supported  by  the 
vast  majority  of  an  Assemoly,  passing. 
Prolonged  discussion  might  delay  for  a 
day  or  a  week,  but  could  not  stop  it 
The  cidture,  therefore,  could  not  add  to 
the  certainty  of  such  Bills  passing,  if  in- 
troduced.    But,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
cidture,  by  rendering  reforms  possible, 
would  remove  the  discontent  which  led 
to  the  circumstances  that  caused  coer- 
cion, and  make  coercion  a  thing  of  the 
past.     The  Bill  of  188 1  recalled  to  mind 
the  grave  precedent  created  at  that  time 
by  the  Speaker    and  confirmed  by  the 
House.    It  amounted  to  this— that  the 
Speaker,   of  his  own   motion,   without 
consulting  the  House,  stopped  a  debate 
when  he  considered  it  had  passed  fair 
limits.     That  precedent  was  now  a  law 
of  the  House,  and  was  the  cidture  in  its 
most  absolute  form.     For  other  times, 
under  other  circumstances,  it  was  a  pre- 
cedent of  the  most  perilous  kind.    It  was 
impossible  to  annihilate  it.     In  the  ab- 
sence of  a  more  regular  form  of  cidture, 
the  House  would  refuse  to  condemn  it, 
would  uphold  it,  and  would  thus  em- 
power future  Speakers  to  use  it.    The 
only  way  to   save   Parliament  in  the 
future  from  its  dangers  was  to  substitute 
for  it  a  cidture  under  the  control  of  the 
House,  which  would  take  its  place,  and 
render  it  unnecessary  and  impossible. 
On  the  whole,  Irish  Members  had  to 
choose  between  cidture  directed  agaiDit 
the  Irish  minority,  which  the  Conserra- 
tives  would   enforce  if    in  power  to- 
morrow, and  the  general  cidture  appli- 
cable to  the  two  great   Parties.    He 
preferred  the  latter.     Some  restrictire 
proposal    was   necessary,   if   necessaiy 
legislation  for  any  part  of  the  Empire 
was  to  be  obtained.     The  present  pU& 
would  not  make  doercion  a  degree  more 
practicable  than  at  present ;  but  it  wonM 
make  it  much  more  unlikely  by  secnring 
reforms  that  would  remove  thedisooA' 
tent  which  led  to  coercion.    For  these 
reasons,  he  was  prepared  to  support  the 
proposal  of  the  Government.     He  felt  it 
would  hardly  be  respectful  to  someof  hii 
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Colleagues  representing  Irish  constitu- 
encies, whose  ahility  and  common  sense 
he  respected,  and  of  whose  services  to 
their  common  country  he  had  a  due  ap- 
preciation, to  record  his  vote  without 
giving  his  reasons.  If  there  was  to  be 
cldfure  at  all,  he  would  prefer  that  it 
should  be  the  eldture  of  a  majority  im- 
posed on  a  minority,  because  it  would 
be  exercised  on  rare  occasions  and  with 
a  sense  of  responsibility. 

Mr.  EDWARD  CLARKE  :  Sir,  upon 
some  of  tlie  topics  entered  upon  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  0'8haughnessy)  I  have  no  desire 
to  enter ;  but  the  main  argument  of  his 
speech,  like  that  of  other  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House, 
is  certainly  based  upon  a  thorough  and 
complete   misapprehension    as    regards 
the  present  proposal.     He  declared  the 
Ck>nservative  Party  to  be  in  favour  of 
cWure^  and  only  desiring  a  two-thirds' 
majority  to  bring  it  into  operation.     I 
deny  that  statement  entirely.     The  Con- 
servatives, as   has  been  said  over  and 
over  again  by  them,  are  opposed  to  the 
cl6/urs  altogether;    but  it  would  have 
been  obviously  foolish  to  wait  until  the 
Resolution  was  put  in  its  complete  form 
before  the  House  before  endeavouring 
to  obtain  some  modification  of,  and  some 
relief  from,  so  severe  a  measure.  Again, 
it  is  said  that   the  Tory  Party  are  in 
favour  of  individual  cldure.     But  it  is 
idle  to  talk  about  an  individual  cldfure. 
Cidture  means  closing  a  debate,  and  the 
term  cannot  be  applied  to  disciplinary 
Rules,  such  as  the  5th  and  0th,  which 
are  intended  for  the  purpose  of  silencing 
an  individual  Member  who  has  abused 
the  privileges  of  debate  which  have  been 
given  to  him.     We  have  no  objection  to 
them.     I  do  not  wonder  that  the  Go- 
vernment are  not  at  all  anxious  to  hear 
speeches  from   their   own   side   of  the 
House,  because  nearly  all  their  speeches 
have  two   characteristics.     They  begin 
by  insisting  on  the  difficulty  in  which 
the  House  is  placed  with  regard  to  legis- 
lation, and  with  charging  the  Opposi- 
tion with  sympathizing  with  that  diffi- 
culty, or,  at  ail  events,  with  not  being 
sufficiently  eager  for  its  removal.     1 
cannot,  of  course,  speak  for  the  whole 
of  the  Conservative  Party ;  but  I  believe 
fully  and  sincerely  that  there  are  many 
men  on  this  side  as  anxious  and  de- 
sirous that  the  Business  of  the  House 
ihall  be  properly  conducted  as  any  who 


sit  on  the  Treasury  Bench.    Last  Session 
cannot  bo  called  a  satisfactory  Session. 
I  quite  agree  that  some  good  Bills  were 
passed ;  but  thoy  were  smuggled  through 
in  the  early  hours  of  the  morning,  when 
they  could  not  be  discussed,  or,  if  they 
should  happen  to  have  been  discussed, 
were  not  able  to  be  reported  in  the  news- 
papers.    That,  I  think,  is  a  scandal  to 
Parliament.     It  ought  to  be  equally'as 
necessary  to  discuss  them  as  to  insure 
their  passing.    My  objection  to  the  Rule 
is,  that  it  does  not  really  touch  the  root 
of  the  difficulty,  and  that  it  is  likely  to 
create   mischiefs   worse    than    those    it 
remedies.     The  speeches,   which  begin 
as  I  have  described,  always  go  off  to 
the   point  that  the  great  difficulty  wo 
have  to  deal  with  is  wilful  Obstruction. 
I  know  that  the  Resolution  has  two  ob- 
jects— first,  to  prevent  wilful  Obstruc- 
tion ;    and,    secondly,    to    prevent    the 
prohmgation  of  useless  discussions.     I 
question  whether  it  will   be   efFectivo ; 
and  in  regard  to  the  Prime  Minister's 
remark,  that  it  is  a  contest  of  likelihoods, 
I  have  to  say  that,  on  our  side,  we  have 
indications  to  guide  us,  which  justify,  I 
will  not  say  our  fears — because  I  have 
no  great  fears 'as  to  the  results,  even  if 
it   is   adopted — but  our  remonstrances. 
The   indications  of  its  working   which 
justify    the  protest    hon.   Members  on 
this   side  of  the  House  have  thought 
it  their  duty  to  make  are  to  be  found 
— first,    in  the  form  of  the  Resolution 
itself;    and,  secondly,    in   tho    imbend- 
ing  attitude  in  which  the  Government 
have  met  proposals'  for  its   alteration, 
and  also  by  the  spirit  in  which  Liberal 
Members  below  the  Gangway  show  it 
is  their  intention  to  apply  the  Rule.     It 
is  said  the  Resolution  was  recommended 
by  all  tho  authority  of  tho  House ;  but 
that  is  far  from  being  tho  fftct,  the  pro- 
posal of  tho  Speaker  has  been  departed 
from  in  several  important  respects.  When 
last  year  tho  Speaker  drew  a  Rule  for 
the  guidance  of  our  proceedings,  ho  used 
tlie  words,  tho   "general  sense  of  the 
House,"  and  the  Resolution  could  only 
bo  carried  by  a  three-fourths'  majority. 
In  the  Government  proposal  the  word 
**  general"  is  altered  to  **  evident,"  and 
the  three-fourths   to   a  bare  majority. 
Those  alterations  clearly  show  that  the 
intention  of  the  Government  is  not  to 
put  down  a  small  obBtructive  minority, 
but  to  enable  the  majority  at  its  com- 
mand to  clamour  successi'ully  for  a  dis- 
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(•ontinuance  of   tlie  debate ;    and    tlie 
adoption  of  tho  principle  of  the  absolute 
majority  lends  force  to  that  view.     It 
is    not    enough    that    the   Qovernment 
should   be   able    to    silence  one  Party 
among  its  opponents;  it  must  be  able 
to  silence  all  its  opponents  put  together. 
Then,  in  the  Rule  framed  by  the  Speaker, 
the  Motion  was  left  to  tho  responsibility 
of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  ;  whereas, 
under  the  present  proposal,  tho  Speaker 
is  left  to  discover  the  *'  evident  sense  of 
the  House."     Again,  when  the  Qovern- 
ment were  asked  that  certain  safeguards 
should   be   inserted    in  the   Rule,   the 
Prime  Minister  answered  that  the  mi- 
nority would  want  no  safeguard,  as  it 
might  appeal  to  the  public  or  the  Press. 
But  what  can  be  more  reasonable  than 
that  a  defeated  minority  should    have 
the  right  of  recording  on  the  Journals 
of  the  Ilouse  a  protest,  drawn  up  by 
tlioir  Leaders  with  the  greatest  care,  in 
order  that  tho  case  may  be  put  fully 
and  fairly  before  the  country?     There 
is  one  other  important  incident  in  the 
debate;  it  was  when  the   Speaker  de- 
clared that,  in  construing  this  Resolu- 
tion, he  should  hold  the  ^'  evident  sense 
of  the   House"   to    be    the    "evident 
sense,"   not   of  a   Party,  but  "of  tho 
House  at  large."     What  is  that  but  de- 
claring that  the  Speaker,  as  long  as  ho 
is  in  power,  will  put  the  Resolution  in 
force  as  if  the  word    "general"   still 
remained  part  of  it  ?    The  riglit  hon. 
and   learned   Gentleman  tho  Secretary 
of    State    for  the   Home   Department, 
the  other  night,  offered  rather  a  curious 
prospect  of  the  administration  of  the 
Rule,  when  he  said  that  no  one  would 
think  of  stopping  a  delate  if  the  hon. 
Member  for   Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  wanted  to  address  the  Ilouse. 
So  far  as  the  administration  of  the  Rule 
is  concerned,  I  think,  judging  from  that, 
it  seems  highly  probable  that,  in  the  fu- 
ture, both  sides  of  the  House  will  have 
to  hand  up  to  the  Speaker  a  list  of  those 
Members  who  wish  to  speak,  and  leave 
it  to  the  right  hon.  Gontloman  to  make 
his  selection,  and  say  at  what  name  he 
will  draw  the  line,  and  declare  that  tho 
"evident  senso  of  the  House"  is  that 
the  debate  shall  proceed  no  further;  hut 
how  the  Speaker  shall  decide  who  is  to 
be  heard,  I  would  like   to   hear   some 
Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
explain.     I  have  no  doubt  that  men  of 
the  position  and  stamp  of  the  hon.  Mcm- 
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ber  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  will  ahrtyi 
I  obtain  a  hearing ;  but  there  are  manj 
hon.  Members  without  hie  authority  and 
position  in  the  House,  and  withont  his 
power  of  speech,  who  will  not  be  allowed 
an   opportunity  of  doing   so.    Indeed, 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
make  no  secret   of   their  intention  to 
make  use  of  the  Rule  in  order  to  sweep 
all   such  men   aside,    for    the  purpose 
of  promoting  legislation  of  a  Party  cha- 
racter.    Only  a  day  or  two  ago  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign   Affairs    (Sir   Charles  W. 
Dilke)  gave  a  list  of  the  measures  to  be 
passed  next  Session — household  suffrage 
for  the  counties,  improved  government 
for  the  Metropolis,  some  legislation  deal- 
ing with  the  City  Companies  ;  and,  with 
the  true  instincts  of  a  Radical,  he  smacked 
his    lips    over    the     mention    of    the 
£20,000,000  which   belonged  to  those 
Companies.      The    hon.    Baronet  aleo 
spoke    of    tho    decayed     Corporations 
throughout  the  country  which  had  to  be 
dealt    with  ;    how   county  government 
was  to  be  transferred  from  the  Justices 
to  County  Boards ;  how  the  Patent  Law 
was  to  be  reformed,  a  Corrupt  Practices 
Bill  to  be  passed,  electoral  reforms,  and 
a  new  Ballot  Act  to  be  carried  through. 
Having  dealt  with  that  rather  compre- 
hensive list  of  measures  for  a  single  Ses- 
sion, he  added — ''  With  these,  anda  few 
other  important  subjects,  there  will  be 
ample  work  for  the  next  Session."    In 
that  case  we  shall  get  a  little  further 
than  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  or  the  ideal  Millen- 
uium  comprising  that  complaisant  Par- 
liament which    the  hon.    Member  had 
shadowed  forth  would  propose   to  go, 
because  he  and  it  would  be  content  to 
carry  measures  which  have  been  dis- 
cussed by  the  constituencies,  while  the 
hon.  Baronet  would  push  forward  mea- 
sures  which  have  not  been  discussed 
either  in  the  constituencies  or  elsewhere. 
But  the  hon.  Baronet  has  been  forgetfol 
of  the  fact  that  were  it  not  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  two  Bills  with  respect  to 
Ireland,  and  tho  time  wasted  by  tne  Oo- 
vernmcut  itself  on  a  frivolous  Motion  of 
Censure  upon  the  House  of  Lords,  the 
Corrupt  IVactices  Bill  and  a  Patents  Bill 
might  now  have  been  a  part  of  the  lav 
of  the  land.     The  hon.  Baronet  men- 
tioned a  Bankruptcy  Bill  as  a  measare 
which  had  been  delayed  by  Obstruction. 
No  doubt,  there  was  Obstruction;  but  it 
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was  Obstruction  by  tbat  practised  Ob- 
BtructioniBt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.  Ohamberlain).  A  Bankruptcy  Bill, 
which  had  been  discussed  year  after 
year  by  the  Associated  Chambers  of  Oom- 
merce,  was  brought  in,  having  upon  the 
back  of  it  the  names  of  three  Members 
of  the  Liberal  Party  as  well  as  mine. 
Early  in  the  Session  that  Bill  passed 
a  second  reading^  in  opposition  to  the 
President    of    the    Board    of    Trade. 
Directly   after  its  second  reading,  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  blocked 
it,  and  only  took  off  the  block  on  condi- 
tion that  the  Bill  should  not  be  pressed 
forward  until  he  had  brought  in  his  Bill. 
1  do  not  say  that  the  Bill  in  question 
was  perfect;  but,   at  all  events,  there 
were  two  clauses  in    it  which  would 
have  been  of  some  value  to  a  commercial 
community,   and   would  have  made  a 
ereater  improvement  in  the  Bankruptcy 
liaw,  and  given  greater  satisfaction  to  the 
country,  than  any  that  has  been  effected 
since  1869.  The  sole  person  responsible 
for  the  circumstance  that  that  improve- 
ment was  not  made  this  Session  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.     I  believe  that 
the  prolongation  of  this  debate  is  a  sub- 
stantial service  to  the  country  and  to  the 
authority  of  Parliament,  as  it  shows  that 
there  is  no  justification  for  this  violent 
Resolution  in  the  fantastic  and  cumbrous 
form  in  which  it  has  been  laid  before  the 
Souse.    The  argument  as  to  justifica- 
tion from  the  practice  of  foreign  coun- 
tries and  the  Colonies  has  broken  down, 
because  no  one  has  ventured  to  quote 
instances  of  the  satisfactory  application 
of  the  eldture  in  foreign  countries,  while 
hon.  Member  after  hon.  Member  has 
pointed  out  the  mischiefs  which  have  re- 
sulted from  it  in  France  and  the  United 
States.    The  Prime  Minister  has  said 
that  foreign  countries  which  have  adopted 
the  eldture  have  not  given  it  up.    The 
reason  that  foreign  countries  have  not 
^ven  up  the  eldture  is,  that  it  is  an  in- 
strument in  the  hands  of  the  majority ; 
and  the  majority  for  the  time  being  is 
always   in   the   enjovment    of   it.      A 
parallel  ease  is  to  be  found  in  the  admi- 
nistrative patronage  of  the  United  States, 
which  still  remains  in  the  hemds  of  the 
Oovemment  of  the  day,  in  spite  of  all 
the  talk  there  has  been  about  Civil  Ser- 
vice reforms  for  the  last  quarter  of  a 
century.     How  narrow  is  the  majority 
in  support  of  the  Hesolution  was  seen 


by  the  division  of  the  SOth  of  March, 
on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Mar- 
riott)— the  largest  since  the  memorable 
division  of  1 873,  when  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter found  himself  in  a  minority  on  the 
question  of  Irish  University  Education. 
On  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Brighton,  when  612 
Members  voted,  the  Government  had  a 
majority  of  39 ;  and  that  was  obtained 
by  the  Government  pleading  that  support 
of  the  Amendment  meant  opposition  to 
their  Besolution  altogether.  But  of  those 
who  formed  that  majority  of  39,  13  voted 
against  the  Government  on  the  ques- 
tion of  a  two-thirds'  majority,  and  that 
represents  26  votes  on  a  division,  which 
would  leave  the  Government  a  majority 
of  only  13;  and  how  was  the  Govern- 
ment majority  obtained  ?  I  am  not  much 
troubled  about  Caucuses ;  for,  so  far  as 
they  are  good,  the  Conservatives  have 
something  like  them ;  but  we  keep  clear 
of  the  mischievous  importations  from 
America,  which,  by  alienating  indepen- 
dent thought  from  the  Liberal  Party, 
will  do  it  as  much  harm  as  the  organiza- 
tion will  do  it  good.  In  the  debate 
there  have  been  three  curious  repudia- 
tions of  outside  influence.  It  is  not  to 
be  expected  that  the  people  of  Bipon 
would  dictate  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Goschen),  who  does  them  the 
honour  to  represent  them.  Nor  will  the 
Liberals  of  l)urham  try  it  on  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Joseph  Pease),  who 
provides  so  much  of  their  political  ma- 
chinery. As  for  the  electors  of  Stoke, 
they  could  not  dream  that  there  is  any 
chance  of  inducing  one  of  their  Members 
(Mr.  Broadhurst)  to  abandon  his  obe- 
dience to  the  Government.  But  the 
most  remarkable  repudiation  of  aU  came 
yesterday  from  my  owir  Colleague  in 
the  representation  of  Plymouth  (Mr. 
Stewart  Macliver).  Fortunately,  in  that 
hon.  Gentleman's  case,  we  are  able  to 
see  what  has  been  the  nature  of  the  in- 
fluence brought  to  bear  upon  him.  In 
The  Times  of  the  11th  of  February,  there 
appeared  a  leading  article  which  con- 
tained this  remark — 

"  II  the  eldture  by  a  bare  majority  is  proposed 
in  any  form,  we  shall  g^ye  it  our  uncompro- 
mising opposition.  As  it  now  stands  in  the 
Ist  Rule,  it  is  not  only  objectionable,  but  ridi- 
culous." 

On  that,  the  hon.  Member  for  Plymouth 
wrote  a  letter  to  The  Times,  which  was  a 
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believe  the  Government  can  carry  the  lii  Re- 
s')! ut  ion  in  its  present  form.  Their  pontioft 
would  bo  not  only  awkward  but  ridicalou  if 
thev  should  bo  defeated  on  their  chief  B^sola* 
tion." 

From  that  it  would  appear  aa  if,  on  the 
11  th  of  February,  the  hon.  Member vas 
not  under  the  painful  consciousness  of 
his  own  weakness  and  the  strength  of 
the  influence  which  might  be  brought  to 
bear  upon  him.  It  was,  however,  only 
a  short  time  after  tho  appearance  of 
that  letter  that  a  communication  was  sent 
to  the  hon.  Member  from  his  Aesodi- 
tion  at  Plymouth,  requesting  him  to 
support  tho  Government ;  and  he  then 
wrote  a  very  humble  letter  to  Plyroouth 
in  reply,  in  which  ho  declared  that  it 
was  his  intention  to  follow  tho  Prime 
Minister.  That  is  an  admirable  and 
instructive  illustration.  Here  you  have 
tlie  true  Liberal  **  before  and  after" 
the  application  of  the  screw  ;  before  the 
screw  he  uses  tho  arguments  of  the 
Opposition  in  favour  of  free  speech; 
after  the  screw  he  is  the  obedient  servant 
and  follower  of  the  Government.  The 
case  of  the  hon.  Membor  is  a  conspicuous 
instance  in  which  the  reluctant  support 
of  a  follower  of  the  Government  has 
boon  brought  to  their  side ;  and  it  is  an 
explanation  of  the  fact  that,  with  all  the 
pressure  they  have  been  able  to  exert  in 
this  way,  they  can  only,  in  a  House  of 
612  Members,  get  a  practical  majority 
of  1 3.  Condemned  by  experience  and 
by  the  sense  of  the  House,  condemned 
by  tho  Speaker's  example  in  framing 
his  Kules,  and  condemned  by  the  re- 
luctant support  of  their  supporters,  the 
Quvemmeut  may  achieve  a  triumph  is 
the  coming  division ;  but  they  hare 
failed  to  show  that  their  proposal  de- 
serves the  support  of  the  House,  or  the 
approbation  and  tho  sympathy  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  W.  FOAVLER  said,  he  couU 
assure  the  Houso  that  he  had  heard 
nothing  on  tho  subject  of  the Eesolution 
from  his  constituents  except  a  hope^ 
proceeding  not  from  a  Caucus,  but  fnnn 
independent  voters,  that  it  would  receive 
his  support.  Tho  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Plymouth  who 
spoke  last  (Mr.  Edward  Clarke]  had 
referred  to  the  causes  of  legislative  ina^ 
tion  in  the  House,  and  especially  to  the 
question  of  bankruptcy,  during  the  lut 
iSession.  But  the  measure  introduced 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  him- 
self was  au  incomplete  one  ;  and,  there- 


good  ritume  of  tho  arguments  now  being 
used  by  Opposition  speakers.  That  letter 
was  as  follows : — 

"  Your  timely  and  forcible  article  on  this 
suhjcct  should  make  the  Government  pause  ere 
it  j)roc('etls  furthf  r  in  a  course  which,  if  con- 
tinufid,  will  certainly  iHsuo  in  discomfiture  and 
defeat. 

"  By  the  1st  Resolution  the  Government, 
with  the  aid  of  tho  Sj^oaker,  could  stop  any 
debate  hy  a  bare  niajorily.  if  the  minority  con- 
sisted of  loss  than  40  ;  and  thoy  could  also  stop 
n  debate  in  which  the  minority  cousisted  of  any 
number,  provided  they -the  (ioverumont— had 
a  single  vote  more,  and  had  200  in  all.  I  be- 
lieve the  Libjfrals  would  have  fouglit  to  the 
last  against  the  establish uu^nt  of  such  a  Rule 
had  it  been  brought  forwjird  by  Conservatives 
in  a  House  in  which  there  was  a  Tory  majority. 
It  is  not  surprising,  therefore,  that  the  Tories 
should  oppose  it. 

"The  whole  object  of  those  Rules  is,  or 
should  be,  to  resist  Obstruction  and  prevent 
wilful  waste  of  time.  They  are  not  directed 
afiTiiinst  the  ordinary  ()pi»08ition,  and  tho  Oppo- 
sition will  not  believe  that  they  ought  to  he 
includ(Kl  in  penalties  which  should  fall  on  the 
offending  Obstructionists  onl}'. 

**  Thero  are  several  reasons  why  it  is  desir- 
able to  give  the  Opposition  greater  power  than 
is  contemplated  in  the  Ist  Resolution. 

**  1.  It  is  true  Liberalism  to  require  the 
fullest  and  freest  debate  on  important  questions, 
w^hatever  may  bo  the  objections  raised  by  either 
tho  Speaker  or  tho  Government  of  the  day. 
This  would  bo  admitted  bv  everv  Liberal  if  a 
Tory  (iovemment  were  in  power. 

"2.  It  is  desirable  that  the  Rules  should  have 
a  permanent  character.  Tho  House  cannot 
he  always  tinkering  its  Procedure.  Therefore, 
the  Rules  must  command  the  approval  of  both 
sides. 

'*  3.  Thero  is  not  the  slightest  reason  why 
the  question  should  be  made  u  Party  one.  To 
give  the  question  this  aspect  is  to  risk  a  defeat 
that  a  bkilful  captain  would  avuid. 

"4.  What  injury  wuuld  bo  done  if  it  were 
enacted  that  a  debate  could  not  be  stopped 
unless,  after  the  initiative  had  been  taken  by 
the  Speaker,  thero  was  a  miijority  of  2  to  1  in 
a  House  of  not  less  than  300,  or  where  tho  Mo- 
tion was  opposed  by  less  than  40  ?  It  may  bo 
Kiid  that  this  would  enable  tho  Opposition  to 
continue  a  debate  in  spite  of  tho  majority  :  but 
nobody  has  hinted  that  these  Rules  are  to  elicck 
tho  Oj>position — they  arc  to  check  Obstruction. 
The  (Opposition,  wlulher  Tory  or  Liberal,  ought 
not  to  bo  denied  the  right  of  fullest  criticism. 

"  5.  llio  Speaker  would  ho  much  moro 
likely  to  put  the  Rule  in  force  if  he  knew  it 
had  the  8U])port  of  both  sides.  It  is  the  interest 
of  the  House,  and  of  the  country,  that  he  should 
on  no  occasion  appear  in  the  aspect  of  a 
parti  zan. 

•'  The  upshot  of  all  this  is  this— that  the  let 
Rule  is  a  proper  subject  for  a  conference  be- 
tween tho  Leaders  of  tho  two  sides.  This  would 
ho  of  especial  advantage  to  the  Liberals,  as  it 
would  avoid  the  risk  of  a  defeat.     I    do  not 
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fore,  he  (Mr.  "W".  Fowlor)  thought  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  was  perfectly  ri^ht  in 
not  allowing  it  to  pass.  There  was  no 
doubt,  however,  and  he  would  freely 
admit  it,  that  an  abundant  crop  of  legis- 
lation was  expected  when  the  present 
Ooremment  came  into  power  ;  but  the 
falfilment  of  that  expectation  had  never 
ooourred.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
often  twitted  them  with  not  having  car- 
ried more  measures,  and  it  was  quite 
true  that  some  Bills  had  been  ''rushed 
fhrough"  the  House,  simply  because 
there  was  no  possibility  of  adequately 
diacussing  them.  A  vast  amount  of 
Baainess  came  before  the  House  apart 
from  legislation ;  and,  as  had  been  admit- 
ted by  both  sides  of  the  House,  that  fact 
made  it  necessary  that  their  E.ules  should 
be  readjusted  in  order  to  meet  a  state  of 
tluDga  which  did  not  exist  when  they 
were  framed.  A  good  deal  had  been 
said  with  regard  to  this  being  a  one- 
rided  debate  ;  but  he  thought  there  had 
been  a  good  deal  of  unfairness  of  an- 
other kind.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
been  accused  of  advocating  Home  Eule 
in  his  speech  yesterday  ;  but  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  had  not  said  a  single 
lyllable  about  HomeHule  in  that  speech. 
He  had  spoken  about  local  government 
for  Ireland,  which  was  never  intended 
to  mean  anything  of  the  kind  suggested. 
Se  (Mr.  W.  Fowler)  was  inclined  to 
think  that  Conservative  Members  were 
far  more  afraid  of  this  Hule  than  they  had 
Deed  to  be,  that  their  fears  were  extra- 
rag^nt  and  baseless,  and  that  they  were 
exceedingly  alarmed  at  phantoms  of  their 
>wn  creating,  of  which  they  could  not  rid 
themselves.  For  his  own  part,  although 
lie  supported  the  Eesolution,  he  would 
Gidmit  that  he  did  not  like  eldture,  and 
would  rather  have  seen  it  done  without, 
if  it  were  possible.  Indeed ,  if  he  thought 
freedom  of  speech  were  in  danger,  he 
would  do  everything  in  his  power  to 
defeat  the  Resolution.  He  did  not  be- 
liere  that  the  anticipation  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  would 
be  realized,  that  Party  feeling  in  the 
House  would  become  more  violent,  and 
that  there  would  be  strong  irritation  on 
the  part  of  silenced  Members.  There 
were  in  the  present  House  a  large  num- 
ber of  silenced  Members  who  never 
ioand  an  opportunity  of  speaking.  Nor 
lid  he  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  the 


Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  that  a  Speaker  would  not 
venture  to  go  against  the  majority. 
There  were,  moreover,  so  many  oppor- 
tunities of  debate  that  there  was  no 
danger  of  any  real  interference  with 
freedom  of  discussion.  His  only  fear 
was  that  the  Bule  would  be  put  in  force 
very  seldom,  and  that  it  would  not  effect 
so  great  a  saving  of  time  as  was  hoped 
and  expected  from  it. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
there  were  many  reasons  which  pre- 
vented him  from  supporting  the  Motion 
for  the  adoption  of  the  Besolution,  al- 
though he  did  not  believe  that,  free- 
dom of  debate  would  be  destroyed  by 
it.  The  succeeding  Eesolutions  were 
really  aimed  at  that  end  more  than  the 
1st,  and  would  do  more  harm.  The  1st 
Hesolution,  if  carried,  would,  however, 
make  the  Government  the  sole  arbiters 
of  legislation,  and  would  break  down  all 
the  barriers  of  Opposition ;  that  was  why 
he  disapproved  the  proposal.  A  change 
was  involved  subversive  of  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  House  and  the  country.  The 
position  of  the  Government  was  that  the 
minority  ought  not  to  have  a  veto  on 
legislation.  But  during  the  last  600 
years  the  minority  had  always  had  the 
power  of  veto,  and  because  that  power 
had  been  a  safeguard.  It  made  the  mi- 
nority responsible  for  legislation  as  well 
as  the  majority.  The  effect  of  this  Eule 
would  be  not  to  remove  individual 
Obstruction,  but  to  maintain  the  abso- 
lutism of  an  individual — not  to  secure 
the  dignity  of  Parliament,  but  its  sub- 
serviency. The  privileges  and  powers 
of  the  House  were  not  the  property  of 
tlie  temporary  Assembly  of  Gentlemen 
who  formed  the  present  Parliament. 
They  were  the  property  of  the  whole 
country.  The  House,  it  was  argued, 
was  represented  by  the  majority,  the 
majority  by  the  Ministers,  the  Ministers 
by  the  Premier.  He,  and  he  alone, 
would,  in  future,  represent  the  will  of 
the  British  people.  What  ought  he  to 
be  called  ?  Certainly,  **  Optimus  Maxi- 
mus  "  must  be  among  his  titles.  He  had 
already  made  himself  familiar — rather 
too  familiar — with  the  constituencies  at 
the  last  General  Election ;  and  it  was 
well  known  that  no  gentleman  could 
appear  before  the  electors  in  the  Liberal 
interest  unless  the  mark  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  upon  his  forehead. 
The  way  in  which  the  majority  were 
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treated  reminded  him  of  the  story  of  the  I 
visit  paid  hy  the  late  Dr.  Gumming  to 
the  Pope.  Dr.  Gumming  asked — *'  May 
I  argue  ?  "  His  Holiness  replied — **  No, 
you  mustn't  argue ;  but  you  may  kiss 
my  toe."  It  was  by  resistance  that 
Magna  Gharta  was  obtained,  that  the 
Bill  of  Bights  was  obtained,  that  the 
Hanoverian  Succession  was  established, 
and  that  every  one  of  their  rights  had 
been  gained  and  retained.  It  was  clearly 
the  duty  of  the  Opposition,  if  they  sup- 
posed that  hon.  Members  opposite  were 
being  coerced,  or  were  acting  from  igno- 
rance or  stupidity,  to  resist  the  passing 
of  these  Eules  of  Procedure  with  all 
their  power.  That  Resolution  would  be 
a  death-blow  to  the  moderation  of  the 
moderates  among  the  Liberal  Party,  and 
to  the  responsibility  of  the  Opposition. 
There  would  be  an  end  of  compromise, 
and  they  might  as  well  eliminate  charity 
from  religion  as  eliminate  compromise 
from  the  government  of  freemen. 

Mr.  a.  M'ARTHUR  said,  he  could 
assure  the  House  that  he,  for  one,  had 
not  been  coerced  to  support  the  Govern- 
ment in  opposition  to  his  conscientious 
convicticms.  The  Liberals  were  charged 
with  voting  for  the  eldtura  contrary  to 
their  wishes,  and  contrary  to  their  con- 
victions ;  and  he  had  to  frankly  confess 
that,  though  ho  should  vote  for  the 
eldturSf  he  should  do  so  with  a  certain 
amount  of  unwillingness,  for  he  very 
much  disliked  the  innovation.  It  went 
much  against  his  wish,  and  against  the 
wishes  of  the  whole  Liberal  Party  ;  but 
he  felt  there  was  no  hope  for  it,  if 
they  wished  to  bring  back  the  House 
of  Gommons  to  its  original  character 
as  a  Legislative  Assembly.  The  change 
was  absolutely  necessary,  for  the  House 
must  have  more  control  in  the  future 
over  its  own  Business  than  it  had  at 
present.  That  was  the  chief  reason  which 
induced  him  to  give  his  support  to  the 
1st  Resolution ;  for  while  he  believed 
that  its  adoption  would  not  have  the 
slightest  effect  in  preventing  the  fullest 
and  fairest  discussion,  it  would  enable 
the  House  to  perform  its  Business  more 
effectively  and  rapidly.  It  was  an  honour 
to  have  a  seat  in  that  House ;  but  the 
honour  was  dearly  paid  for  by  the  pain 
of  listening  hour  after  hour,  and  day 
after  day,  to  long  and  interminable 
speeches,  which  hindered  the  perform- 
ance of  work.  It  was  impossible  for 
anything  to  be  more   dreary,  or  even 
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dispiriting,  for    many    hon.   Members 
spoke  merely  because  they  felt  it  neeei- 
sary  to  say  something.     Among  otha 
things  that  had  been  referred  to,  men- 
tion had  been  made  of  the  fact  that  the 
Golonial  Legislatures  in  general  had  not 
adopted  the  eldlure ;  but  that  was  be- 
cause they  had  never  experienced  asy- 
thing   like   the   persistent    Obstructum 
that  had  been  witnessed  in  that  Home 
during  the  last  few  Sessions.     He  be- 
lieved that  the  proposed  measure  would 
prove  very  effectual  in  facilitating  the 
conduct  of  Business  in  the  House,  and 
that  was  why  he  supported  it. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  that  belieying 
that  the  Resolution   under  discusaon, 
and,  indeed,  all  the  Resolutions,  were 
calculated  to  give  the  majority  an  unfair 
advantage  over  the  minority,  he  wished 
to  entc^r  his  protest  against   them.    A 
minority  had  a  right  to  delay,  and  to 
defeat   by  delay,  any  measure  to  which 
they  objected.     It  was  because  that  Re- 
solution would  interfere  with  the  right 
of  the  minority  to  uso  the  Forms  of  the 
House,  which  Fiad  been  handed  down  to 
them  by  tradition,  in  order  to  delay  a 
measure,  that  he  would  vote  against  it. 
He  voted  for  the  Rules  of  Urgency  last 
Session,  because  they  were  temporarily 
required  to  meet  an   exceptional  diffi- 
culty; but  that  was  no  reason  why  he 
should  now   support  a  more  stringent 
Rule,  which  had  the  great  disadvantage 
of  being  permanent.      It  was  nothing 
short  of  hypocrisy  for  the  Members  oi 
the  Treasury  Bench — he  did  not  see  any 
Member  of  the  Gh)vemment  upon  it  at 
present — to  talk  about   putting   down 
Obstruction.     Whenever  there  was  any 
charge  of  Obstruction  against  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Treasury  Bench,  there  was 
always  one,  and  that  was  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  who 
got  up  and  said  that  he  never  obstructed; 
but  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
was  the  first  and  chief  Obstructionist  in 
tliat   House.     Perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  meant,  when  he  said  it  was 
not  Obstruction,  that  it  was  only  a  Brum- 
magem kind  of  article.    The  present  in- 
troduction of  the  eldtun  was  compaTed 
to  the  Speaker's  action  i^  putting  u 
end  to  the  debate  ;  but  there  was  no  ret! 
similarity  between  the  cases.    One  was 
a  temporary  expedient,  and  the  other 
intended  to  be  permanent.    The  Prime 
Minister  had  been  guilty  of  many  inoon* 
sitttencies  in  relation  to  these  Beeolations. 
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He  had  begun  by  saying  that  the  *'  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  "was  to  be  the 
"  general  sense  of  the  House ; "  and  at 
last  he  had  narrowed  the  expression 
down  to  the  barest  Party  majority,  so 
that  the  Besolution  might  be  said  to  rest 
on  false  pretences.  It  was  the  irrespon- 
sible will  of  the  Prime  Minister  that  was 
forcing  this  measure  through  a  reluctant 
House.  Every  argument  had  been  an- 
swered, every  fallacy  exposed  ;  but  the 
imperious  will  of  the  Prime  Minister 
they  could  not  change.  It  was  his  (Mr. 
Warton's)  candid  opinion  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  content  himself 
with  nothing  short  of  being  the  Dictator 
of  the  country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
O^Shea,) — put  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  7b- 
morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  \(ith  November,  1882. 


Their  Lordships  met  this  day  at  Eleven 
of  the  dock  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial 
Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Four  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
FHday,  lOM  November,  1882. 


QUESTIONS. 


EGYPT— DESPATCH  OF  BRITISH  OFFI- 
CERS  TO  THE  SOUDAN. 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECHi  gave  No- 
tice that  on  Thursday  he  would  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 


is  true  that  throe  British  officers  had 
heen  despatched  on  a  special  mission  to 
the  Soudan;  and,  if  so,  what  arrange* 
ments  he  has  made  for  their  protection, 
haying  regard  to  the  fate  wmch  so  re« 
cently  befell  Professor  Palmer's  party  in 
the  desert  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  Sir,  I  will  answer 
that  Question  at  once.  Three  officers 
have  gone  to  the  Soudan  to  make  a 
report,  not  to  take  part  in  any  military 
affairs.  I  consulted  Sir  Archibald  Alison 
on  the  point  whether  it  would  be  wise  to 
send  an  escort,  and  he  answered  that  it 
would  not  be  wise.  Therefore,  an  escort 
will  not  be  sent  with  these  officers. 

THE  CURRENCY-SMALL  SILVER 

COIN, 

Mb.  WIGOIN  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
many  complaints  are  being  made  of  the 
difficulty  in  obtainingsmall  silver  change ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  en- 
deavour to  remove  the  inconvenience,  by 
ordering  an  increased  number  of  shillings 
and  sixpences  to  be  coined  ? 

Mb.  COUBTNEY  :  Sir,  I  had  heard 
nothing  of  any  complaints  of  the  scarcity 
of  small  change  until  I  saw  the  Notice 
of  my  hon.  Friend's  Question.  I  now 
learn  from  the  Governor  of  the  Bank  of 
England  that  it  is  true  that  the  Bank 
have  not  been  able  to  meet  all  demands 
for  silver  as  usual,  owing  to  the  Mint 
being  shut ;  but  they  have  received  no 
special  complaints  of  a  want  of  small  sil- 
ver coin.  Arrangements  have  now  been 
made  for  supplying  them  at  once  with 
£100,000  in  silver,  of  which  £50,000 
will  be  in  shillings  and  sixpences ;  and 
the  difficulty  will  disappear  when  coini^e 
is  resumed  at  the  Mint,  which  will  be 
the  case  at  an  early  date. 

SCIENCE  AND  ART  DEPARTMENT, 

SOUTH  KENSINGTON— IRISH 

TEACHERS. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council,  Whether  payment 
has  yet  been  made  on  the  results  of  the 
last  May  examinations  of  schools  and 
classes  in  Ireland  in  connection  with  the 
Department  of  Science  and  Art,  South 
Kensington  ;  whether  it  is  true  that  the 
English  and  Scotch  teachers  are  usually 
paid  at  a  much  earlier  period  of  the 
year;  and,  whether  steps  could  not  bQ 
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taken  to  insure  payment  to  the  Irish 
science  teachers  at  least  before  the  re- 
opening: of  the  classes  in  October? 

Mb.  I^IUNDELLA  :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  first  Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
about  85  per  cent  of  the  claims  sent  in 
from  Irish  schools  have  been  already 
paid.  English  and  Scotch  claims  are 
paid  a  little  earlier  than  Irish,  owing  to 
the  necessity  of  referring  the  latter  to 
the  Commissioners  of  National  Education 
in  Dublin.  I  should  be  glad  if  these 
claims  could  be  settled  earlier,  and  I 
will  see  if  anything  can  be  done  to 
quicken  the  payment.  Many  of  them 
are  not  sent  to  us  till  after  the  re-open- 
ing of  the  classes  in  October,  and  at 
this  moment  24  scliools  have  not  sent  in 
their  claims. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  he  understood 
that  the  delay  occurred  through  the 
Board  of  National  Education.  Could  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  consider  whether 
the  time  occupied  by  that  Board  should 
bo  limited  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  was 
exactly  the  point  engaging  their  atten- 
tion, and  they  were  in  communication 
on  the  subject  with  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion. 

AFRICA  (SOUTH)  -  THE  TRANSVAAL- 
PAYMENT  OF  AMOUNT  DUE  UNDER 
THE  CONVENTION. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  the  Transvaal 
Government  has,  according  to  the  Con- 
vention, paid  the  sum  of  £100,000, 
agreed  to  bo  paid  on  or  before  the  8th 
August  188*2,  on  account  of  the  debt 
due  to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
made  provision  for  paying  the  interest 
on  the  remainder  of  that  debt ;  what 
amount  has  been  paid  by  Her  Majesty's 
Governmenton  accountof  awards  against 
the  present  Transvaal  Government  for 
injury  to  person  or  property  during  the 
war ;  whether  the  property  captured  by 
the  agents  of  the  present  Transvaal  Go- 
vernment during  the  war  has,  in  accord- 
ance with  promise,  been  realised,  and 
the  proceeds  handed  over  to  the  British 
Resident  in  reduction  of  the  total  amount 
so  paid  by  Her  Majesty's  Government ; 
and,  if  so,  what  proportion  the  proceeds 
of  such  property  bears  to  the  total  amount 
so  paid  by  Her  Majesty's  Government ; 
and,  when  Parliament  will  be  asked  to 
defray  the  balance  ? 

3fr,  Sexton 


Mb.  EVELYN  A8HLET :  Sir,  the 
Transvaal  Gt)yemment  has  paid  the  in- 
terest due  on  their  debt  for  the  half- 
years  ended  on  February  8  and  Augoit 
8,  1882.  They  have  not  as  yet  paid  any 
portion  of  the  £  1 00,000.  Her  Majeety'a 
Government  have  consented  to  wait  tSL 
the  end  of  this  year,  when,  if  the  Esti- 
mates of  the  Transvaal  Government  aie 
realized,  they  should  be  able  to  pay  at 
least  £50,000  in  reduction  of  the  capital 
of  the  debt.  £136,960  12«.  Id,  was  the 
amount  of  the  award  made  against  the 
present  Transvaal  Government.  The 
proceeds  of  captured  property  paid  orer 
to  the  British  Resident  amount  to 
£10,000,  which  sum  the  Transraal 
Government  said  exceeded  the  actaal 
amount  realized.  That  left  a  balance 
of  £126,960  12«.  Id.  Bills  to  the  amount 
required  have  been  drawn  by  the  British 
Resident  on  the  Treasury  Chest  Fand. 
When  the  accounts  have  been  doeed, 
and  the  exact  balance  required  is  known, 
an  Estimate  for  the  amount  will  be  laid 
before  Parliament  and  a  Vote  taken. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)- 
"MOONLIGHTING'*  BY  "EMER- 
GENCY MEN  "  AT  MURROE. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Seere- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Is  it  a  fact  that  the  emergency  or  pro- 
perty defence  men,   tried  for  '*  moon- 
lighting*' on  the  23rd  October  at  Murroe, 
were  discharged,  though  three  respect* 
able  witnesses  fully  identified  them,  and 
positively  swore  they  were  the  men  who 
with  blackened  faces  demanded  moncj 
and  arms  from  them  on  the  night  of  the 
10th  October ;  whether  the  only  evidence 
to  rebut  this  was  that  given  by  other 
emergency  men,    comrades  of  the  pri- 
soners ;    whether   one   of  the  accneed, 
named  Parker,  is  the  individual  a  short 
time  since  charged    with    deliberatelj 
firing  on  some  children  in  Cappamore, 
and  who  still  more  recently  underwent 
a  month's  imprisonment  for  assanlting 
the  police,   and  whether  he  had  been 
only  a  few  days  out  of  gaol ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Government  will  allow  each 
persons  to  carry  firearms  ? 

Mr.  TKEVELYAN:  Sir,  Ihavewb- 
mitted  the  Papers  in  this  case  to  the 
Attorney  General,  and  have  been  ad- 
vised by  him  that  the  charge  against 
one  of  these  men,  Henry  Murdy,  appean 
to  have  been  properly  dismissed,  ai 
there  was  not  sufficient  identification; 
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bat  in  the  case  of  the  other  two  men, 
Parker  and  Eakins,  he  advises  that  fresh 
proceedings  be  taken,  and  I  have  given 
directions  accordingly.  Parker's  arms' 
licence  will  be  at  once  revoked,  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  licensing  officer, 
who  is  now  also  making  further  inquiry 
in  Eakins's  case. 

CENTRAL    ASIA— KEPORTED  RUSSIAN 

ADVANCE. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  will  telegraph  to 
the  British  agent  at  Meshed,  in  order 
to  ascertain  if  there  is  foundation  for 
the  report  that  a  Bussian  force  has 
lately  advanced  to  Sarakhs,  i.e.,  two 
hundred  miles  beyond  the  boundary 
which  he  stated  last  April  was  to  he 
the  limit  of  their  furthest  advance  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  if 
any  such  advance  had  taken  place  it 
would  undoubtedly  have  been  reported 
by  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Teheran ; 
and  I  see  no  occasion  to  incur  the  ex- 
pense of  telegraphing  to  inquire  as  to  a 
rumour  for  which  there  appears  to  be 
no  foundation,  except  as  regards  the 
journey  of  the  engineers,  as  to  which  I 
have  already  given  information  to  the 
House. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT :  Has 
the  hon.  Baronet  seen  the  correction 
which  has  appeared  in  the  Russian 
papers  that  this  story  of  the  advance  is 
six  months  old  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  gave 
the  facts  as  they  came  to  us  from  Mr. 
Thompson.  Of  course,  there  is  a  con- 
flict between  these  two  statements. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT :  Why 
does  not  the  hon.  Baronet  answer  the 
Question  ?  I  ask  him  whether  he  will 
not  reconsider  his  reply,  and  send  a 
telegram  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  We 
are  hearing  continually  from  the  Agent 
at  Meshed,  through  Mr.  Thompson,  and 
it  is  not  necessary  to  telegraph. 

THE   IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  —  DE- 
8PATCH   OF    BUSINESS  — CASE    OF 
JAMES   HARTE,  OF   RUSHEEN,  CO. 
8LIG0. 
Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  can  say  why  the  case  of  James 
SartO;  of  Rusheen,  county  Sligo  (a  ten- 


ant of  Lady  Louisa  Tenison),  entered  a 
long  time  since  in  the  Land  Court,  has 
not  yet  been  heard,  though  the  Sub- 
Commission  has  held  two  sessions  for 
the  county  Sligo ;  and,  if  he  can  say 
how  soon  the  case  will  be  heard  and 
decided  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  practice 
of  the  Land  Commissioners  is  to  list  all 
cases  for  hearing  in  the  order  of  the  re- 
ceipt of  the  application  in  their  office, 
and  James  Harte's  case  has  not  yet 
been  reached  in  consequence  of  the 
number  of  cases  lodged  before  his,  and 
which,  consequently,  must  be  heard  be- 
fore it.  The  cases  having  priority  are 
so  numerous,  I  understand,  that  his  case 
will  not  be  reached  for  a  considerable 
time. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— 
MISCONDUCT  OF  SUB-CONSTABLES 
MESCAL  AND  BARRY. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that,  as  the  result 
of  a  Constabulary  Inquiry  held  on  the 
1 8th  and  19th  of  September  last,  at  the 
Constabulary  Station  in  the  town  of 
Castlecomer,  to  investigate  charges  pre- 
ferred by  an  Emergency  man  named 
Henslip  against  two  sub  -  constables 
named  John  Mescal  and  James  Barry, 
Mescal  was  fined  £3,  and  Barry  dis- 
missed the  Force ;  whether  a  charge 
arising  out  of  the  same  evidence,  and 
made  by  the  same  complainant,  against 
Sub-Constable  Mescal,  was  investigated 
by  the  Castlecomer  Petty  Sessions 
Bench,  and  dismissed  on  the  merits  by 
unanimous  judgment  of  the  magistrates ; 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  case  of 
Henslip  rested  on  his  own  evidence 
solely,  while  the  innocence  of  the  sub- 
constables  was  testified  by  an  auxiliary 
sub-constable  and  several  civilian  wit- 
nesses ;  and,  whether  the  result  of  the 
Constabulary  Inquiry  will  be  reviewed  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  the  facts 
are  correctly  stated  in  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  Question.  The  sub-con- 
stables were  charged  with  several  grave 
offences  against  discipline.  The  charges 
were  inquired  into  by  a  Constabulary 
Court  of  Inquiry,  and  both  men  were 
found  guilty  of  most  of  them.  Sub- 
Constable  Barry's  previous  conduct  had 
been  bad,  and  he  had  been  warned  that 
his  next  offence  would  cause  his  dis- 
missal, aiid  he  was  dismissed  accord- 
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ingly;    but  Sub-Constable  Mescal  was  was  57;  but  the  Arts  education  vis  not 

leniently  dealt  with,  as  his  previous  con-  limited  to  them,  but  was  given  to  the 

duct  had  been  good.  A  charge  of  assault^  205   students   who  were  attending  lec- 

which   was  brought  against  Sub-Con-  tures.    It  must  bo  remembered  that  the 

stable  Mescal  by  the  man  Ilonslip,  was  number  of  students  in  Arts  is  an  ilto- 

investigatcd  by  the  magistrates  at  Castle-  gether  inadequate  test  of  the  work  of 

comer  Petty  Sessions,  and  a  majority  of  these  institutions.     The  students  in  Arts 

them  wore   of   opinion  that  the    sub-  number  little   more    than   a  fourth  in 

constable  was  not  guilty.     Several  wit-  Gal  way,  and  little  more  than  a  sixth  at 

nesses  tostifiod  to  the  offences againt  dis-  Cork,   of  the  whole  body  of  students, 

cipline    with    which   these    men    wore  The  Queen's  Colleges  are,  to  a  marked 

charged  ;  but  in  the  case  of  the  auxiliary  extent,  places  of  scientific  education, 
force   policeman    who   swore    to    thoir 

innocence,  the  Court  stated  they  could  EGYPT— SURRENDER  OF  ARAB! 

not  give  any  credence  to  his  evidence,  as  pasha  TO   THE    AGENTS  OF  THE 

ho  swore  a  man  was  sober  who  admitted  KHEDIVE 

that    he    was  drunk.      The    Inspector  »r     /-ki-r.     t 

General  informs  me  that  he  sees   no  Mb.  0  DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 

necessity  for  reviewing  the  result  of  the  ^*7  of  State  for  War,  Why  Arabi  Pacha, 

proceedings;    and,   under  the    ciroum-  while  a  prisoner  of  war  to  British  troops, 

stances,  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  matter  for  ^^  surrendered  to  the   agents  of  the 

Government  to  interfere  in.  Khedive? 

Mr.   CHILDEHS  :  Sir,   if  the  hon. 

ROYAL   UNIVERSITY   OF   IRELAND—  Member  will  refer   to  Egypt,   No.  18, 

THE  QUEEN'S  COLLEGES— GRANT-  I-^tter  No.  76,  he  will  see  that  Arahi 

ING  OF  DEGREES.  Pasha  was  surrendered  to  the  Ehedive 

Mr.   O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief  \^  ?<^^*^°®  ^^^^  »  decision  of  Her 

Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire-  f  ajf*^  »  Govern naentoommamwted  bj 

land,  If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  ^^^J^'^^'^l^l  *^  S'""  Edward  Malet  on 

the  fact  that  at  the  late  degree  examina-  ^\®.  JSth  of  August    in    obedience  to 

tions  in  connection  with  the  Eoyal  Uni-  ^^^""^  ^ir  Garnet  Wolseley  acted.    Ha 

versity  of  Ireland  the  total  number  of  ^\«.  ^  surrendered  because  he  was  t 

graduates  in  arts  from  Queen's  College,  subject  m   arms   against  the  Khediv^ 

Gal  way,   was  only  nine,   and  the  total  *°^  7f  y®'^'^?^^"^  *»  .**^«.  ^^lee  and 

number  from  Queen's  College,  Cork,  was  mandatones  of  the  Khedive  in  the  vhde 

onlv  twelve ;    whether  the  Government  °P?,     ^PA'^t,txtx,t  -r     ^           •        .    .    i 

intend  to  continue  the  grant  of  £20.000  J^^-  ^P^^^ELL:  Is  not  thepnncipiJ 

a-year   to  the    support  of   institutions  offence  for  which  Arabi  is  to  be  tned  for 

which  only  produce  twenty-one  gradu-  J^"  life  his  aUeged  misuse  of  the  flag  of 

atos  in  arts  this  year;  and,  whether  ho  truce  dunng  the  siege  of  Alexandna- 

will  propose   any   measure  for  making  *^  offence  which,   if  committed  at  aU, 

the  public  endowments  of  the  Colleges  was  committed  against  the  British  Army, 

at  Cork  and  Galway  more  useful  in  ex-  l""^  which,  therefore,  ought  to  be  tned 

tending  University  education  among  the  ^^^  *  ^"V^'^rr^^r^^^^l^^l 

people  of  Ireland?  ,   ^f:   CHILDEHS:    I    have  nothing 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  my  atten-  *^ '^^^  to  my  answer.     I  have  already 

tion  has  been  called  to  this  matter  by  answered  distinctly  what  the  hon.  Mem- 

the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member ;  but  I  ^^^  P^*^®^  ^^  ^^^  Notice  Paper. 
have  already  given  much  interest  and 

attention  to  the  matter.     The  Govern-  EGYPT-ISMAIL  8ADYK  PASHA. 

ment  have  no   present  intention  other  Mr.  O'DONNELL   asked  the  Under 

than  to  continue  the  annual  grants  to  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 

those  institutions  ;  but  I  think  it  right  If  he  will  inquire  whether  Ismail  Sadyk 

to  point  out  that  the  number  of  gradu-  Pacha,  Egyptian  Finance  Minister,  vho 

atos  in  Arts  from  those  Colleges  forms  was  sentenced    to   banishment  to  the 

no  estimate  of  the  number  of  students  White  Nile,  during  the  Joubert-Qoachwo 

who  receive  Arts  instruction  in  the  Col-  Mission,  still   survives ;  and,  if  not,  if 

leges.     Thus,  the  number  of  students  in  he  will  inquire  whether  any  agents  d 

the  Faculty  of  Arts  during  tho  last  ses-  the  Dritish  Government    procured  bis 

sion  in  the  Queen's  CoUege,  Galway,  condemnation  f 

Mr,  Tnrelt/an 
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SiE  OHAELES  W.  DILKE:  It  is 
notorious  Sir,  that  Ismail  Pasha  Sadyk, 
generally  known  as  the  *' Moufettish/' 
was  arrested  by  order  of  Ismail  Pasha, 
the  late  Khedire,  and  banished  to  the 
Soudan  at  the  date  mentioned  ;  and  that 
his  death  was  officially  reported.  There 
is  no  foundation  whatever  for  the  sug- 
gestion that  any  Agents  of  the  British 
U-overnment  procured  his  condemna- 
tion. 


PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1881— CASE  OF  MATTHEW  SMYTH. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  Matthew 
Smyth,  a  farmer  residing  at  Ooolarty, 
about  three  miles  from  Granard,  county 
Longford,  who  went  out  on  Thursday 
the  26th  October  with  his  gun,  for  which 
he  is  duly  licensed,  for  the  purpose 
of  shooting  plover;  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  after  once  firing  he  was  ac- 
costed by  constable  Lennon  and  sub- 
constable  Moran,  of  Ballinalee,  who 
ordered  him  to  halt,  and  that  on  Mr. 
Smyth's  becoming  alarmed  and  running 
towards  his  own  house,  constable  Len- 
non fired  three  shots  from  his  revolver 
in  rapid  succession  at  him,  but  did  not 
succeed  in  hitting  him;  whether  the 
police  then  took  the  gun  from  Mr. 
Smyth,  but  gave  it  back  to  him  the  next 
day ;  and,  whether  the  authorities  have 
taken  any  notice  of  the  way  in  which  the 
constable  made  use  of  his  revolver  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  facts  of 
the  case  are  these,  as  far  as  I  have 
them ;  but  there  is  an  important  point 
on  which  I  have  asked  for  further  im- 
formation.  The  two  constables  referred 
to  were  on  duty  in  the  townland  of 
Ooolarty  at  the  time ;  they  heard  a  shot 
fired,  and  at  once  proceeded  to  the  place ; 
a  man  rose  from  behind  a  ditch  and  ran 
away;  they  called  on  him  to  stand, 
shouting  to  him  that  they  would  fire  if 
he  did  not  do  so.  They  called  on  him 
several  times  to  surrender,  and  finally, 
as  he  continued  to  run  away,  one  of  the 
constables  fired  three  shots  for  the  pur- 
pose ot  compelling  him  to  surrender. 
Thej  then  took  his  gun  from  him ;  but 
as  he  had  a  license  for  it,  and  is  a  man 
of  good  character,  it  was  restored  to 
him  next  day  by  order  of  the  Resident 
Magistrate.    I  have  called  on  the  In. 
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specter  General  to  report  on  the  matter, 
which  is  one  for  inquiry. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  Doesthe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  know  by  what  authority  the 
police  have  taken  upon  themselves  in 
IrelaDd  to  interfere  in  poaching  cases, 
and  perform  the  part  of  gamekeepers  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  said,  the  allega- 
tion in  this  particular  case,  so  far  as  he 
could  see  from  the  information  given  to 
him,  was  very  different,  for  it  was  that 
the  committal  of  outrage  was  the  object, 
and  not  game. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND) -CASE 
OF  JOHN  LALOR. 
Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to    the  Lord  Lieutenant    of 
Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  case  of  a  man  named  John 
Lalor,  charged  with  assaulting  a  police- 
man, in  which  the  original  information 
was  not    produced;    whether    he    has 
noticed  that  Major  Hutchinson,  R.M., 
is  reported  to  have  said  **  We'll  have  to 
report  this  Petty  Sessions'  Clerk  as  he  is 
perfectly  useless,"  and  that  Mr.  McLeod 
the  other  R.M.,  said,  on  the  solicitor  for 
the  defence  complaining  that  he  had  not 
seen  a  copy  of  the  informations,  ''That 
is  a  great  disgrace  ;  "  and,  whether  the 
magistrates  have  reported  the  circum- 
stance,  and  what  was  the   nature  of 
their  report  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  Sir,  I  have  ob- 
tained  a  report  in  reference  to  this  Ques- 
tion, from  which  I  find  that  the  remarks 
mentioned  therein  were  made  by  Major 
Hutchinson  and  Mr.  M'Leod,  and  had 
reference  to  the  orig^inal  information  in 
the  case,  which  could  not  be  found  in 
the  absence  of  the  clerk  who  has  been 
for  some  time  in  delicate  health.  The 
magistrates  afterwards  decided  to  defer 
action  in  the  matter  until  the  next  Petty 
Sessions,  when  they  considered  that 
should  the  official  documents  not  be  in 
proper  order,  or  the  clerk  not  able  to 
attend  to  his  duties,  some  steps  should 
be  taken. 

CONVICT  LABOUR  AND  HARBOURS  OP 
REFUGE  —  REPORT  OF  THE  COM- 
MITTEE. 

Mb.  JACKSON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  If 
he  will  present  to  Parliament  the  report 
of  the  Departmental  Committee  on  the 
Employment  of  Convict  Labour  and 
Harbours  of  Refuge  ? 
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Mr.  WEBSTER  asked  tho  Finanoial 
Secretary  to  tho  Treasury,  Whether,  be- 
fore a  decision  is  come  to  as  to  construct- 
ing harbours  of  refujje  upon  tho  const, 
the  selection  of  sites  therefor,  and  the 
employment  of  convict  labour  for  the 
purpose,  the  Report  of  the  recent  De- 
partmental Commission  on  Convict  La- 
bour will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  a  full  opportunity  afforded 
of  considering  the  whole  questions  in- 
volved, with  reference  to  that  Report, 
and  to  the  recommendations  in  the  Re- 
port of  tho  Royal  Commission  of  18*)8 
upon  Harbours  of  Refupo ;  and.  whe- 
ther, in  the  view  of  its  being  thought 
desirable  to  construct  harbours  of  re- 
fuge, such  localities  as  may  deem  them- 
selves interested  in  the  selection  of  the 
site  or  pites  will  be  allowed  an  oppor- 
tunity of  submitting  their  claims,  and 
being  heard  thereon  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY:  Sir,  I  will  an- 
swer the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Jackson)  at  the  same 
time  as  that  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Webster). 
Tho  Government  will  ])resent  to  Parlia- 
ment the  Report  of  the  Departmental 
Committee  on  Convict  Labour,  with  the 
omission  of  some  confidential  matter.  It 
should  be  understood  that  the  first  ques- 
tion is,  how  the  convict  labour  shall  be 
employed  ;  and  this,  as  I  said  the  other 
day,  is  a  matter  of  some  urgency.  Upon 
what  particular  work  it  should  bo  em- 
ployed depends  upon  many  considera- 
tions— the  importance  of  the  work,  its 
suitability  for  convict  labour,  and  its 
cost  as  modified  by  local  contributions. 
Any  representations  which  may  be  made 
from  any  locality  will  receive  careful 
attention. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  whether 
the  Report  as  to  convict  labour  would 
refer  to  Ireland  as  well  as  to  England  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY:  The  inquiry  did 
not  apply  to  Ireland,  as  at  present 
convict^  labour  is  pretty  well  occupied 
there. 

EGYPT— THE  DUAL  CONTROL. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  If  it  is  the  intention  of 
Her  j^Iajesty's  (xovernment  to  take  any 
steps  towards  the  ro-establishment  of 
the  Dual  Control  in  Egypt  ?  He  also 
wished  to  ask,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
the  Egyptian  Government  haye  issued  a  I 


decree  abolishing  the  Dual  Control; 
and,  if  so,  whether  that  decree  has  the 
sanction  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  the  concurrence  of  the  Powers  who 
nro  parties  to  the  Committee  of  Liquida- 
tion ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  In  w- 
ply  to  the  noble  Lord's  first  Qaestion,  I 
can  add  nothing  to  the  statements  which 
have  already  been  made  l>y  the  Prime 
Minister  and  mvself. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
There  have  been  no  statements. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Oh. 
yes.  There  have  been  many  statements 
as  to  the  impossibility  of  making  a 
statement.  As  to  the  second  Question, 
I  am  able  to  say  that,  although  a  pro- 
posal has  been  made  by  the  Egyptian 
Government  witli  regard  to  the  Dual 
Control,  no  decree  has  been  issued 
abolishing  it.  The  Control  does  not,  as 
tho  noble  Lord  supposes,  come  under 
the  Law  of  Liquidation.  I  presume  when 
he  says  '* Committee  of  Liquidation,"  he 
means  ''  Law  of  Liquidation." 

EGYPT  —  THE    LATE    MR.    HERBEBT 
RIBTOX,  C.E.— COMPENSATION. 

Mr.  QIBSON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affaire, 
Whether  the  Government  have  yet  con- 
sidered the  memorial  of  Mrs.  Bibton, 
widow  of  the  late  Herbert  Eibton,  C.E. 
(who  was  murdered  at  Alexandria  on 
1 1th  June  last),  to  be  given  some  com- 
pensation for  the  loss  of  her  husband, 
whose  death  deprived  her  and  her 
family  of  their  means  of  subsistence; 
whether  any  communication  has  been 
made  to  the  Egyptian  Government  on 
the  subject  ;  and,  if  so,  with  what  re- 
sult;  and,  when  it  is  expected  that  the 
claim  of  Mrs.  Hibton  will  be  considered 
and  settled  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  Mn. 
Ribton's  claim  has  been  received  at  the 
Foreign '  Office,  and  inquiry  has  been 
made  at  Cairo  whether  it  was  ande^ 
stood  that  the  claims  for  indemnitiet  to 
families  of  British  subjects  mnrdered 
during  the  riots  should  be  laid  before 
the  International  Commission,  or  whe- 
ther the  Egyptian  Government  wonld 
prefer  to  deal  with  them  separately. 

Mr.  GIBSON  :  Has  any  answerbeen 
received  ? 

Sir  CIIABLES  W.  DILKE:  No, 
Sir ;  the  Question  was  only  asked  a  U^ 
days  ago. 
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LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
COMMISSION  COURT-HOUSE,  DUBLIN 
—  INSUFFICIENCY  OF  PUBLIC  AC 
COMMODATION. 

Mb.  DAWSON  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  -  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  frequent  complaints  made 
by  the  Judges,  Eeoorder,  and  Jurors  of 
Dublin  as  to  the  want  of  sufficient  ac- 
commodation in  the  Commission  Court 
House  at  Green  Street ;  and,  whether, 
in  consideration  of  the  fact  that  this 
Court  is  used  by  the  Crown  not  only  for 
the  Commission  business  of  Dublin 
County  and  City,  but  also  for  the  Win- 
ter Assizes  of  the  county  of  Louth  and 
City  of  Drogheda,  and  for  the  trans- 
ferred cases  from  all  parts  of  Ireland, 
the  reconstruction  of  the  present  Court 
House,  or  the  building  of  a  new  one, 
will  be  undertaken  by  the  Treasury  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  I  am  aware, 
Sir,  that  the  Judges,  the  Becorder,  and 
the  jurors  of  Dublin  have  complained 
of  the  want  of  sufficient  accommodation 
in  the  Commission  Court  at  Qreen  Street. 
Important  communications  on  the  sub- 
ject have  been  received  within  the  past 
few  days,  and  the  subject  will  receive 
the  early  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 


STATE  OF  IRELAND— CAPTAIN  DICKEN- 
SOlfiT  AND  JOHN  RYAN. 

Mb.  DAWSON  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  following  occurrence  : — On 
the  23rd  September,  at  Newport,  county 
Tipperary,  Captain  Dickenson,  20th  re- 
giment, was  charged  with  firing  a  loaded 
revolver  at  a  man  named  Ryan.  The 
complainant  stated  that  he  and  some 
companions  were  returning  to  Newport 
on  the  12th  September.  That  the  whip 
of  the  driver  of  the  oar  fell.  That  the 
nig^ht  being  extremely  dark  they  lit  a 
match  to  look  for  it.  That  whilst  so 
engaged  they  heard  a  car  coming  rapidly 
on.  That  they  cried  out  to  warn  the 
occupants.  Whereupon  one  of  them, 
Captain  Dickenson,  fired  a  revolver 
amongst  them.  That  the  bullet  whizzed 
past  his  head.  That  the  case  was  brought 
before  the  magistrates.  And  after  a 
0IO88  case  against  Byan  for  assault  had 
t»roken  down,  the  bench  dietnissed  the 


case  against  Captain  Dickenson  for  firing, 
and  complimented  him  for  not  hitting 
any  one,  and,  at  the  same  time,  cau- 
tioned Byan  against  crying  out  so  loud 
for  the  future ;  and,  whether  he  will 
direct  an  inquiry  into  the  grounds  of 
this  decision  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  I  have  re- 
ceived  the  following  report  in  reference 
to  this  case.  On  the  22nd  of  September 
last  Captain  Dickenson,  of  the  2Uth  Re- 
giment, was  charged  at  Newport  Petty 
Sessions,  by  John  Ryan,  with  firing  a 
revolver  at  him  on  the  night  of  the  Tith 
September,  between  Newport  and  Lime- 
rick. It  appeared  in  evidence  that  the 
night  was  dark,  and  'Ryan's  driver 
dropped  bis  whip ;  he  got  down  and  lit 
a  match  to  look  for  it.  Captain  Dicken- 
son and  Lieutenant  Charles  drove  up  at 
the  time  ;  they  saw  a  light  suddenly  ex- 
tinguished, and,  at  the  same  time,  a  man 
leaped  out  from  under  the  hedge,  and, 
with  a  loud  cry,  rushed  towards  Captain 
Dickenson  ;  another  man  rushed  towards 
his  horse's  head,  and  Captain  Dicken- 
son, believing  that  they  had  g^t  into  a 
''moonlight"  ambuscade,  fired  his  re- 
volver high  over  Ryan's  head  to  show 
that  he  was  armed.  Both  parties  drove 
immediately  to  the  Newport  police  bar- 
racks and  reported  the  case.  The  case 
came  before  the  magistrates,  and,  after 
a  lengthened  hearing,  was  dismissed  by 
them.  The  Bench  remarked  that  Ryan 
was  fortunate  in  meeting  so  cool-headed 
a  man  as  Captain  Dickenson,  as  another 
man  would  probably  have  shot  him.  A 
cross  case,  brought  by  Captain  Dicken- 
son against  Ryan,  for  assault,  was  also 
dismissed.  I  do  not  think  any  further 
inquiry  is  necessary  in  this  case. 

Mb.  DAWSON :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  think  that  it  is  in  accordance 
with  the  administration  of  justice  to  fire 
revolvers  on  the  highway  without  no- 
tice, and  against  the  law?  [Oim  of 
"  Order ! "] 

Ma.  SPEAKER  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  entitled  to  enter  into  a  de- 
bate. He  can  only  ask  a  further  Ques- 
tion arising  out  of  the  answer  already 
given. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  he  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  he 
thought  it  was  judicious  in  Ireland  to 
allow  captains  in  Her  Majesty's  Army 
to  proceed  with  loaded  revolvers  through 
the  country,  and  to  fire  merely  because 
they  saw  a  party  in  the  road  crying  out 
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merely  to  save  themselves  from  being 
driven  over  ?     [Crie*  of  **  Order !  "] 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  not  regular  for 
the  hon.  Member  to  ask  for  the  opinion 
of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  PARNELL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  if  he  knew  whether 
Captain  Dickenson  had  a  licence  to  carry 
arms  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  As  an  officer  in 
the  Army,  he  would  have  a  right  to 
carry  arms,  and  I  should  conclude  that, 
whatever  retribution  the  whole  affair 
deserved,  is  probably  effected  by  its  pub- 
licity. 

Mr  PARNELL  asked,  under  what 
Statute  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consi- 
dered that  an  officer  in  the  Army  was 
not  bound  to  comply  with  the  Arms  Act 
of  last  Session  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  I  prefer  to  an- 
Bwer  that  Question  on  Notice.  Speaking 
from  my  impression,  which  I  am  satis- 
fied is  a  correct  one,  I  think  an  officer  in 
the  Army  would  have  a  right  to  carry 
arms ;  but  I  much  prefer  to  answer  the 
Question  on  Notice. 

POST    OFFICE— EAST    AFRICAN    MAIL 

SERVICE. 

Mr.  SLAGG  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  What  steps  he  has  taken  to 
continue  the  efficiency  of  the  East  African 
Mail  Service,  in  accordance  with  the 
assurance  which  he  was  understood  to 
give  to  the  House  on  the  4th  of  May  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  in  the  debate 
to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers  I  gave 
an  assurance  that  I  would  very  carefully 
consider  whatever  evidence  he  or  others 
interested  in  the  subject  might  bring 
forward  tending  to  show  that  a  regular 
mail  service  to  Zanzibar  was  impossible 
without  a  subsidy.  After  full  considera- 
tion of  the  whole  subject,  it  has  now 
been  decided  not  to  renew  the  contract, 
as  there  is  reason  to  believe  that  a  suffi- 
ciently good  postal  service  can  be  pro- 
vided without  it. 

SCIENCE    AND    ART— SCOTCH    STATE 
PAPERS  (irA:\IILTON  COLLECTION). 

Mr.  COCHRAN-PATRICK  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
there  is  any  truth  in  the  report  that  the 
Scotch  State  Papers  in  the  Hamilton 
Collection  have  been  offered  to  the  Bri- 
tish Government;  and,  if  there  is  any 
hope  that  these  may  still  be  secured  for 
the  National  Collection  ? 


Mr.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  neither  the 
Treasury,  as  a  Department,  nor  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister  has  any 
information  to  the  effect  of  the  hon. 
Member's  suggestion.  If  these  doca- 
mentB  are  ever  offered  for  sale  by  the 
German  Government,  the  Trustees  of  the 
British  Museum  and  the  Government 
will  doubtless  have  an  opportunity  of 
considering  whether  the  whole  or  any 
part  of  them  should  be  purchased ;  and, 
if  so,  how  much  may  properly  be  ex- 
pended upon  them. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— DISCONTINU- 
ANCE  OF  RELIEF  WORKS  AT  ARKLOW. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  has  received  a  reply  from 
the   Secretary  of  the  County  WickW 
Grand  Jury  as  to  whether  there  was  any 
undertaking  to  the  effect  that  the  im- 
provements in    the    town    of  Arklow, 
which  have  been  discontinued  by  order 
of  the  county  surveyor  at  Lord  Caryfort*8 
request,   were  only  to   be  carried  oat 
with  the  approval  of  all  the  owners  and 
occupiers  of  property  in  the  district  to 
be  affected,  and  whether  any  one  else 
has  objected  to  the  proposed  improre- 
ments  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  Sir,  I  have  re- 
ceived a  reply  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Grand  Jury,  and  find  that  the  following 
is  the  wording  of  the  Presentment 
passed  at  the  Spring  Assizes,  1882:— 

"  To  tho  parties  to  be  employed  by  the  county 
surveyor  to  lower  a  hill  in  the  road  leading  to 
the  railway  station  in  Arklow,  between  Mr.  h 
F.  Evan's  house  and  the  Town  Hall,  being  160 
yards  in  length  {N.B.—  Provided  the  conaentof 
the  owners  of  houses  adjoining  be  given  befoi* 
next  assizes) — £40." 

Lord  Carysfort  declined  to  give  his  con- 
sent to  the  execution  of  the  work,  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  injure  his  pro- 
perty, where  he  has  expended  lop 
sums  of  money. 

SPAIN  —  INTERNATIONAL  LAW-SUB. 
RENDER  OF  CUBAN  REFUGEES. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies, Whether  the  statement  in  the 
**  Standard  "  newspaper  of  the  6th  in- 
stant is  true,  that  certain  Cuhan  refugeee 
were  taken  to  the  British  frontier,  Dear 
Gibraltar,  and  prevented  from  returning 
into  British  territory  ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther thia  proceeding  was  the  subject  A 
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any  previotiB  arrangement,  negotiation, 
or  discussion,  between  the  Spanish  and 
British  authorities;  and,  if  he  will  forth> 
with  lay  upon  the  Table  any  communi- 
cation, by  telegram  or  otherwise,  between 
the  Colonial  Office  and  the  authorities  at 
Gibraltar  upon  this  subject? 

Ma.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  Sir,  it  is 
Boniewhat  inconvenient — I  was  going  to 
say  very  inconvenient — to  have  to  state 
to  the  House  information  in  fragmentary 
reports  by  telegraph  on  a  matter  which 
is  under  judicial  inquiry,  and  in  regard 
to  which  we  expect  the  full  details  very 
shortly.  The  proper  course  would  be 
tliit  the  Papers  and  the  decision  of  the 
Home  Government  should  be  laid  on  the 
Table  at  the  same  time.  In  consequence 
of  the  Question  put  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  other  day,  we  tele- 
graphed to  the  Governor  of  Gibraltar, 
and  I  have  the  authority  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  to  read  the 
reply  to  the  House.  Of  course  we  tele- 
graphed, hoping  that  the  answer  would 
be  an  absolute  denial  of  the  statement 
in  The  standard ;  but  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  it  has  not  turned  out  to  be  so.  This  is 
the  telegram  received  from  Lord  Napier, 
dated  the  7th  November — 

"  If  question  us  to  previons  arrangements 
between  firitish  aud  Spanish  authorities  means 
Governments,  it  should  be  emphatically  denied. 
As  regards  Acting  Police  Magistrate  and  Ohief 
Inspector,  it  is  fally  admitted  Acting  Police 
Magistrate  ordered  Chief  Inspector  to  carry  out 
instructions  of  Colonial  Secretary's  memoran- 
dum, 16th  August.  Both  officers  believed  Co- 
lonial Secretary  to  mean  that  Maceo  was  to  be 
expelled,  as  requested  by  Spanish  Consul,  in 
order  to  facilitate  apprehension  by  Spanish 
police.  Chief  Inspector  acted  on  his  own  re- 
sponsibility, and  without  orders  regarding  the 
other  persons  whom  he  believed  should  be  in- 
cluded with  Maceo.  He  informed  Spanish  Con- 
sul that  fugitives  would  be  expelled  before  even- 
ing gun  fire,  and  expected  their  arrest." 

All  I  would  add,  in  justice  to  Lord  Na- 
pier, is  that  four  days  before  the  tele- 
gram was  sent  to  him  he  sent  a  despatch, 
dated  Nov.  2,  in  which  he  stated  what 
I  have  already  mentioned  to  the  House, 
that  he  himself  was  absolutely  ignorant 
of  the  whole  transaction.     He  said — 

"  I  was  unaware  of  the  case  until  I  saw  it 
mentioned  in  the  OibrdUttr  Chronick  some  days 
after  its  occurrence." 

Sir  E.  A8SHET0N  0B0S8:  Will 
the  hon.  Gentleman  lay  the  Paper  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY;  I  expect 
before  a  week  is  over  the  Committee  ap- 


pointed by  Lord  Napier  to  inquire  into 
the  subject  will  have  given  its  Beport, 
and  then  the  Papers  will  be  presented 
as  soon  as  possible.  The  Committee  is 
composed  of  Mr.  M.  Campbell  and  Ma- 
jor Hildyard,  Brigade  Major,  and  is  pre- 
sided over  by  Mr.  Sheriff,  the  Attorney 
General. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  to  the  Co- 
lonial Secretary.  Will  he  be  good 
enough  to  explain  to  the  House  what 
the  Colonial  Secretary  had  to  do  with 
it? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  I  meant 
the  local  Colonial  Secretary,  General 
Baynes.  He  was  the  recipient  of  com- 
munications from  the  Spanish  Consul. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  But  he 
himself  was  implicated  in  the  transac- 
tion. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  Undoubt- 
edly he  is  one  of  the  parties  whose  con- 
duct is  to  be  inquired  into. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  :  I  shall 
repeat  my  Question  on  this  day  week. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  What  communications  have 
taken  place  between  the  Spanish  and 
British  Governments  on  the  subject  of 
the  Cuban  refugees  ;  what  were  the 
dates  and  substance  of  the  first  commu- 
nication on  behalf  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment ;  whether  it  was  made  by  tele- 
gram, or  otherwise;  and,  if  he  will 
forthwith  lay  any  such  communication 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DLLKE :  I  an- 
swered this  Question  last  night  in  reply 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill). 
The  first  communication,  as  I  have  twice 
stated,  was  in  the  exact  terms  of  the 
reply  given  on  behalf  of  the  Colonial 
O&ce  in  this  House. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked 
whether  it  was  true,  as  reported  in  that 
day's  papers,  that  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment had  refused  to  surrender  the  re- 
fugees ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  received  no 
document  from  the  Spanish  Government 
confirming  the  truth  of  the  statement. 
We  have  had  no  communication  from 
the  Spanish  Government  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time,  and  we  have  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  we  shall  receive  any  until 
we  make  of&cial  representations  to  them 
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after  we  have  received  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  Inquiry  instituted  by  Lord 
Napier. 

EGYPT— TRIAL  OF  ARABI  PASHA. 
Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  If  he  can  state  to  the 
House  under  what  clauses  of  Egyptian 
Civil  Law,  or  under  wliat  article  of 
Egyptian  or  Ottoman  Military  Law, 
Arabi  Pacha  is  being  tried ;  or  whether 
he  is  being  tried  by  an  **  ex  post  facto  " 
Military  Code  and  procedure  formulated 
by  the  Egyptian  Government  and  agreed 
to  by  Her  Majesty's  Government? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  have 
on  two  previous  occasions  stated  to  the 
House  that  Arabi  Pasha  is  being  tried 
by  Court  Martial  with  privileges  not 
usually  allowed  by  the  procedure  under 
Egyptian  law.  Those  privileges  have 
been  conceded  to  the  prisoners  in  this 
case  at  the  instance  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  the  sole  purpose  of  se- 
curing the  prisoners  a  fair  trial.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  not  aware  of 
anything  in  the  procedure  which  can 
properly  be  described  as  formulated 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  these  trials, 
except  those  provisions  in  favour  of  the 
accused,  of  which  the  accused  desire  and 
intend  to  take  advantage. 

T^RD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
May  I  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  answer 
the  Question  on  the  Paper  ?  He  has 
answered  a  Question  which  is  not  on  the 
Paper.  My  Question  is,  Under  what 
clauses  of  Egyptian  Civil  Law,  or  under 
what  article  of  Egyptian  or  Ottoman 
Military  Law,  Arabi  Pacha  is  being 
tried? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  I  have 
distinctly  stated  over  and  over  again — 
I  stated  it  four  times  last  night — that 
Arabi  Pasha  is  being  tried  not  under 
any  Civil  Law  or  Code,  but  by  Military 
Court  Martial,  under  special  conditions 
agreed  upon  between  him  and  his  coun- 
sel and  the  Eprvptian  Government. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  wish  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  whe- 
ther the  trial  of  Arabi  Pasha  is  not  ab- 
solutely illegal,  as  being  contrary  to  all 
known  Codi'S  of  law  ? 

Sir  CHARLES   \V.  DILKE :  I  am 
not  competent  to  give  an  opinion  on  a 
legal  question,  but  I  have  reason  to  be-  ! 
lieve  that  the  trial  is  perfectly  legal.        ' 

Sir  Charles  W.  mike  * 


Mb.  GORST  :  Will  the  hoii.  Gentle, 
man  state,  if  Arabi  Pasha  is  not  being 
tried  under  any  existing  Code,  what  law 
he  is  accused  of  having  broken  ? 

Mr.  BOURKE  :  May  I  ask  the  hon. 
Baronet  whether  a  few  days  ago  he  did 
not  refer  to  the  charges  and  the  law 
under  which  Arabi  was  to  be  tried,  and 
if  he  did  not  refer  me  to  a  Code  which  I 
think  he  said  was  to  be  found  in  a  book? 
I  asked  him  afterwards  whether  that 
book  was  in  the  Library.  I  found  it 
was  not  there,  and  I  understood,  did  I 
not,  that  he  would  have  these  dauaes 
from  this  particular  Code  translated  and 
laid  before  the  House  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  gava 
that  promise  to  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man because  he  appeared  to  attach  great 
importance  to  the  matter,  and  I  thought 
it  was  a  point  not  worth  fighting  about 
I  will  get  the  translation ;  but  I  hare 
stated  over  and  over  ag^in  that  those 
clauses,  although  referred  to  in  the 
charges,  do  not  constitute  the  body  of 
the  law  under  which  the  prisoner  ii 
being  tried. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF:  Ai 
I  understand  the  hon.  Baronet  to  saj 
that  Arabi  Pasha  is  being  tried  under 
no  Code  whatever,  I  would  ask  whe- 
ther the  military  tribunal  which  is  tiring 
Arabi  is  framed  under  a  reoognised  Code 
or  not  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  1  de- 
clined last  night  to  answer  Questions 
upon  Egyptian  law.  I  am  not  compe- 
tent to  answer  those  Questions,  and  it  ia 
not  my  duty. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  I 
will  not  move  the  adjournment — [*  *  Oh !"] 
— if  hon.  Gentlemen  wish  it  I  will  do  so 
— but  I  wish  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  Arabi  Paeha 
has  not  been  handed  over  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's military  authorities  to  be  judged 
by  a  Court  Martial  which  acts  under  no 
law  whatever  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  He  has 
been  handed  over  under  conditions  vhicb 
have  been  described  to-night  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  CO  WEN :  May  I  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  if  Arabi  Pasha  is 
being  tried  by  a  law  made  for  the  occa- 
sion ? 

Mr.  O'KELLY  :  Is  the  law  to  be 
manufactured  by  the  Court  Martial  as 
the  trial  proceeds  ? 
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Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  I  did 
not  catch  the  terms  of  the  last  Question. 
As  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle,  he  was  in  the  House  last 
night  when  I  answered  a  Question  put 
in  exactly  the  same  terms  as  the  one 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  now  asks. 

Mr.  QORST  :  I  do  not  want  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  House ;  but  the 
Question  I  put  just  now  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  a  serious  one,  and  ought  to  be 
answered.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said  there  is  no  Code — Egyptian,  Otto- 
roan,  or  otherwise — under  which  Arabi 
is  being  tried.  My  Question,  then,  is, 
"What  law  is  Arabi  charged  with  having 
broken  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  I  have 
anewered  already  fully  on  this  subject. 
The  replies  which  I  gave  on  this  subject 
last  night  were  the  subject  of  the  most 
careful  consideration,  because  we  desired 
not  to  express  opinions  upon  matters  of 
Egyptian  law,  upon  which  we  are  not 
competent  to  speak.  But  we  desired  to 
give  the  House  the  fullest  information 
possible,  and  the  answers  I  gave  last 
night  on  the  subject  were  carefully  con- 
sidered by  those  who  had  framed  sug- 
gestions to  the  Egyptian  Government, 
the  acceptance  of  which  by  the  Egyptian 
Government,  in  the  interests  of  huma- 
nity, has  been  the  ground  of  all  these 
Questions. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  beg  to  give  Notice  that,  on  Monday,  I 
shall  put  a  further  Question  on  this 
subject,  and  if  I  do  not  receive  an  an- 
swer to  that  Question  from  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  I  shall 
resort  to  the  only  course  open  to  a  pri- 
vate Member  under  the  circumstances. 

THE  ESTIMATES  —  EXTRA  EXPENDI- 
TURE (IRELAND). 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  asked  the  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  will  state 
to  the  House  his  present  estimate  for 
the  current  financial  jear  of  the  extra 
expenditure  occa.<(ioned  by  the  increase 
in  the  Constabulary,  the  administration 
of  the  Irish  Laud  and  Arrears  Acts,  and 
by  any  other  administrative  or  judicial 
changes  due  to  the  exceptional  condition 
of  Ireland  ? 

Tub  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Gladstone)  :  Sir,  I  cannot 
give  to  this  Question  any  other  than  a 
general  answer.  Of  course,  the  proper 
time  for  discussing  it  with  a  view  to  full 


and  clear  information  will  be  when  the 
Estimates  come  before  the  House,  and  a 
regular  comparison  can  be  made.  The 
growth  of  the  Civil  Expenditure  in  Ire- 
land has  been  gradual,  as  may  be  readily 
understood  from  the  gradual  change  in 
the  circumstances  of  Ireland.  Conse- 
quently, the  figures  I  am  about  to  state, 
unless  understood  with  modifications, 
might  lead  to  some  exaggerated  ideas, 
because  in  order  to  go  back  to  a  period 
when  there  was  nothing  in  the  nature  of 
extra  expenditure,  we  must  go  back  to 
the  years  1878  and  1879,  The  increase 
which  has  taken  place  since  that  time, 
taking  the  year  of  comparison  as  1882-3, 
was  estimated  at  less  than  £500,000;  but 
it  is  even  more  than  that.  It  is  more 
than  £oOO,000,  and  is  comprised  of  great 
items— £450,000for  Police  and£l60,000 
for  the  Land  Court.  There  are  also 
Naval  and  Military  charges — I  do  not 
know  that  they  are  very  great — but  not 
included  in  the  figures  I  have  named. 

EGYPTIAN  AFFAIRS. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  he  can  name  a  day  for 
the  discussion  of  the  Motion  with  regard 
to  the  employment  of  Her  Majesty's 
Forces  in  Egypt  ?  I  desire  at  the  same 
time  to  call  attention  to  a  further  Notice 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  King's  Lynn  (Mr.  Bourke), 
with  the  concurrence  and  assent  of  his 
former  Colleagues,  with  regard  to  the 
surrender  of  Arabi  Pasha.  I  mention 
that  because  it  might  atl'ect  the  answer 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  give  me, 
and  because  we  shall  be  anxious  to  press 
for  a  discussion  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  When  this  No- 
tice was  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  late  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  yesterday,  there  was  no  sign  of 
concurrence  or  participation  in  it  by  his 
late  Colleagues,  consequently  I  had  no 
reason  to  give  any  special  attention  to 
it  with  reference  to  the  present  purpose 
of  that  Notice.  I  attended,  however, 
to  the  Question  of  which  Notice  has 
been  given  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
and  I  must  say  that  we  are  not  prepared 
to  interrupt  the  course  of  these  proceed- 
ings upon  the  Resolutions  now  before 
the  House  for  the  purpose  of  discussing 
the  Notice  which  has  been  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  should  like  to  add  a  few  words 
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to  that  Btatement.  T  think  we  flhall  be 
able  in  the  coiirBe  of  three  or  four  days 
to  pive  Bome  information  to  the  Ilouao 
which  will  not  occupy  more  than  two  or 
three  minutes,  which  will  throw  some 
light  upon  the  subject  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  Notice,  so  far  as  to  assist  him 
in  judging  of  the  proper  course  for  him 
to  take.  The  circumstances  are  not 
without  precedent.  The  course  that  was 
taken  at  the  close  of  the  War  of  1 8 1 5-1 6, 
we  think,  is  likely  to  supply  in  substance 
a  proper  basis  for  our  proceedings;  but 
I  will  explain  the  matter  not  later  than 
Tuesday,  and  I  hope  then  to  be  able 
also  to  jrive  some  information  as  to  the 
actual  amount  of  the  force  remaining  m 
Egypt.  Of  course,  if  any  further  in- 
formation is  desired,  I  shall  bo  glad  to 
Lave  Notice  of  the  Question. 

Mr.  BOURKE  :  I  beg  to  state  that 
on  Monday  next  I  will  ask  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment whether  ho  will  give  the  House 
a  day  for  the  discussion  of  the  subject 
of  my  Notice. 

EGYPT— REBELLION  IN  THE  SOUDAN 

—CONTEMPLATED   KHITISII   ASSLST- 

ANCE  FOR  THE  KHEDIVE. 

Mr.  ASIIMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  First  Li(»rd  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
employ  the  Queen's  Forces  to  suppress 
the  Military  rebellion  in  the  Soudan 
against  His  Highness  the  Khedive,  in 
order  to  preserve  that  province  from  the 
Military  violi»nce  of  the  False  Prophet? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  no  intention 
of  employing  the  Queen's  Forces  to  sup- 
press the  military  movement  in  the 
Soudan. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— AR- 
REARS OF  RENT  (IRELAND)  ACT— 
THE  HANGING  GALE-SUB-SECTION 
A,  SECTION  1. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  tlie  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Wliether  his  attenticmhas 
been  called  to  a  Keport  of  the  proceed- 
ings under  the  Arrears  Act,  before  the 
Land  Commission,  in  tlie  **  Freeman's 
Journal"  of  2Sth  October,  where — 

**  In  tho  caao  of  John  Johnson,  tenant, 
General  Irwin,  landlord,  Mr.  M'GoiiRh  men- 
tioned that  half  a  A'car's  rent  was  paid  on  the 
8rd  AIhv  1882,  which,  he  supposed,  tho  tenant 
would  be  entitled  to  take  credit  for  under  the 
Arrears  Act. 

Ifr.  Gladhtoue 


"  Mr.  Litton  Haid  ho  (Mr.  M'Gonffli^  woald 
have  to  exorcise  his  own  discretion  in  that  cus, 
as  the  matter  mifrht  be  a  subject  for  arfniiMnt. 
If  he  found  on  investi^tion  that  he  had  lodffvi 
too  little  by  taking?  credit  for  payment  in  Mit, 
and  tho  investi;nition  took  place  after  the  30th 
Novembor,  tho  tenant  would  bo  left  out  in  the 
cold.  This  was  another  of  the  shortcomingi  of 
tho  Act. 

''Mr.  Vernon  said  this  was  a  very  i^mt 
danf^er  for  the  tenants  to  run.  If  they  shoiild 
be  under  the  impression  that  they  had  satisfied 
the  year's  rent,  and  it  should  turn  out  at  tlia 
investigation  to  be  held  after  the  30th  Novem- 
ber that  they  had  not  legally  done  so,  thej 
would  be  out  of  court  altogether ;  " 

and,  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  where 
the  tenant  claims  he  is  entitled,  in  ful- 
Blment  of  sub-section  (a),  section  I,  to 
have  rent  paid  in  1881  set  to  that  year, 
and  the  landlord  maintains  that  owing 
to  the  existence  of  a  hanging  ffale  no 
rent  had  at  the  time  of  payment  become 
due  for  1881,  it  will  depend  on  the 
establishment  or  otherwise  of  the  con- 
tention as  to  the  hanging  gale,  whether 
sub- section  (a),  section  1,  has  been  satis- 
fied or  not ;  and  therefore,  as  this  is  a 
matter  for  the  Court  alone  to  decide, 
and  appeals  will  lie  first  to  the  Head 
Commission  and  then  to  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  so  that  a  decision  cannot  be 
given  before  dOth  November,  he  will 
say  if  he  intends  taking  any  steps  so  as 
to  enable  tenants,  where  a  hanging  gale 
which  they  dispute  has  been  suDse- 
quently  established,  to  amend  or  supple- 
ment their  payments  for  1881  alter 
November  30th  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  I  have  no 
reason  to  doubt  that  the  report  men- 
tioned in  the  Question  is  substantially 
accurate.  It  is  undoubtedly  true  that 
in  contentious  cases  the  Court  will  have 
to  decide  whether  there  is  a  hanging 
gale  or  not ;  and,  consequently,  whether 
tlie  conditions  of  Sub-section  A,  See* 
tion  1,  of  the  Arrears  of  B«nt  Act  have 
been  complied  with.  To  enable  thisde- 
cisi(m  to  be  arrived  at  as  soon  as  pot* 
sible,  the  Government,  at  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Land  Commission,  has 
sanctioned  the  appointment  of  a  large 
additional  number  of  investigators, 
amounting  to  90  in  all,  by  whose  exer- 
tions it  is  hoped  that  a  great  many  cases 
may  be  settled  before  the  30th  of  No- 
vember; and  the  belief  is  entertained 
that  provision  may  be  made  for  enabling 
tenants  in  cases  of  doubt  to  lodge  money 
provisionally  in  Court  to  abide  the  ulti- 
mate decision.      A  suggestion  to  thie 
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effect  has  been  made ;  but  the  views  of 
the  Land  Oommission  with  reference  to 
it  have  not  jet  been  ascertained.  I  can 
hardly  doubt  I  shall  have  those  views 
by  Monday. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  a  lodg- 
ment of  money  in  the  Land  Commission 
Court,  as  suggested  by  the  Question  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  will  protect  the  tenants 
from  proceedings,  in  either  the  Superior 
Courts  or  the  County  Courts — proceed- 
ings in  ejectment  or  for  the  recovery  of 
rent  ?  Perhaps  I  may  be  permitted  to 
add,  in  explanation,  that  the  proceed- 
ings suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man are  entirely  proceedings  in  the  Land 
Commission  Court ;  but  an  entirely  dif- 
ferent set  of  proceedings  may  be  set  in 
motion  by  the  action  of  the  landlords  in 
taking  proceedings  against  the  tenants 
in  any  of  the  other  Courts  of  the  coun- 
try either  in  ejectment  or  for  recovery  of 
rent.  Therefore,  I  desire  to  know  whe- 
ther the  action  suggested  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  lodgment  of 
money  by  the  tenant  in  the  Land  Com- 
mission Court  is  sufficient  to  cover  the 
demand  of  the  landlord  in  any  case,  no 
matter  what  the  ultimate  decision  may 
be  as  regards  the  hanging  gale  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  My 
right  hon.  Friend  has  asked  me  to 
answer  this  Question.  My  belief  is  that 
the  lodgment  will  not  in  itself  stay  pro- 
ceedings ;  but  the  Court  in  which  pro- 
ceedings are  taken  has  jurisdiction  to  do 
BO,  and  I  can  hardly  doubt  that  under 
such  circumstances  it  will  exercise  that 
power  favourably  to  the  tenant. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  whe- 
ther, in  the  event  of  a  lodgment  being 
made  and  the  proceedings  stayed,  as 
predicted  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  a  tenant  woidd  be  safe  from 
the  costs  of  the  suit  ? 

Mb.  lewis  :  Before  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  answers  the 
Question ["  Order !  "] 

Thb  attorney  general  for 
ERELiAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  I 
shall  answer  one  Question  at  a  time. 
The  cost  of  a  suit  would;  generally 
speaking,  very  much  depend  upon  whe- 
ther the  tenant  was  right  or  wrong.  If 
the  tenant  proved  to  be  right,  the  cost  of 
the  suit  would  be  paid  by  the  other  side ; 
if,  on  the  other  hand,  he  should  fail,  the 


costs  would  be  given  against  him ;  but 
where  the  matter  is  deubtful,  and  it  can 
hardly  be  ascertained  which  party  is 
right  or  wrong,  the  general  practice  is 
for  the  Court  to  exercise  its  discretion 
and  not  to  give  costs  to  either  party. 

Mr.  lewis  inquired  what  money 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  referred  to  as  to  be 
lodged  in  Court  ? 

Mr.  TRBVELTAN:  The  money  I 
referred  to  was  the  money  that  is  to 
satisfy  the  rent  for  the  year,  which 
would  govern  the  question  whether  the 
tenant's  claim  came  within  the  scope  of 
the  Act  or  not. 

Mr.  lewis  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  refer  to  the  hanging  gale  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  matter  re- 
fers to  the  hanging  gale.  The  question 
which  is  now  creating  anxiety  among 
the  tenants  is  the  question  whether  or 
not  on  the  SOth  of  November  they  may 
lodge  sufficient  money  to  satisfy  the  con- 
ditions of  the  Act ;  and  the  desire  of  the 
Government,  and  I  conclude  the  object 
of  the  Land  Commission,  would  be  to 
secure  that  the  tenant  who  hond.  fide 
desires  to  lodge  the  rent  for  this  critical 
year,  shall  come  within  the  benefits  of 
the  Act. 

Mr.  lewis  :  Really,  I  must  call  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
again  to  this  matter.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  just  now  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  in  communication  with 
the  Land  Commissioners  to  make  ar- 
rangements that  the  tenant,  upon  de- 
positing money  in  Court,  shall  have  cer- 
tain rights  preserved  to  him.  Reference 
was  made  to  the  effect  which  the  hang- 
ing gale  plui  the  year's  rent  would  have. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  question  is, 
for  instance,  whether  money  that  is  paid 
in  May,  1882,  will  go  to  pay  the  rent  for 
1881,  in  the  case  of  an  estate  where 
there  is  a  hanging  gale  of  a  certain 
date,  in  order  that  the  tenant  may  not 
be  ultimately  refused  the  benefits  of  the 
Act.  It  is  hoped  that  the  Commissioners 
will  adopt  rules  by  which  he  will  be 
enabled  to  lodge  in  Court  the  amount  of 
money  which  will  make  him  quite  secure. 
I  think  I  have  stated  the  matter  clearly. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS—INLAND  REVENUE 

—INCOME  TAX  ON  FOREIGN 

INVESTMENTS. 

Mr.  mac  IYER  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer,  If  his  attention  has 


1203 


Egjfpi — Trial  of 


[COMMONS] 


Arahi  Patka, 


\%i 


been  called  to  a  recoutly  published  stato- 
mont  of  Mr.  Giffen's  (Import  and  Ex- 
port Statistics,  page  43,  beinf^^  a  Paper 
road  before  the  Statistical  Society),  that 
the  income  derived  by  persons  iii  this 
Country  from  foreign  investments  is  not 
less  than  soventy-tive  million  pounds 
annually ;  whether  any  considerable  por- 
tion of  this  escapes  payment  of  Income 
Tax,  and  if  any  approximate  informa- 
tion can  bo  given  witli  regard  to  the 
actual  figures;  and,  whether,  on  the 
assumption  that  there  is  a  large  defi- 
ciency in  respect  of  tlie  Income  Tax, 
which  ought  in  fairness  to  bo  payable 
upon  incomes  derived  from  foreign  in- 
vestments, he  can  see  his  way  to  suggest 
measures  for  removing  that  unfair  share 
of  the  burden  of  taxation  which  at  pre- 
sent falls,  directly  and  indirectly,  upon 
the  industries  of  this  Country  ? 

The  ClIANX^ELLORoL'TnE  EXCHE- 
QUEli  (Mr.  Gladstone)  :  Sir,  the  hon. 
Member  is  perfectly  correct  in  reference 
to  Mr.  Giffen's  statement.  An  estimate 
proceeding  from  Mr.  Giifen  is  entitled  to 
as  much  weight  and  attention  as  any 
estimate  could  possibly  be.  The  Board 
of  Inland  Kevenuo  are  not  cognizant  of 
the  ba&is  on  which  Mr.  Giffon  has  formed 
his  estimate,  and  they  will  be  glad  to 
welcome  from  him,  or  from  any  quarter, 
any  informati(m  that  cau  be  supplied  in 
elucidation  of  this  matter.  They  believe 
there  is  a  certain  amount  of  evasion  of 
payment  of  the  Income  Tax  on  foreign 
dividends,  and  they  have  under  con- 
sideration certain  proposals,  which  they 
think  it  would  be  advantageous  to  submit 
to  Parliament,  for  the  purpose  of  correct- 
ing that  evasion  ;  but  they  do  not  con- 
sider that  the  difference  between  the 
amount  actually  assessed  on  Foreign, 
Colonial,  and  Indian  dividends — namely, 
£30,000,000  —  and  Mr.  Giffen's  esti- 
mate of  £75,000,000  and  upwards,  is 
a  true  representation  of  the  amount 
which  escapes  the  payment  of  the  tax. 
They  take  it  at  a  lower  figure  than 
that. 

EGYPT— TRIAL  OF  AKABI  PASHA. 

Mr.  MOI.LOY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treaaur}',  Whether  the  several 
charges  upon  which  Arabi  Pacha  is  to 
be  tried  were  officially  or  unofficially, 
directly  or  indirectly,  submitted  to  the 
Government  before  their  promulgation ; 
and»  if  so,  whether  they  were  approved 
by  the  Government  or  ou  its  beliali  ? 

JmIt,  Mac  Tier 


Sir  GHAHLES  W.  DILEIE  :  I  bftTe 
to  say  on  behalf  of  the  Prime  Minister 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  bad 
no  knowledge  of  the  charges  brought 
against  Arabi  Pasha  until  they  received 
from  Sir  Edward  Malet  the  telegram 
giving  a  summary  of  them,  which  I  hm 
already  read  in  the  House.  No  opinioa 
whatever  has  been  expressed  with  regard 
to  them. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  Arabi  Pasha  was  a  pri- 
soner of  war  of  the  English  Forcea  io 
Egypt,  and  was  transferred  by  our  Mili- 
tary authorities  to  the  Khedival  autho- 
rity, the  Government  will  object  to  tba 
infliction  of  any  pain  or  penalty  upon 
Arabi  Pacha  unless  the  same  sLall  bt 
the  result  of  a  proper  trial  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  \\.  DILKE:  I  ban 
already  stated  the  circumstancea  under 
which  Arabi  Pasha  was  captured.  We 
have  insisted  on  conditions  intended  to 
secure  a  fair  trial. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  that  in  c(HUO- 
quence  of  the  incomplete  and  unaatia- 
factory  reply  he  had  received,  he  would 
repeat  the  Question  on  Mondav> 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  I  as 
not  aware  that  I  have  failed  to  anaw 
any  part  of  the  Question.  Witboat 
going  into  the  accuracy  of  the  terms  used 
in  its  preamble,  which  I  thought  vaa 
unnecessary  and  should  be  inciiDcd  to 
dispute,  I  answered  that  I  have  already 
stated  the  circumstancesof  the  surrender, 
and  that  we  have  taken  steps  and  in- 
sisted on  conditions  calculated  to  Mcun 
a  proper  and  fair  trial. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  :  lu  the  event  of  bii 
not  getting  a  fair  trial,  what  then  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE;  Wo 
have  insisted  upon  a  fair  trial  Ihi 
other  Question  is  wholly  hypotheticaL 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  In  addition  to 
the  answer  of  my  hon.  Friend  nearmi^ 
I  wish  to  state  in  the  most  explicit tedtf 
that  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Membv 
invites  us  to  assume  that  the  Egyptiu 
Government,  from  which  wo  have  bo 
reason  to  withdraw  our  confidence,  w 
be  cognizant  of,  and  use  its  autbori^ 
for,  improper  purposes.  We  do  not  be- 
lieve any  such  thing  is  likely,  and  vi 
will  not  consent  to  threaten  a  Goren- 
mont,  which  is  a  friendly  OovemfflOB^ 
and  entitled  to  our  confidence. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUBCHIIX: 
I  wish  to  ask  whether,  if  tho  EgTptia 
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Oovemment  is  going  to  try  Arabi  Pasha 
under  a  Code  or  Law  which  is  not  known 
to  Egypt  or  to  any  civilized  community, 
it  has  not  forfeited  the  confidence  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  Egyptian 
Government  is  performing  no  act  within 
our  knowledge  which  tends  to  lead  us 
to  withdraw  our  confidence  from  it. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL:  If  the  Egyptian 
Court  Martial  sentences  Arabi  to  death, 
will  British  soldiers  be  asked  to  supply 
the  gallows'  guard  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  astonished, 
I  must  say,  notwithstanding  the  licence 
which  prevails  in  that  quarter,  and 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  enlarged, 
that  he  should  put  such  a  Question  to 
me.  Arabi  is  undergoing  a  trial  under 
a  Code  of  rules  which  we  trust,  and  be- 
lieve, will  secure  him  justice.  [^Loud 
Cries  of  **No!"  from  below  the  Oang^ 
tcay  on  the  Opposition  side,^  I  must 
say.  Sir,  that  the  licence  assumed  in  that 
quarter  of  the  House  is  a  very  remark- 
able licence,  and  does  not  constitute  an 
improvement  in  our  course  of  procedure. 
I  should  presume,  in  this  case,  as  in 
every  other  case  of  judicial  investigation, 
that  the  sentence  which  may  be  pro- 
nounced on  the  prisoner  of  condemna- 
tion or  acquittal,  is  likely  to  depend  upon 
^what  may  or  may  not  be  proved  against 
liim. 

POST  OFFICE-OCEANIC  MAIL 
CONTRACTS. 
Mb.  BAXTEB  asked  the  Postmaster 
Oeneral,  If  in    making  new    contracts 
for  the  conveyance  of  Oceanic  Mails  he 
^vill  consider  the  desirability  of  selecting 
for  the  service  the  fastest  steamers  of 
various  Companies,  instead  of  as  has 
lieretofore  been  the    practice  entering 
into  engagements  with  one  or  more  Com- 
panies which  permit  them  to  send  the 
Jd[ails  by  boats  much  slower  than  others 
in  the  same  trade  ? 

Mh.  FAWOETT  :  I  can  assure  my 
n^bt  hon.  Friend  that  the  desirability 
of  obtaining  the  quickest  possible  con- 
vejrance  of  the  mails  will  be  carefully 
1>orae  in  mind  in  entering  into  any  new 
contracts.  It  is,  however,  well  to  observe 
that,  besides  speed,  it  is  very  important 
to  secure  as  much  regularity  as  possible 
l>oth  in  the  arrival  and  departure  of 
xnaila ;  and,  therefore,  the  efficiency  of 
^  jEiervice  is  not  so  much  to  be  estimated 
l^y  the  exceptionally  fast  voyages  vessels 


on  a  particular  line  may  make,  as  by 
the  average  of  speed  and  regularity 
combined. 


SCOTLAND— THE  CROFTERS— A 
COMMISSION. 

Mb.  MACFAHLANE  asked  the  Prime 
Minister,  Whether  there  was  any  truth 
in  a  statement  made  in  an  evening  paper 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
considering  the  propriety  of  issuing  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  condition 
of  the  crofters  in  Scotland  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  There  is  no  such 
question  at  present  under  the  considera- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

CRIME  (IRELAND)— REPORTED 
MURDER  OP  A  CATHOLIC  CLERGYMAN. 

Mb.  PABNELL  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  whether  he  has  received  any 
information  with  regard  to  the  reported 
murder  of  a  Catholic  clergvman  in  Lre- 
land? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  No,  Sir,  I  have 
not. 

ORDER    OF  TEE   LAY. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE—FIRST RULE  (PUTTING 
THE  QUESTION). 

[adjottbned  debate.]     [nineteenth 

NlOHT.'l 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [20th  Feb* 
ruary],  as  amended, 

<<  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House,  daring  any 
Debate,  that  the  subject  has  been  adequately 
discussed,  and  that  it  is  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House,  or  of  the  Committee,  that  the  Question 
be  now  put,  he  may  so  inform  the  House  or  the 
Committee ;  and,  if  a  Motion  be  made  '  That 
the  Question  be  now  put,*  I^Ir.  Speaker,  or  the 
Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put  such  Question ; 
and,  if  the  same  be  decided  in  the  affirmative, 
the  Question  under  discussion  shall  be  put  forth- 
with :  Provided  that  the  Question,  *  That  the 
Question  be  now  put,'  shall  not  be  decided  ia 
the  affirmative,  if  a  Division  be  taken,  unless  it 
shall  appear  to  have  been  supported  b^  more 
than  two  hundred  Members,  or  unless  it  shall 
appear  to  have  been  opposed  by  less  than  forty 
Members  and  supported  by  more  than  one 
hundred  Members." — {Mr,  Oiadstone.) 


[^Nineteenth  Niyht.] 
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Main  Question,  as  amended,  again 
proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  said,  that  hon.  Mem- 
hors  from  Ireland  bad,  in  bis  opinion, 
been  very  unjustly  assailed  for  voting 
lately  witb  the  Government  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson) ;  but  in  his  (Mr.  O'Shea's)  opi- 
nion, they  had  acted  quite  rightly  in 
doing  so,  though  it  had  been  denounced 
in  some  quarters  as  a  Government  re- 
velling in  coercion.  He  would  ask  hon. 
^I embers  to  contrast  the  state  of  affairs 
which  existed  at  tlie  time  this  Itesolu- 
tion  was  first  brought  forward,  when 
Ireland  was  still  in  the  "ursine  em- 
brace "  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  witli  what 
it  was  now  under  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  present  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Trevelyan),  when  every  com- 
plaint was  investigated  with  care,  and 
for  every  grievance  that  was  proved 
some  moans  of  redress  were  adopted. 
The  fears  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  that,  under 
the  now  Coercion  Act,  all  Constitutional 
action  would  coaso,  and  that  the  country 
M'ould  be  thrown  into  the  hands  of  the 
secret  sorietios  had  jiroved  groundless. 
He  considered  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment both  wise  and  prudent ;  and 
in  an  issue  which,  he  thought,  virtually 
amounted  to  one  of  Confidence  or  No 
Confidence  in  the  Government,  the  mo- 
deration of  the  Goverunirint  in  the  exe- 
cution of  a  law  which  might  have  been 
used,  which  was  expected  to  have  been 
used,  for  the  purpose  of  destroying  an 
opposing  Party,  was  a  factor  worthy  of 
consideration  by  the  Irish  Members.  He 
gave  all  due  praise  to  the  riglit  lion. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  but 
held  that  it  was  high  time  for  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  raise  the  proclamation  of 
at  least  some  districts  of  the  country. 
The  question,  however,  that  the  Irish 
Members  had  to  consider  was,  whether  the 
resort  to  coercion  was  an  adequate  reason 
f  )r  an  adverse  Vote  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. He  wondered  whether  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  intended  to  vote  against  the 
Government  had  studied  the  letter 
written  to  The  Timcn  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodbtock  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill).     Had  anything  more 


cvnical  ever  been    meted  out  to  hon. 
Members  ?     The  noble  Lord  requested 
the  votes  of  the  Irish  Members  for  the 
Amendment,  apparently  for  no  partieolar 
reason,  but  as  a  personal  favour.    The 
noble  Lord,   whether  he  badgered  the 
Prime  Minister,   or  chevyed  and  egged 
on  his  own  Leader,  was  always  a  penoa 
of  consideration.     He  was  fluent  almost 
to  eloquence,   bold  almost  to  rashness, 
and  aggressive  almost  to  audacity;  he 
possessed  comparative  youth,  aod,  hir- 
ing also  other  advantages,  and  being 
not   too  tightly  bound   by    the  ties  of 
political  Parties,  had,  no  doubt,  arrired 
within  a  measurable  distance  of  a  fleet 
in  some  Cabinet  of  the  future ;  but  whe- 
ther as  Tory  or  Liberal  ho  (Mr,  0*Shea] 
would   not  profess    to    say.     It   might 
safely  be  said,  in  words  ouce  applied  to 
another  considerable  etatesman,  ''We 
are  all  proud  of  him."     Such  waa  one 
side  of  the  shield.     Turn  to  the  other, 
and  what  did  they  find  ?     **  Dras^.  Sir; 
sounding  brass."     No  orator  could  with 
more  ingenuity  pervert  the  meaning  of 
an  opponent,  or  disfigure  his  reputition. 
His  language  was  sometimes  as  repre- 
hensible   as   that   of  the  army  which, 
under  his  great  ancestor,  swore  terrihlj 
in  Flanders.     The  noble  I^rd  had  been 
endeavouring  to  enlist  Irish  recruits  to 
vote  against  the  Hesolution,  and  whit 
did   he   whisper   to   them  ?    [An  hoa. 
^Fe-mder  :  Kilmainham  Treaty.]    Yes; 
the  noble  Lord,   when  he  asked  Irish 
Members  to  vote  against  the  Ooreni- 
ment,  whispered,  ''Kilmainham;"  bol 
what  after  all  was  that  Treaty,  as  it  wis 
called  ?     What  was  it  but  a  collettion 
of  certain  ascertained  facts,  the  submis- 
sion of  those  facts  to  a  proper  quarttfi 
the  candid  examination  of  those  iM 
by  the  Government,  and  their  applicir 
tion,  courageously  and  with  foresi^ 
to  the  circumstances  of  the  case;  vA 
that    candour,    courage,    and  foreeiglrt 
met  with  an  ample  reward  in  thepassig* 
of  tlie  Arrears  Bill.      The  noble  hH 
had  whispered  to  the  Irish  Bepreeeota- 
tives  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Ci? 
of  Cork  was  a  deep  politician.    Weft 
he  (Mr.  O'Shea)  could  have  told  th« 
that.     The  noble  Lord  had  also  said  ihi^ 
he  had  always  had  a  certain  amountw 
admiration  for  Irish  Obstraction.  [I^ 
R.\NDOLPH    CuuRcniLL:    I   never  bim 
anything  of  the   kind.]    Well,  at  mj 
rate,  the   noble    T^ord,    with  his  n*a« 
clevoruesSi  had  given  everyone  the  ^^ 
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that  he  had  some  Bjmpathv  with  it ;  but 
Irish  Obstruction  was  a  corpse,  and  no 
one  knew  better  than  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  that  by  last  June, 
it  was  as  dead  as  Julius  Ceesar.  When 
the  question  was  one  whether  Irish 
Members  should  vote  for  or  against  Go- 
▼emment,  he  did  not  think  the  Irish 
Members  would  be  attracted  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock's 
ribbons,  or  enlisted  by  his  bad  shilling. 
In  conclusion,  he  could  only  say  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  declared  that  these 
Sules  were  necessary  in  order  to  carry 
out  certain  reforms.  Hon.  Members 
^ere  well  aware  that  reforms  in  the  past 
had  not  applied  merely  to  England  and 
Scotland  ;  and  all  who  heard  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  Wed- 
nesday  afternoon,  would  agree  that,  in 
the  reforms  shadowed  forth,  Ireland  was 
not  to  be  forgotten.  Even  if  that  speech 
had  not  been  delivered,  the  Minister 
-who  disestablished  the  Irish  Church  and 
carried  the  Land  Act  would  not  shrink 
from  further  reform  in  Ireland.  There 
"were  certain  burning  questions  con- 
nected with  the  Land  Act.  Those  the 
Premier  had  promised  to  take  up.  If 
Irish  Members  turned  him  out  of  power, 
from  whom  would  they  expect  to  get  the 
desired  reforms  ?  Not  from  the  noble 
Xiord  the  Member  for  Woodstock,  nor 
from  the  present  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion. Under  these  circumstances,  he 
(Mr.  O'Shea)  hoped  that  Irish  Bepre- 
Bontatives  would  do  nothing  which 
-would  weaken  the  power  of  the  Prime 
Minister  to  pass  reforms  that  they  were 
all  looking  for  in  Ireland,  and  which 
must  be  passed,  if  peace  and  content- 
ment were  to  reign  in  that  country. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CO  WEN  :  Sir,  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Glare  (Mr.  O'Shea),  that  the  House 
has  just  heard,  is  not  an  argument  either 
for  or  against  the  eldiure,  but  a  friendly 
appeal  to  his  countrymen  to  vote  for  the 
Oovernment.     No  one  has  a  higher  re- 

§ard  for  the  good  intentions  of  the  hon. 
entleman  than  I  have ;  but  it  is  to  be 
hoped  they  will  not  be  successful  on  this 
occasion.  I  do  something  more  than 
hope ;  indeed,  I  feel  sure  they  will  not. 
Memories  of  coercion  have  not  yet  died 
out  in  this  House  nor  in  the  country, 
and  it  will  require  more  cogent  reasons 
than  have  yet  been  adduced  to  induce 
the  sufferers  from  coercion  to  vote  for 
the  coeroioiusts.    The  ropes  and  irons 


of  the  Party  stage  are  too  clearly  seen 
through  my  hon.  Friend's  appeal.  It  is 
a  supplement  to  that  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister the  other  day ;  but  both  supple- 
ment and  original,  I  am  confident,  will 
fail  in  their  purpose.  The  1st  Bulehas 
now  been  under  consideration  for  17 
nights.  I  am  not  foolish  enough  to 
fancy  that  I  can  find  any  fresh  argu- 
ments in  a  field  of  debate  that  has  been 
so  well  trodden  by  so  many  experienced 
speakers.  But,  as  I  am  one  of  that  sec- 
tion of  Members  that  the  Bule  was  de- 
signed to  put  to  silence,  I  wish  to  record 
my  reasons  for  resisting  it.  We  want  a 
full  and  free,  but  exact  and  temperate, 
investigation  of  all  questions  by  which 
the  different  angles  and  the  diversified 
tints  in  this  political  kaleidoscope  will 
be  fairly  presented.  The  work  of  Par- 
liament has  been  increased,  and  is  in- 
creasing. The  character  of  the  work  and 
the  composition  of  the  House  have  both 
changed.  These  changes  necessitate  a 
revision  of  the  Bules.  We  recognize 
this  as  clearly  as  the  Government  do, 
and  are  as  desirous  as  they  are  for  rub- 
bing off  the  rust  and  adapting  our  forms 
to  the  ever-shifting  conditions  of  the 
country  and  the  times.  But  we  seek  to 
change  for  the  better.  It  is  to  be  feared 
the  Government  are  about  to  change  for 
the  worse.  Complaints  have  been  made 
of  the  prolixity  and  irrelevance  of  much 
of  the  speaking  that  takes  place.  We 
are  told  in  effect,  if  not  in  words,  that 
the  faculty  of  Parliament  has  run  to 
talk,  and  that  a  good  deal  of  the  talk 
has  degenerated  into  drivel.  Desire  is 
expressed  for  greater  condensation  and 
clearness.  It  is  a  consummation  de- 
voutly to  be  wished.  But  I  suspect  we 
are  all  offenders  in  that  respect — some 
of  us  unconscious  offenders.  We  mis- 
take bulk  for  strength.  We  draw  out 
the  thread  of  our  verbosity  finer  than 
the  staple  of  our  arguments.  If  the 
Government  could  secure  —  either  by 
Bule,  by  precept,  or,  better  still,  by 
example — more  simplicity  in  statement, 
greater  compression  of  argument,  and 
perspicuity  of  language,  they  would 
confer  a  blessing,  not  only  on  the  House, 
but  upon  the  nation.  But  will  their  plan 
do  this  ?  They  can  call  for  brevity,  but 
will  it  come  when  they  do  call  ?  The 
cldture  will  impede  the  general  action. 
Of  that  there  can  be  no  doubt.  But  if 
it  is  to  act  Impartially,  it  will  have  to  be 
imposed  on  individuids  as  well  as  on  the 
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House.  If  it  be  not  so  imposed,  some 
speakers — Ministers,  for  example — will 
get  a  profusion  of  the  time,  and  others 
will  get  none.  Yet  you  cannot  compel 
different  minds  to  limit  their  treatment 
of  the  same  subject  to  a  Procrustean 
standard  of  a  given  number  of  minutes 
or  hours.  Some  speakers  are  ornate  and 
elaborate,  others  sententious  and  brief, 
others  didactic,  and  others  declamatory; 
yet  all  may  be  equally  effective,  and 
equally  natural.  Such  a  Rule  would  not 
be  equitably  inforced.  It  would  be  re- 
lazed  for  Members  possessing  other 
advantages.  Ministers  would  be  allowed 
to  transgress  it  with  impunity,  and  fa- 
vourites with  the  House  would  be 
indulged.  But  the  habit  of  relaxation 
once  admitted,  the  exceptional  practice 
will  be  frequently  resorted  to,  and  used 
by  majorities  to  serve  Party  ends ;  while 
obscure  or  obnoxious  Members,  defend- 
ing unpopular  but  useful  causes,  will 
have  it  inforced  against  them  with  literal 
exactitude.  A  general  cidture,  therefore, 
will  act  unequally,  and  an  individual 
cidture  will  act  unfairly.  The  purpose 
of  the  Eule  is  to  secure  greater  speed  in 
legislation.  The  delay  that  now  occurs 
is  a  weariness  of  the  flesh — of  Ministe- 
rial flesh  especially.  I  am  not  sure  whe- 
ther this  artificial  craving  for  legislation 
is  a  healthy  sign.  We  are  being  legis- 
lated out  of  our  liberty.  The  whole 
population  is  being  dragooned  and  driven 
out  of  all  sense  of  self-respect  and  self- 
reliance.  That  laws  have  profoundly 
affected  national  character  no  one  denies. 
I  am  willing  to  admit,  too,  that  many 
of  the  measures  the  Government  have  in 
contemplation  are  necessary,  and  that 
some  of  them  are  urgent.  But  they  are 
not  everything — 

**  How  Bmall,  of  all  that  human  hearts  endure, 
The  pari  which  Lawf  or  Kings  can  cause  or 


cure. 


The  difference  between  a  physician  and 
a  quack  is  this — a  physician  knows  and 
admits  that  his  powers  are  limited.  He 
can  aid  Nature.  He  can  help  her  to 
remove  obstruction,  and  clear  away  ab- 
normal growths.  But  he  cannot  re-create 
a  broken  constitution,  or  make  a  perfo- 
rated lung  do  the  work  of  a  sound 
one.  But  a  quack  with  his  pills,  and 
his  plasters,  and  his  potions,  will  under- 
take to  cure  all  the  ills  that  flesh  is  heir 
to.  In  like  manner,  the  genuine  re- 
former knows  that  the  living  law  is  the 
thought  of  the  people,  and  that  all  Par- 
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liament  can  do  is  to  fit  that  thought  to 
the  life  of  the  nation.  Political  empirics, 
on  the  other  band,  will  engage  to  cut 
out  a  social  cancer  by  the  ballot-box. 
With  them  a  Bill  is  a  Bill,  althoagk 
there  is  nothing  in  it.  It  is  not  so  much 
speed  in  legislation  that  is  wanted  as 
skill.  It  is  not  quantity,  but  quality 
that  is  required.  The  highest  interests 
of  the  State  would  often  be  better 
served  by  the  wise  and  liberal  admi- 
nistration of  old  laws  than  by  the  high 
pressure  production  of  new  and  im- 
perfect ones.  A  g^eat  part  of  the  time 
of  this  House  is  spent  in  correcting 
previous  mistakes.  Like  tilers,  when 
mending  one  hole,  legislators  usually 
make  another.  The  Government  hold 
in  one  hand  a  batch  of  Bills,  and  in  the 
other  a  bundle  of  fetters.  Give  us  these 
gags,  they  say,  and  we  will  g^ve  you 
these  Bills.  I  would  rather  want  the 
Bills  than  purchase  them  at  such  a  price. 
Obstruction  or  no  Obstruction,  necessary 
legislation  will  come  in  due  time  if  people 
want  it.  Free  speech  is  more  precious 
than  all  the  measures  in  the  Ministerial 
portfolio.  Error  of  opinion  may  be 
tolerated  as  long  as  there  is  left  the 
right  to  combat  it.  Discussion  is  a 
bulwark  against  oppression,  and  the 
sheet  anchor  of  liberty.  Obstruction  is 
of  two  kinds — purposeless  and  patriotic. 
The  first  is  conceived  in  mischief,  sus- 
tained by  faction,  and  by  whomsoever 
practised  is  indefensible.  Futile  and 
tautological  talk,  whether  originated  in 
malice,  in  vanity,  or  in  ignorance,  de- 
signed to  obstruct  necessary  Public  Busi- 
ness, is  intolerable.  But  patriotic  Ob- 
struction is  the  protest  of  the  minority 
against  the  arrogance  of  Office  and  the 
intolerance  of  power.  It  is  often  useful, 
and  sometimes  essential.  It  is  the  re- 
serve power — the  last  Parliamentary  de- 
fence against  the  encroachments  of  Mi- 
nisters or  majorities.  If  the  House  parts 
with  it,  they  part  with  a  weapon  that 
has  secured  its  liberties  in  the  past,  and 
may  be  required  to  defend  them  in  the 
future.  The  Prime  Minister  said,  in 
introducing  the  Hesolutions,  and  he  has 
repeated  the  remark  often  since,  that 
Obstruction  in  an  aggravated  form  first 
showed  itself  last  Session.  I  wish  to 
speak  with  all  deference  of  any  state- 
ment respecting  the  Business  of  the 
House  made  by  one  with  such  varied 
and  extensive  knowledge  ;  still  I  venture 
to  contest  the  historical  aoouraqy  of  that 
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assertion.    The  existence  of  Obstruction 
as  a  Parliamentarj  practice  must  not  be 
reckoned  by  Sessions,   or  decades,   or 
generations,   but  by   Qenturies.      It    is 
certainly  older  than  the  Beformation. 
Henry  VIII.  pleaded  its  existence  in 
his  day  as  a  reason  why  certain  changes 
promised  to  the  Pope    had  not    been 
made.      He  explained   that  unfettered 
discussion  was  the  inalienable  right  of 
the  British  Parliament,   which  neither 
Crown   nor  Chancellor  could  restrain. 
Ministers  might  copy  with  advantage  so 
unproDtising  an  exemplar  as  the  illiberal 
Tudor  King.  Queen  Elizabeth,  in  whose 
Beign  the  foundation  of  our  present  Par- 
liamentary government  was  laid,  and  in 
in  which  some  of  the  Pules  they  were 
now  about  to   destroy    were    adopted, 
abided  a  Speaker  of  the  House  with  hav- 
ing spent  a  whole  Session  in  mere  talk. 
But  let  me  cite  a  later  and  more  striking 
instance.     After  the  Stuart  Bising  in 
1715,   the  House  of  Commons,  by  an 
unwarrantable     stretch    of    authority, 
lengthened  its  life  from  three  years  to 
seven.      The  Bill  for  doing   this   was 
strenuously  opposed    by    some  of   the 
Peers.     In  the  quaint  language  of  the 
historian  of  the  day,  the  Duke  of  Buck- 
ingham, the  Earl  of  Nottingham,  Lord 
Trevor,  Lord  Aylesford,  and  other  Noble- 
men,   made  repeated  Motions  for  Ad- 
journment,   and    numerous    and    long 
speeches,  with  a  view  of  putting  off  the 
passage  of  the  Bill  to  another  Session. 
Here  we  have,  as  far  gone  as  167  years 
ago,  Obstruction  of  the  exact  character 
complained  of — talking  to  produce  delay 
in  the  hope  that  delay  would  insure  de- 
feat.      During  the  French    War    the 
Whig^     persistently    and  wilfully    ob- 
structed the  Government  of  Mr.  Pitt. 
Mr.  Fox,  who  will  be  accepted  as  an 
authority  on  this  side  at  least,  boasted 
that,  for  over  a  period  of  20  years,  he 
never  entered  the  House  without  speak- 
ing once  and  sometimes  six  times  in  a 
sitting.     Similar  instances  could  be  mul- 
tipliea  indefinitely.      But  I  put  these 
cases  rapidly  before  you   to  show  that 
Obstruction  was  coeval  with  the  exis- 
tence of  Parliament.      It  is  incidental 
to,   and   an  invariable    accompaniment 
of,    government  by  discussion.    It  has 
been   resorted  in  times  very  different 
from  the  present,  by  all  Parties,  and  by 
men   of  the  greatest  eminence  in  the 
State.     It  is  not,  as  the  Prime  Minister 
oontended;  a  recent  Irish  invention.  The 


work  of  last  Session  has  been  empha- 
sized. But,  according  to  the  Govern- 
ment's own  showing,  that  was  a  hard 
and  exception  Session.  And  hard  and 
exceptional  cases  make  bad  laws.  Last 
Session  one  Bill — the  hateful  and  humi- 
liating Bill  under  whose  arbitrary  powers 
1,000  men  were  imprisoned  without  trial, 
without  accusation,  and  without  oppor- 
tunity of  defence  or  explanation — was 
obstructed.  Tes,  obstructed  ;  justifiably 
obstructed !  Looking  back  upon  that 
measure,  the  dishonouring  memories  of 
which  will  be  burnt  into  the  reputation 
of  its  authors,  the  surprise  is  that  it 
was  not  met  with  much  more  desperate 
resistance  than  mere  Parliamentary  Ob- 
struction. If  1,000  men  had  been  im- 
prisoned in  Turkey,  or  Austria,  or  Italy, 
we  would  have  had  unctuous  appeals  to 
the  sacred  right  of  insurrection,  and 
covert  incentives  to  rebellion,  from  our 
Liberal  coercionists.  If  ever  there  was 
a  measure  which  warranted  resort  to 
every  form  of  resistance  that  the  House 
supplied  to  defeat  it,  it  was  that  infa- 
mous Coercion  Bill — a  Bill,  too,  that  the 
Government,  six  months  after  its  pas- 
sage, had  to  admit  was  a  hideous  failure. 
But  while  we  hear  a  good  deal  of  the 
Obstruction  of  last  Session,  we  hear 
little  of  the  Obstruction  of  last  Parlia- 
ment. The  Obstruction  of  last  Parlia- 
ment was  very  different  from  the  Ob- 
struction of  last  Session.  Last  Session 
there  was  Obstruction  to  one  measure ; 
but  last  Parliament  there  was  Obstruc- 
tion to  all  measures.  It  was  not  a 
specific  policy  that  was  obstructed,  but 
the  entire  administrative  and  legislative 
action  of  the  Government  of  the  day. 
Liberals  had  reasoned  themselves  into 
the  belief  that  the  foreign  policy  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield  was  not  only  injurious, 
but  that  it  was  immoral.  They  regarded 
him  as  an  international  mischief-maker, 
who,  in  the  plentitude  of  his  power, 
went  roving  round  the  world  in  search 
of  opportunities  for  aggression  and  oc- 
casions for  display.  They  believed  it  to 
be  their  duty,  not  only  to  their  country, 
but  to  their  consciences,  to  resist  him. 
The  Prime  Minister  declared,  on  a  well- 
known  occasion,  that  the  set  purpose 
of  his  life  was  to  counter-work  his 
rivaPs  designs  ;  and  that  to  such  end  he 
laboured  day  by  day  and  hour  by  hour. 
The  opposition  to  his  domestic  policy 
was  as  determined,  althoagh  less  dis- 
played.    The  Government   Bills  were 
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described  as  either  bad  or  useless.  If 
bad,  they  ought  not  to  pass ;  if  useless, 
they  need  not  pass.  A  barricade  was 
thus  drawn  across  the  Parliamentary 
passage,  and  little  allowed  to  pass, 
except  necessary  measures,  and  these 
only  after  exhausting  rebuffs.  The  Irish 
Members  were  blamed.  Yes,  they  got 
the  blame,  but  others  got  the  benefit. 
They  pulled  the  chestnuts  out  of  the 
fire.  Others  ate  them.  Some  of  the 
Irish  Members  who  were  in  the  last  Par- 
liament, might,  if  they  were  so  minded, 
a  tale  unfold  that  would  disturb  the 
equanimity  of  their  cantankerous  critics. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  would  recount  a  few  passages 
from  his  Parliamentary  autobiography, 
they  would  be  more  interesting  and  in- 
structive. My  hon.  Friend  may  pro- 
bably remember  a  summer  Wednesday, 
three  years  ago,  when  he  was  invited 
to  give,  by  one  of  those  processes  in 
which  he  is  an  adept,  the  quietus  to 
a  Bankruptcy  Bill.  How  he  acceded 
to  the  request  and  fulfilled  it!  This 
was  set  down  to  Irish  Obstruction.  The 
finger  points  on  the  dial  were  Irish 
truly ;  but  the  mechanism  that  moved 
them  was  of  another  nationality.  The 
Bill  was  defeated,  and  no  like  measure 
had  since  reached  so  advanced  a  stage. 
Now  mark  the  Nemesis.  Bankruptcy 
is  one  of  the  questions  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  specially  anxious  to  legislate 
upon,  and  Grand  Committees  are  one  of 
their  remedies  for  Parliamentary  con- 
gestion. Here  was  a  Bankruptcy  Bill 
drawn  by  Sir  John  Holker  and  Lord 
Cairns — two  men  who,  whatever  may 
be  said  of  them  as  politicians,  are  of 
uncontested  authority  as  lawyers — and 
the  late  Ministry,  with  a  view  of  hasten- 
ing its  passage,  proposed  to  try  experi- 
mentally the  scheme  of  Grand  Commit- 
tees that  the  Government  are  now  initiat- 
ing. Yet  the  Bill  and  the  project  for 
the  Grand  Committees  were  defeated  at 
the  instance  and  suggestion  of  Liberal 
Cloturists,  who  are  now  clamouring  for 
both.  When  I  listen  to  the  daily  dia- 
tribes against  Irish  Obstructives ;  when 
I  hear  them  described  as  men  beyond 
the  pale  of  decent  politics,  and  recall 
how  often  Obstruction  has  been  made  a 
ladder  upon  which  aspiring  partizans 
have  climbed  to  Office,  any  lingering 
respect  I  ever  had  for  Party  ethics  ex- 
pires. It  is  needless  to  speculate  on  the 
arrival  of  America  political  practices. 
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We  have  them  already  in  operation 
amongst  us.  The  remedy  is  said  to  be 
a  Eadical  one.  But  it  is  radically  wrong. 
It  strikes  at  the  system,  and  not  at  the 
offenders.  It  punishes  the  whole,  for 
the  peccadilloes  of  a  part.  A  man  is 
talkative  and  troublesome;  therefore 
they  punish  hie  neighbour,  who  is  quiet 
and  silent.  That  is  the  logic  of  the  Go- 
vernment Kesolution.  If  a  man  volun- 
tarily enters  a  society,  he  must  work 
within  its  rules.  It  is.  folly  for  anyone 
to  join  a  body  they  intend  to  defy.  If 
any  man  intentionally  and  deliberately 
breaks  the  rules,  let  them  silence  him, 
suspend  him,  or  expel  him.  Do  any, 
do  all  of  these  thing,  if  the  circumstances 
warrant.  But  because  one  man,  or  a 
section  of  men,  are  guilty  of.  offences,  it 
is  neither  wise  nor  fair  to  impose  galling 
restrictions  upon  those  who  fight  fairly 
within  the  lists.  Why  is  the  majority 
to  close  a  debate,  and  when  is  it  to  do 
so?  Why,  because  the  arguments  of 
the  Opposition  are  too  strong  to  be  an- 
swered. When  ?  When  the  majority 
want  to  go  to  bed,  or  to  dinner,  or  to 
some  more  agreeable  occupation.  Then 
they  will  close  it.  Ministers  are  taking 
powers  not  merely  to  regulate,  but  to 
annihilate  discussion — not  to  curtail  de- 
bate, but  to  strangle  it.  They  would 
reduce  the  right  of  the  minority  to  a 
nullity.  If  a  discussion  could  be  closed 
at  any  time  the  majority  wished,  it  could 
be  closed  after  two  speeches  had  been 
delivered  as  easily  as  after  ten.  What  is 
to  prevent  them  thus  closing  it  ?  No- 
thing, save  their  weak  sense  of  justice 
towards  troublesome  opponents.  And 
the  sense  of  justice  in  an  angry,  im- 
patient, and  irritated  majority,  whether 
Liberal  or  Conservative,  would  be  weak 
indeed.  But  it  is  said  they  will  not  use 
their  power  tyrannically.  Will  not 
they  ?  I,  for  one,  will  not  trust  them. 
It  is  not  good  for  their  health — their 
mental  or  moral  health — to  have  such 
powers.  The  bare  possession  of  such 
will  tempt  them  into  excesses.  Men  do, 
as  a  body,  things  that,  as  individuals, 
they  would  shrink  from  and  feel  ashamed 
of.  They  have  a  convenient  way  of 
throwing  the  responsibility  upon  a  Party 
when  that  responsibility  is  inconvenient. 
They  may  speak  fair,  and,  for  the  mo- 
ment, mean  fair ;  but  when  their  pas- 
sions are  roused,  their  tempers  rufBed, 
and  their  interests  assailed — when  the 
honours  and  emoluments  of  Office  (^9 
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in  the  balance — it  would  be  dangerous  { 
to  trust  the  best  intentioned  majority. 
Englisbmen,  whatever  other  differences 
divide  them,  are  proud  of  their  Parlia- 
ment. It  is  bound  by  a  thousand  bands 
to  their  interests  and  affe<}tions.  Through 
the  darkening  centuries  it  has  been  a 
temple  of  law  and  liberty,  of  eloquence 
and  history.  In  it  the  rights  and 
digpiities  of  the  people  have  victoriously 
struggled  against  the  absolute  powers 
and  omnipotence  of  any  one  man.  Here 
we  have  torn  in  tatters,  we  have  trampled 
underfoot  the  humiliating  theory  of  an 
Autocracy,  while  it  had  found  a  lodg- 
ment and  taken  root  in  nearly  every 
other  country  of  Europe.  We  are 
now  about  to  change  its  character — to 
degrade  it  from  a  deliberative  Assembly 
into  a  registry  office,  where  the  com- 
mands of  the  Caucuses,  and  the  f  ulmina- 
tions  of  the  Party  Press,  may  be  chro- 
nicled. The  doctrine  of  the  advocates  of 
the  cldture,  when  stripped  of  all  sur- 
plusage, is  this.  They  argue  that,  in 
recent  years,  the  position  of  public  affairs 
has  greatly  altered.  Information  that 
was  once  the  exclusive  possession  of  a 
favoured  few  is  now  the  common  pro- 
perty of  all.  News  of  events  that  trans- 
pire at  the  other  side  of  the  Globe  and 
in  our  most  distant  Dependencies  is 
flashed  here  in  a  few  hours.  The  world 
has  become  a  vast  whispering  gallery. 
Beports  of  the  Business  transacted  in 
this  House  reach  Cromarty  and  Corn- 
wall, Dover  and  Donegal,  almost  as  soon 
as  they  do  the  City.  This  rapidity  of 
communication,  and  this  multiplication 
of  the  means  of  publicity,  have  quickened 
public  life  and  intensified  discussion. 
Opinion,  as  a  consequence,  ripens  more 
rapidly.  The  sentiments  prevailing  this 
year  may  not  be  entertained  next.  They 
wish  to  bring  Parliament  into  closer 
contact  with  the  constituencies.  They 
would  have  it  reflect  not  merely  the 
convictions,  but  the  caprices  of  the 
House.  They  would  make  it  as  sensi- 
tive to  every  passing  breeze  as  the  leaves 
of  the  aspen.  That  is  their  argument. 
I  hope  I  have  stated  it  fairly.  But 
public  opinion  is  a  variable  and  fluctuat- 
ing force.  What  is  public  opinion  in 
one  district  is  not  public  opinion  in  an- 
other. And  which  opinion  is  to  guide 
us  ?  Is  it  to  be  the  public  opinion  of 
the  smug  and  cowardly  respectability  of 
Islington  or  Clapham,  or  of  the  Lothians, 
or  the  public  opinion  of  the  pinched  and 
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perishing  peasantry  of  the  West  of  Ire- 
land ?  Is  it  to  be  the  opinion  of  the 
political  lotus-eaters,  who  doze  away 
their  days  in  sleepy  Pall  Mall  Clubs,  or 
the  opinion  of  the  militant  Democracy 
in  the  North  of  England?  Which— 
the  opinion  of  **  society,"  as  they  call  it, 
or  of  the  ** masses" — is  to  rule?  In 
the  vocabulary  of  genuine  Democracy 
the  people  means  not  a  majority,  but 
the  entire  body  of  the  citizens.  It 
means  not  merely  the  landless,  but  the 
landed — not  only  the  leisured,  but  the 
labouring  classes.  How  are  their  opi- 
nions to  be  reached,  and  where  can  they 
find  utterance  ?  How — but  by  the  ver- 
dict of  the  constituent  body,  solemnly 
and  deliberately  given  ;  and  where — but 
in  this  Assembly  ?  If  the  machinery  is 
faulty,  mend  it.  If  the  electorate  is  too 
contracted,  widen  it.  But,  with  all  its 
defects,  this  House-  is  the  only  place 
where  the  measured  views  of  all  classes 
and  creeds,  of  all  Parties  and  interests, 
find  legitimate  expression.  If  Parlia- 
ment drifts  out  of  harmony  with  the 
electorate,  dissolve  it.  Let  elections  be 
more  frequent  if  you  like  ;  but,  while  a 
Parliament  lasts,  it  is  the  organized  ex- 
pression of  popular  will;  and  to  supersede 
it  or  override  it  by  the  desultory  deci- 
sions of  the  platform,  the  club,  or  the 
market  place,  is  contrary  to  the  spirit, 
if  not  to  the  letter,  of  the  law.  Legisla- 
tion is  a  matter  of  reason  and  judgment. 
But  how  can  there  be  reason,  where 
determination  precedes  discussion ;  when, 
as  Mr.  Burke  worded  it,  one  set  of  men 
deliberates,  and  another  set  decides? 
If  we  are  merely  to  vote  as  we  are  told 
— which  is  the  motto  of  the  Caucus — 
why  are  we  sent  here  ?  It  is  a  g^eat 
waste  of  power,  of  health,  of  time,  and 
of  temper.  Instead  of  600,  60,  or,  in- 
deed, 6  would  suffice.  AH  that  is 
wanted  is  a  body  of  experts  to  whom 
the  decisions  taken  in  the  different  con- 
stituencies might  be  sent.  They  might 
be  tabulated,  and  formulated,  and  sum- 
marized— handed  first  to  a  draftsman  to 
embody  in  Bills,  and  then  to  an  Execu- 
tive to  put  in  operation.  The  Prime 
Minister  desires  to  lessen  the  amount  of 
speaking.  This  is  an  easy  plan  of  doing 
it.  The  work  of  legislation  might  be 
greatly  simplified  by  such  a  course  of 
procedure.  Government  shrinks  from 
such  a  result ;  but  it  is  the  logical,  in- 
evitable, and  irresistible  outcome  of 
their  course  of  action.     They  may  shut 
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their  eyes  to  it  as  they  like  ;  but  it  is  to 
that  end  we  are  drifting  steadily.  Public 
opinion,  if  genuine  and  spontaneously 
expressed,    I   will    defer    to,    although 
differing  from  it ;    but  public  opinion, 
when  it  is  manufactured,  I  disregard. 
I  say  **  manufactured,"  for  it  is  manu- 
factured— cast,    as    they    cast    railway 
chairs,  according  to  pattern.     We   are 
all  familiar  with  the  process.     We  know 
how  resolutions  are  drawn  by  the  head 
centre  and  sent  to  the  branches  for  adop- 
tion— how  a  dozen  or  a  score  of  self- 
appointed    and    irresponsible    officials, 
with  little  discussion  and  less  l^nowledge, 
adopt  them,  and  re-transmit  them   in 
Petitions  to  Parliament  or  Memorials  to 
Ministers.     The  Prime  Minister  has  re- 
ceived   180    of    these    deceptive   docu- 
ments in  support  of  the  cJdture,     They 
are  paraded  as  the  decisions  of  the  con- 
stituencies ;  but  the-oonstituencies  knew 
nothing  either  of  the  meetingpi,  the  men 
who  called  them,  or  the  measures  their 
support  was  pledged  to.     We  have  heard 
of  an   organized   hypocrisy  ;    but  this 
certainly  is  an  organized  imposition.     A 
further  argument  for  the  proposed  change 
is  the  alteration  that  has  come  over  an- 
other department  of  public  life.      The 
floor  of  the  House  of  Commons,  in  the 
estimation  of  some,  has  ceased   to  be 
the  exclusive,  or  even  the  most  effective, 
platform    from   which  to   address    the 
nation.     In  the  great  Council  of  the 
State,   which  holds  its  debates  in    the 
columns  of  the  Press,  public  questions 
are  sifted  and  settled  ;  and  all  that  this 
Assembly  is  required  to  do,  or,  indeed, 
can  do,  is  to  give  force  and  form  to  the 
decisions  thus  arrived  at.     Now,  I  have 
no  wish  to   disparage   the   Press,  nor 
undervalue  its  influence;  but  I  object 
to   assign  to  it  attributes  it  does  not 
aspire  to,  or  power  it  does  not  possess. 
The  Press  is,  primarily,  a   record   in 
which  is  outlined  the  salient  features  of 
our  restless,   diffuse,  and  fragmentary 
life.     It  is  a  panorama  on  which    are 
photographed  the  swiftly  moving  inci- 
dents of  a  busy  existence.     It  is  an  ex- 
positor through  whose  agency  confused 
and  complicated  reports  are  sifted,  facts 
discovered,  and  then  disseminated.     It 
is,   too,   an    educator  whose    influence 
reaches  through  all  the  ramifications  of 
society — from  the  palace  to  the  prison. 
But  it  is  vested  with  no  representative 
function,  and  only  in  a  limited  degree 
can  it  be  called  an  organ  of  public  opi- 
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nion.    Newspapers  express,  often  in  a 
discursive  and  cursory  way,  the  opinion 
of  their  conductors;    but  it   is    gross 
exaggeration  to  assume  that  they  express 
the  opinion  of  the  public.     Men  derive 
from  newspapers  the  material  for  dis- 
cussion ;  but  it  is  igpiorance  on  the  part 
of  politicians,  and  vanity  on  the  part  of 
joumalistSy  to  pretend  that  the  opinion 
of  the  newspapers  and  the  opinion  of 
the    public    are    always    synonymous. 
More  than  once  during  these  debates, 
what  is  termed  the  unbusinesslike  cha- 
racter of  the  proceedings  has  been  re- 
ferred to,  and  a  hope  has  been  expressed 
that  the  arrangements  of  the    House 
should  be  assimilated  to  those  of  a  Board 
of  Directors.     I  have  little  respect  for, 
and  no  sympathy  with,  such  suggested 
perversion.  To  contemplate  the  lowering 
to  the  level  of  a  mercantile  Company  an 
historical  Assembly  which  has  been  the 
cradle  of  the  liberties  of  modem  Europe, 
and  the  political  and  legislative  sanctuary 
of  a  great  and  free  people,  proves  how 
the  spirit  and  faith  of  a  country,  through 
a  long  course  of  prosperity  and  a  sordid 
worship  of  success,  can  become  unaspir- 
ing and  materialistic ;  how  the  motives 
of  nationality  and  patriotism,  of  rever- 
ence and  courtesy,  lose  their  force,  and 
cease  to  be  springs  of  action  and  guides 
of  life.     Never,  I  trust,  will  the  British 
House  of  Commons  degenerate  into  a 
shop  or  a  counting-house ;  nor  legisla- 
tion, which,  in  its  loftiest  purposes,  is 
the  most  solemn  duty  that  man  can  dis- 
charge for  his  fellow-men ;  which  builds 
up    the    character  and  influences    the 
destinies  of  a  nation  ;  which  secures  the 
rights,  the  liberties,  and  the  property 
of  the  people,  become  a  trade.     We  may 
cut  away  a  mouldering  branch  from  oar 
Parliamentary  system  ;  but  we  should 
remember  that  the  trophies  of  the  past 
are  essential  to  elucidate  and  confirm 
the  wisdom  of  the  present.     Idolatry  of 
the  immediate  dwarfs  and  deforms  na- 
tional   character.     Let    us    recast    our 
Bules,   brush  the  dust  off  them,  adapt 
them  to  modem  requirements,  but  pre- 
serve the  spirit  and  continuity  of  our 
proudly  treasured  historical  traditions. 
I  would  not  touch  one  of  our  old  cus- 
toms that  does  not  stand  in  the  way 
of  necessary    and    urgent   change.    A 
breath  blows  the  glory  of  ages  away. 
The  quaint  call  of  **  Who  goes  home?" 
when  the  House  is  up — what  a  vista  oi 
social  vicissitude   it    summons  to  the 
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memory !  The  grating  on  the  doorway 
—what  stalwart  conflicts  between  the 
Bepresentative  and  the  Eegal  power  it 
recalls!  Some  of  the  Begulations  we 
are  now  asked  to  rescind  have  historical 
significance  which  kindle  generous  emo- 
tions when  we  reflect  on  the  efforts  made 
to  win  them.  Change  we  must  have, 
but  that  now  sought  is  excessive  and 
bewildering.  It  involves  momentous 
innovations  amounting  to  a  revolution 
of  Parliamentary  Procedure,  and  is  con- 
trary to  the  temper  and  inimical  to  the 
interests  of  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  GHAELES  EUSSELL  said,  that 
he  felt  some  diffidence  in  rising  to  speak, 
for  he  thought  the  House  could  scarcely 
have  recovered  from  the  effects  of  the 
address  which  had  just  been  delivered 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  Joseph  Oowen).  While  he 
thoroughly  agreed  with  many  of  the 
noble  sentiments  which  his  hon.  Friend 
had  so  eloquently  addressed  to  the  House, 
he  found  a  difficulty  in  seeing  the  im- 
mediate connection  they  had  with  the 
question  before  them.  There  had  been 
some  reference  to  history,  and  a  great 
deal  of  abuse  of  the  Liberal  Party  in  the 
last  Parliament;  but  these  were  not  mat- 
ters which  affected  that  issue.  The  speech 
of  his  hon.  Friend  assumed  the  ques- 
tion which  was  really  to  be  discussed. 
His  hon.  Friend  showed  the  importance 
of  freedom  of  speech,  and  denounced  in- 
terference with  it ;  but  he  (Mr.  Charles 
Eussell)  failed  to  see  how  his  hon.  Friend 
had  shown  that  the  Eesolution  was  in- 
trinsically wrong,  or  that  the  probable 
operation  of  it  would  be  to  interfere  with 
the  freedom  of  speech  in  any  real  sense. 
As  an  Lrish  Liberal  Member,  the  third 
who  had  spoken,  he  desired  particularly 
to  explain  his  views  upon  this  question, 
because  he  believed  many  of  his  hon. 
Friends  opposite  of  the  Irish  Party  in- 
tended to  take  a  different  course  to  his 
on  this  subject  to-night.  Well  he  (Mr. 
Charles  Eussell^  would  say,  without 
affectation,  that  ne  desired  to  act,  as  far 
as  in  his  judgment  he  thought  right, 
in  unison  with  those  hon.  Gentlemen. 
He  recognized  their  efforts,  and  he 
wished,  as  far  as  possible,  consistently 
with  his  sense  of  duty,  to  act  with  them. 
He  therefore  regretted  that,  after  a  fair 
and  impartial  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject, he  felt  himself  obliged  to  separate 
from  them  on  this  occasion.  The  House 
had  already  affirmed  the  Eesolution,  by 


voting  against  the  Amendment  proposed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott)  and  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson),  and  it  was,  therefore,  idle  to 
argue  it  at  length.     To  his  mind,  there 
was  nothing  unjust  or  contrary  to  good 
sense  or  to  reason  in  the  proposal  con- 
tained in  this  Eesolution.     If  he  be- 
lieved that  the  Eesolution  involved,  in 
any  real  sense,  a  curtailment  of  fair  de- 
bate, he  should  certainly  vote  against  it ; 
but  his  conviction  was  that  it  would  have 
the  opposite  effect.     With  reference  to 
the  Eesolution,  it  must  be  obvious  to 
all  that  the  question  before  them  had 
already  been  decided  in  one  form  or  an- 
other.    There,  he  maintained,  was  an 
inherent  right  in  every  deliberative  As- 
sembly to  determine  when  a  subject  had 
been  sufficiently  discussed;   and  there 
was  nothing  unreasonable  in  a  proposal 
that  the  House  of  Commons  should  exer- 
cise that  power  when,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Speaker,  there  had  been  adequate 
debate,  and  that  it  was  the  general  sense 
of  the  House  that  a  division  should  be 
taken  without  further  delay.     In  former 
times  a  sort  of  informal  but  very  effec- 
tive form  of  cldture  had  been  put  into 
force  in  that  House,  when  a  subject  had 
been  deemed  to  have  been  sufficiently 
discussed,  by  means  of  a  turbulent  and 
disorderly  expression  of  opinion,  and  a 
refusal  to  hear  any  more  speeches.  What 
was  that  but  the  surrender  of  the  mino- 
rity to  the  expressed  wish  of  the  majo- 
rity.  He  (Mr.  Charles  Eussell)  said  that 
the  cldture  had  existed  in  some  shape  or 
other  in   every  deliberative  Assembly, 
just  as  Obstruction  had  existed  in  some 
shape  or  form.     But  the  real  ground  of 
opposition  to  this  power  of,  cldture  was 
because  of  the   use  which  it  was  pre- 
dicted would  be  made  of  it ;  and  it  had 
been  said  by  Irish  Members  that  it  would 
act  injuriously  upon  them,  by  curtailing 
their  rights  in  the  exercise  of  the  duty 
which  they  owed  to  their  country ;  but 
he  maintained  that  such  was  not  the 
case.     What  had  been  the  experience  of 
other  countries  on  the  point?    He  did 
not  mean  to  dispute  the  proposition  of 
the    noble    Viscount    the  Member  for 
Liverpool    (Viscount    Sandon)    that   it 
might  be  possible  to  point  to  more  than 
one  deliberative  Assembly  in  which,  in 
times  of  great  excitement  or  under  cer- 
tain exceptional  circumstances,  the  power 
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of  cldlure  had  been  abuRed  ;  but,  on  the 
whole,  the  experience  of  foreign  coun- 
tries showed  that  endeavours  to  smother 
and  check  fair  debate  by  an  abuse  of 
the  power  were  of  very  rare  occurrence. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  conjured 
up  to  themselves  pictures  of  an  infuriate 
and  solid  majority  acting  upon  a  partizan 
Speaker,  and  applying  the  cldture  under 
those  circumstances.   What  was  the  real 
protection  against  this  ?     Were  minori- 
ties  left  altogether  unprotected  where 
the  cldlure  was  in  force  ?   It  must  be  re- 
membered that  all  experience  had  shown 
that  there  was  a  power  which  was  greater 
than  the  power  of  a  Government,  and 
which  was  greater  than  that  of  even 
Parliament  itself,  because  it  made  and 
unmade   Governments    and   made  and 
reconstituted  Parliaments.     It  was  that 
of   the  healthy,   vigorous,    and   living 
force  of  public  opinion,   which  would 
sweep  away  aoy  Government  which  ven- 
tured to  abuse  the  power  of  cldture  by 
endeavouring  to  put  down  freedom  of 
speech.   He,  therefore,  thought  that  the 
fears  which  hon.  Members  opposite  ex- 
pressed  on   this   subject  were    greatly 
and  grossly  exaggerated.   Exaggeration 
on  this  subject,  however,  had  not  been 
confined  to  one  side  of  the  House.  There 
was  great  exaggeration  in  the  view  that 
was  put  forward  by  some  hon.  Members 
near  him  that  the  cldture  would  save  an 
enormous  consumption  of  time.     That  it 
would  save  considerable  time  he  hoped ; 
but  there  was  no  warrant  for  supposing 
that  it  would  effect  the  great  cnange 
that  some  hon.  Members  appeared  to 
anticipate  it  would.     And  here  he  would 
remark  that  the  real  relief  to  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  was  to  be  found,  not 
80  much  by  alteration  of  the  Procedure 
in  that  Chamber,   but  in  the  redistri- 
bution of  the  power  of  the  House,  such 
as  would  suit  the  circumstances  in  which 
they  now  found  themselves.     The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for    Mayo   (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  in  his  able  speech,  had 
Baid  that  as  regarded  Irish  Business,  at 
least,  the  real  relief  to  the  Business  of 
that  House  would  be  found  in  the  re- 
establishment  of  an  Irish  Parliament. 
For  his  own  part,  he  (Mr.  Charles  Bus- 
Bell)  could  not  but  think  that  this  ques- 
tion of  Home  Rule  for  Ireland  was  fast 
ripening,  so  that  it  must  early  come  up 
for  consideration  before  the  House  in 
some  shape  or  other ;  but  he  would  say 
to  his  hon.  Friends  that  surely  a  practical 

Mr.  Charles  Rueeell 


politician  would  take  the  wise  course  be- 
fore that  event ;  and  the  coarse  which 
the  great  body  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
would  desire  would  be  to  use  the  Parlia- 
mentary machinery  they  had  to  turn  out 
the  best  legislation  for  the  good  of  Ire- 
laud  that  they  could  get.    In  the  course  of 
the  debate  he  had  been  speculating  upon 
what  would  be  the  course  of  the  future 
action  of  the  gpreat  Conservative  Party 
with   reference  to    the    cldture.     They 
had  been  told  that  this  Eesolution  was 
the  application  of  the  gag  to  Parliament, 
that  it  throttled  freedom  of  speech,  and 
that  it  wrested  from  its  sacred  resting- 
place  the  great  palladium  of  the  House 
of  Commons.     If  that  were  so,  it  would 
be  wrong  to  use  such  a  power  at  any 
time.     He  should,  however,  like  to  know 
whether,  when  the  Conservative  Party 
again  came  into  Office,  they  would  pro- 
pose a  repeal  of  this  Besolution  ?    [Mr. 
Ritchie  :  Yes.]     The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  cried  out  "  Yes ;  " 
but  he  (Mr.  Charles  Russell)  strongly 
suspected  that  the  Conservative  Party, 
when    they   came    into    power,    would 
accept  the  weapon  which  was  placed  in 
their  hands.     He  believed  it  would  only 
be  another  instance  in  which  they  would 
be  found  to  oppose  measure  after  mea- 
sure which  Liberal  politicians  felt  the 
needs  of  the  country  required,  but  which 
when  in  Office  they  cheerfully  accepted. 
But    leaving    that    he    would    address 
himself  to  a   branch    of  the   question 
which,  he  confessed,  had  more  attrac- 
tion  for   him — he  meant   in  reference 
to   the  Irish    Members,    and   in  what 
way  it  was  suggested  this  cldture  power 
would  act  injuriously   upon  them,   in 
the  exercise  of  those  duties  they  owed 
to  their  constituencies  and  their  country. 
He  would  examine  calmly  and  quietly 
that   question,  and  he  thought  that  it 
would  not  be  denied  that  the  position  of 
the  Irish  Members  in   the    House   of 
Commons    was  peculiar.     They  repre- 
sented  a  cause  which  was,  to  a  great 
extent,  unpopular — they  represented  in- 
terests which,  as  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member    for   Aylesbury    (Mr.   George 
Russell)  had  said  on  the  previous  even- 
ing— and  he  was  sorry  to  be  compelled 
to  confess  the  truth  of  the  statement — 
the  English  people  had  to  be  educated 
in  ;    and   in    these  circumstances,  and, 
above  all,  in  the  fact  that  they  were  not 
backed  up  by  the  force  of  the    great 
public  opinion  of  England,  and  had  not 
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aooess  to  the  organs  of  public  opinion  in 
England,  made  the  position  of  Irish  Ee- 
presentatives  peculiar,  and  should  make 
the  House  of  Commons  careful  how  they 
dealt  with  them.  Bedause  he  claimed 
for  the  Irish  Members  that  they  were 
entitled  to  special  consideration,  and 
that  it  would  be  a  bad  thing  for  the 
Qovernment  of  the  country — the  most 
awful  reproach  that  could  be  levelled 
at  the  efficiency  of  Parliament  —  to 
legislate  for  Ireland,  if  it  could  be  truly 
said  that  the  Irish  Eepresentatives  were 
not  allowed  to  address  and  develop 
their  arguments  fully  to  the  ear  of  the 
House.  In  that  consideration  was  the 
real  protection  and  strength  of  the  Irish 
minority  in  the.  House  of  Commons ; 
because  he  could  not  doubt  that  con- 
siderations of  that  kind  must  be  present 
to  the  minds  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
House  when  discussing  these  Kesolu- 
tions.  If  an  Irish  Member  was  par- 
ticularly anxious  to  show  that  the 
House  of  Commons  was  unequal  to 
deal  with  the  legislative  needs  of  Ireland, 
and  he  (Mr.  Charles  Eussell)  were  that 
Irish  Member,  there  was  nothing  that 
he  would  rejoice  at  more  than  the  exist- 
ence and  the  application  of  the  eldtum 
when  it  could  be  said  that  it  had  been 
unfairly  applied.  In  that  consideration 
resided  the  real  protection  of  the  mino- 
rity. But  he  (Mr.  Charles  Russell)  would 
ask — What  was  the  country  that  had 
suffered  most  from  the  inefficiency  of 
Parliament,  to  devote  sufficient  time  to 
the  legislation  necessary  for  the  good 
of  the  people  ?  Ireland  unquestionably. 
They  admitted  that,  within  recent  years, 
attention  had  been  given  in  Parliament 
to  great  remedial  measures  for  Ireland ; 
but  compare  the  length  of  time  devoted 
to  those  measures  with  the  measures  of 
every  kind  that  had  been  passed  for  the 
other  portions  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
Why  Ireland  suffered  most  was  clear — it 
was  because  the  interest  represented  by 
the  greatest  number,  backed  up  by  the 
greatest  public  opinion,  must  have  prece- 
dence. And  what  he  particularly  wished 
to  accentuate  in  that  debate  was,  that 
one  of  the  vices  of  Irish  legislation  was 
that  it  was  always  too  long  delayed. 
Most  of  the  Irish  measures,  if  they  had 
become  law  five  or  ten  years  before  they 
were  passed,  would  have  done  twice 
the  amount  of  good  for  the  people  they 
had  effected.  For  that  reason  he 
thought  it    would    be  for  the  good   of 


Ireland  that  legislation  in  that  House 
should  be  expedited.  He  said,  therefore, 
that  an  Irish  minority,  anxious  to  have 
good  legislation  for  their  country,  would 
benefit  by  the  change.  Let  him  call 
the  attention  of  his  hon.  Friends  oppo- 
site (the  Irish  Members)  to  the  present 
position.  Did  they  prefer  to  the  Eules 
before  the  House,  which  proposed  a  re- 
gular. Constitutional,  and  well-formu- 
lated mode  in  which  the  power  of 
cldture  was  to  be  used,  the  Eules  of 
Urgency,  which  no  man,  reading  and 
calmly  considering,  could  do  otherwise 
than  denounce  as  unjust;  and  could 
such  powers  for  the  protection  of  mino- 
rities as  they  gave  be  compared  to  the 
protection  which  was  given  by  the  Chair 
and  by  the  necessity  of  the  vote  which 
was  specified  in  the  Hesolution  ?  He 
had  endeavoured  to  show  that  in  the 
Eesolution  there  was  nothing  unreason- 
able, and  to  show  that  there  was  no 
good  ground  for  apprehension.  He 
understood  that  the  reason  for  opposing 
the  Hesolution  which  had  been  given 
by  some  hon.  Members  opposite  was 
that  by  doing  so  they  were  striking  a 
blow  at  the  Government  of  Coercion. 
He  was  as  much  opposed  to  coercion  as 
any  of  his  hon.  Friends  opposite ;  and 
he  would  say  he  was  as  strenuous  in  his 
opposition  to  the  coercive  measures  of 
'the  Government  as  any  of  his  hon. 
Friends  ;  but  was  he  to  understand  that 
the  blow  which  they  were  going  to  give 
to  a  coercive  Government  was  to  help  a 
Government  which  was  not  coercive? 
He  failed  to  see  how  Ireland  could 
benefit  by  substituting  a  Conservative 
for  a  Liberal  Government.  What  part 
of  the  policy  of  the  present  Government 
had  received  a  more  cordial  support  from 
the  Opposition  than  the  measures  of 
coercion  ?  Why,  the  Opposition  had 
only  one  fault  to  find  with  the  measures 
of  coercion,  and  that  was  that  they  did 
not  go  far  enough.  They  had  made 
two  complaints,  indeed ;  first  of  all,  be- 
fore they  were  passed,  that  they  were 
not  sufficiently  stringent ;  and,  next, 
after  they  had  been  passed,  that  they 
were  not  put  into  action  often  enough. 
He  would  look  a  little  further  into  the 
question,  if  only  for  a  moment.  The 
Irish  Party  wanted  several  measures, 
and  wanted  them  early.  They  wanted 
the  amendment  of  the  Land  Act,  in 
order  to  give  effect  to  the  intentions  of 
the  Legislature ;  they  wanted  an  amend- 
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ment  of  the  Arrears  Bill ;  they  wanted  a 
change  of  the  Grand  Jury  system,  they 
wanted  a  measure  of  Local  Government, 
they  wanted  an  assimilation  of  the  fran- 
chise and  decentralization.  Were  they 
going  to  give  a  blow  to  the  Government  of 
oercion  in  order  to  help  a  Government 
that  was  opposed  to  all  these  measures, 
and  in  order  to  put  out  a  Government 
which  had  certainly,  with  no  uncertain 
voice,  spoken  in  regard  to  some  of  them 
at  least,  and  promised  to  help  them 
forward?  Would  the  position  of  the 
Irish  people  be  bettered  by  putting 
into  power  men  who  had  uniformly  re- 
sisted every  measure  which  the  people 
of  Ireland  desired?  He  would  take 
leave  to  say  that  Ireland  needed  these 
measures.  She  needed  them  promptly ; 
and  he  hoped  and  desired  to  say,  in  the 
presence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  that  he 
hoped  that  mistake,  which  had  so  often 
been  made  in  past  times,  of  delaying 
these  measures  until  they  were  robbed 
of  their  efficacy  by  the  delay  would  be 
avoided.  He  would  touch,  lastly,  upon 
one  measure,  of  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  spoken,  and  spoken  clearly 
" — he  meant  tho  question  of  local  self- 
government  for  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Charles 
Bussell)  regarded  that  as  one  of  the 
most  important  measures  that  could  be 
passed  for  Ireland ;  and  he  thought  it 
would  minimize  the  great  evil  of  Ire- 
land— the  centralization  of  government. 
He  hoped,  too,  it  would  bring  home  to 
the  Irish  people  the  thing  which,  in  his 
judgment,  above  all  other  things  they 
wanted,  a  sense  of  responsibility  in  the 
conduct  and  the  management  of  their 
own  affairs,  which  sense  of  responsibility 
could  never  exist  until  they  had  at  least 
power  of  self-government.  These  were 
the  grounds  upon  which  he  could  not  see 
the  justification  for  the  course  his  hon. 
Friends  opposite  were  going  to  take, 
and  he  had  thought  it  respectful  to  them 
and  to  the  House  to  state  them. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  supported  the  Eeso- 
lution  ;  and,  as  one  who  was  often  in  a 
minority  on  certain  questions,  was  con- 
vinced that  the  rights  of  small  minorities 
were  protected.  While  listening  to  the 
speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Joseph  Cowen),  he 
could  not  help  reflecting  upon  what 
he^  must  regard  as  cross-grained  and 
twisted,  as  far  as  his  hon.  Friend's  re- 
marks dealt  with  his  old  Associates  and 
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Friends.     If  they  were  going  to  war, 
his  hon.  Friend  opposed  war;  but  under 
the  late  Government  he  was  clamorous 
for  war.     If  they  were  proposing  any 
measure  of  reform,  he  lell  foul  of  it, 
and  received  counsel  from   the    other 
side.     Was  he  g^ing  to  obliterate  the 
impress  of   his  life,   in  order   to  cast 
taunts  at  his  Brethren  on  that  side  of 
the  House  ?    It  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
Hopwood)  that    his  hon.   Friend  had 
entirely  overshot   the  mark  ;    and    he 
(Mr.  Hopwood)  must  be  pardoned  if  he 
thought  it  was  due  to  the  fact  of  its 
having  been  composed  by  the  aid  of  the 
**  midnight  oil,"   and   with  a  view  to 
elicit  the  cheers  of  the  Opposition.    To 
do  that,   and  to  write  down  passages 
consisting  of  maxims  on  the  subject  of 
who  was.  a*  quack  and  who  was  a  wise 
physician,  and  to  repeat  them  in  the 
House  for  the  gratification  of  the  oppos- 
ing patriots,  was  not  the  mid-zenith  of 
a  career  which  he  (Mr.  Hopwood)  should 
imagine  for  himself,  but  was  one  which 
his  hon.  Friend  seemed  to  have  achieved 
for  himself.      Of  what  use  was  it  to 
tell  them  that  Mr.  Fox  sometimes  ob- 
structed f     Undoubtedly  he  did  ;   and 
what  harm  was    there    in    that    sort 
of  Obstruction?    And  who  was  there* 
amongst  the  Liberal  Party  that  objected 
to  Obstruction  of  that  kind,  or  who,  if 
that  were  the  sole  matter  to  be  cured, 
would  call  even  for  the  present  mild 
form  of  cure  ?    It  was  a  specious  argu- 
ment to  employ ;  but  it  was  easily  seen 
through.     The  lion.  Member  for  New- 
castle had  no  objection  to  the  cldlure,  if 
only  it  was  to   be   employed  for  the 
silencing    of    an    unpopular    Member. 
There  was  nothing  m  the  Bule  that 
would  be  applied  with  excessive  danger 
when  the  time  came;  and  the  hon. Mem- 
ber, who  talked  a  great  deal  about  the 
boasted  liberties  and  ancient  memories 
of  the  House,  was  really  animated  by 
secret  exasperations  and  a  hatred  of  the 
Party  amid  whose  Eepresentatives  he 
sat.     The  hon.  Member,  however,  need 
not  have  any  apprehensions  as  to  the 
operation  of  the  Kule,  for  it  was  much 
more  likely  to  be  applied  in  the  case  of 
a  Member  who  was  unpopular,  or  who 
was  the  object  of  popular  rancour,  than 
in  any  other  case,  and  it  was  most  un- 
likely that  he  would  ever  find  himself 
driven  into  silence  by  it.     In  his  (Mr. 
Hopwood's)  opinion,  this  mild  Hesola- 
tion,  which,  wnile  it  gave  the  initiative 
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in  olosmg  debate  to  the  Chair,  left  the 
decision  to  the  majority,  constituted  the 
best  and  the  wisest  method,  and  that 
most  consistent  with  the  Forms  of  the 
House  for  meeting  the  great  difficulty 
with  which  they  had  to  deal.  He  would 
not  further  dwell  upon  the  matter,  but 
only  express  a  hope  that  under  its  ope- 
ration the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
might  long  exercise  his  great  oratorical 
powers,  receiving  the  respectful  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  At  the  same  time, 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  the 
speech  the  hon.  Member  had  just  de- 
livered was  based  upon  exaggeration, 
and  entirely  unworthy  of  the  speaker. 

Mr.  DALY  also  thought  the  speech 
they  had  just  listened  to  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Charles  Bussell)  might  pass  for  good 
bunkum ;  but  it  revealed  a  very  poor 
idea  of  eloquence  in  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  delivered  it.     He 
(Mr.  Daly)  had  always  entertained  Libe- 
ral  opinions,  and  should  find  it  very 
much  against  his  grain  to  vote  with  the 
Tories  on  that  occasion  ;  but  he  wished 
it  to  be  understood  that  the  veto  would 
be  given  less  from  any  sympathy  he  had 
with  the  Tories  than  from  antagonism 
to  the  Government  that  had. introduced 
the  eldture.   The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalk  had  spoken    of   the 
deterrent  action  of  popular  opinion  being 
strongly  called  into   play   against  any 
Minister  who  applied  the  eldture  rashly ; 
but  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was 
surely  aware  that  the  eldture  would  be 
applied  by  the  preponderating  votes  of 
hon.  Members  sitting  behind  the  Trea- 
sury Benches — Members  of  the  Whig 
Party,  who  had  only  been  second  to  the 
Tories  in   their  oppression  of  Ireland. 
Beyond  that,  past  experience  had  shown 
the  uselessness  of.Irish  Members  appeal- 
ing to  public  opinion  in  England.     He 
beuevea   that  if  the  Government  had 
had  the  courage  to  carry  out  the  Land 
Act  in  the  form  in  which  they  had  con- 
ceived it,  instead  of  allowing  it  to  be 
maimed  and  mutilated  by  Whig  land- 
lords in  the  House,  they  would  have  by 
that  time  nearly  a  clean  sheet  in  Ireland, 
so  far  as  regarded  agprarian  crime.   He 
admitted  that  the  Party  with  whom  he 
acted  had  offered   great    provocation  ; 
but  he  believed  that  the  historian  of  the 
future  would  be  able  to  point  out  how 
the  objects   desired   by  hon.  Members 
opposite  could  have  been  attcdned  by 


some  other  way  than  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  eldture.  His  opinion  was  that, 
if  it  was  to  be  adopted,  the  initiative  of 
the  eldture  ought  to  be  thrown  upon  the 
Premier  for  the  time  being ;  for  he  be- 
lieved that,  if  this  system  once  came 
into  operation,  it  would  be  almost  im- 
possible to  find  a  Speaker  possessing 
the  same  independence  as  the  present 
respected  occupant  of  the  Chair.  He 
thought  that  the  eldture  would  only  be 
another  name  for  despotism,  and  that 
what  in  the  Hesolution  was  called  ''the 
evident  sense  of  the  House  "  would,  of 
necessity,  in  the  future  be  merely  the 
strength  of  the  clamour  of  the  majority, 
which  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  the 
Leader  of  the  House  at  any  moment  to 
obtain  from  the  Smoking  Itoom  and 
Library  of  the  House,  for  the  purpose 
of  pushing  forward  official  legislation. 
It  was  his  intention  to  vote  against  the 
Government  on  the  broad  principle  of 
the  application  of  the  eldture,  which  he 
thought  a  most  objectionable  and  dan- 
gerous innovation ;  and  he  thought  the 
very  men  who  were  now  responsible  for 
the  measure  would,  in  after  years,  come 
to  regret  having  tampered  with  liberty 
of  speech  in  that  House.  As  to  the 
appeal  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dundalk  to  him  (Mr.  Daly)  and  his 
Friends  to  support  the  Government  on 
account  of  their  promised  Irish  legisla- 
tion, he  was  one  of  those  who,  for  the 
future,  intended  to  be  guided  solely  by 
what  he '  regarded  as  Irish  interests, 
without  reference  either  to  the  Liberal 
or  the  Tory  Party. 

Mb.  ERKINGTON  said,  that  at  a  com- 
paratively early  stage  of  the  discussion 
the  matter  had  been  worn  so  threadbare, 
that  new  argument  was  out  of  the  ques- 
tion ;  and  it  was  only  owing  to  the  fact 
that  certain  changes  of  recent  occurrence 
had  very  much  complicated  the  position  of 
many  Irish  Members  who,  like  himself, 
found  themselves  compelled  to  support 
the  Kesolution,  that  he  felt  himself 
reluctantly  obliged  to  forego  the  plea- 
sure he  always  appreciated  highly  of 
being  allowed  to  give  a  silent  vote.  The 
subject  had  been  represented  to  the  Irish 
people  as  a  gag  aimed  directly  and  ex- 
clusively against  the  Irish  Membem, 
and  that  by  its  means  Ireland  would  be 
deprived  of  the  small  shred  of  Constitu- 
tional liberty  still  left  to  her.  That,  he 
maintained,  was  a  mistaken  idea ;  and, 
if  he  were  not  fully  convinced  of  its 
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futility,  he  should  certainly  have  gone 
into  the  Lobby  with  his  hon.  Friends 
opposite  (the  Irish  Party).     The  legis- 
lative machine  had  become    unwieldy 
long  before  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
City  (Mr.  Pamell)  and  his  Friends  took 
the  action  in  the  House  which  had  been 
80   much  animadverted  upon ;  and  al- 
though   the   course   which  those  hon. 
Gentlemen    had    thought    it    right    to 
pursue  might  have  aggravated  the  state 
of  matters,  it  would  be  quite  an  error  to 
assume  that  the  block  of  Business  was 
due   entirely  to  the  conduct  of   Irish 
Members,  or  that  the  remedy  now  pro- 
posed for  correcting  it  was  solely  aimed 
against  the  Bepresentatives  of  the  Sister 
Country.     At  an  early  period  of  the  de- 
bate, a  remarkable  and  salutary  change 
had  come  over  the  attitude  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and  his 
Friends.     He  (Mr.  Errington)  gave  the 
hon.  Member  credit  for  being  actuated 
by  fair  and  honourable  motives,  and  he 
would  never  do  anything  to  increase  the 
difficulties  which  lay  in  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's path ;  but  he  would  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends  to  ac- 
cept facts  as  they  were.     He  regarded 
the  eldture  as  the  only  means  by  which 
the  great  objects  of  Irish  policy  could 
be  carried  out,  and  he  appealed  to  the 
extreme  Home  Bule  section  of  the  House 
to  invest  the  Government  with  the  means 
of  giving  effect  to  these  objects.     Some 
comprehensive  and  stringent .  measures 
were  imperatively  required  to  render  the 
legislative  machine  strong  and  effective 
for  its  work ;  and  no  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  was  so  much  interested  in  the 
attainment  of  that  end  as  Ireland,  be- 
cause, in  the  matter  of  legislation,  that 
country,  owing  to  a  variety  of  circum- 
stances, had  been  backward  indeed  as 
compared  with  England  and  Scotland. 
The  whole  foundation  on  which  Irish 
policy  had  been  built  for  a  very  long 
period   was    that  many  reforms    were 
urgently  needed  in  Ireland  ;  but  as  long 
as   the    legislative    inefficiency    of  the 
House  continued,  it  was  absolutely  im- 
possible that  those  measures  could  be 
satisfactorily  dealt  with  and  passed  into 
law.     In  an  article  in  The  Fortnightly 
HevieWy  the  hon.   Member  for  Wexford 
Borough  (Mr.  Healy)  said  that  what  the 
Irish  Party  wanted  for  Ireland  was  not, 
after    all,    very    extravagant — namely. 
Parliamentary,    municipal,   Poor  Law, 
Grand  Jury,  and  registration  reforms, 

Mr,  Errington 


the  development  of  the  Land  Act,  and 
some  species  of  Belf-govemment.  He 
(Mr.  Errington)  concurred  generally 
with  the  hon.  Member  as  to  the  neces- 
sity of  those  measures,  though  he  did 
not,  perhaps,  go  so  far  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber did  in  regard  to  some  of  them ;  and 
he  might  even  add  to  the  catalogue 
Educational  Beform,  with  which  the 
welfare  and  prosperity  of  the  Irish 
people  were  intimately  associated.  It 
was  hopeless,  however,  to  expect  those 
great  questions  to  be  effectually  taken 
up  and  settled  in  the  present  state  of  the 
legislative  machine ;  while  it  was  equally 
wud  and  chimerical  to  look  for  the  prac- 
tical solution  by  what  was  sometimes 
called  '*the  policy  of  exasperation." 
That  feeling,  which  he  hopea  was  not 
very  widespread,  was  that  it  was  more 
important  for  Ireland  to  keep  the  power 
of  putting  into  force  a  policy  of  exaspe- 
ration than  to  make  legislation  possible, 
and  thus  secure  for  Ireland  measures  of 
reform.  He  regarded  that  policy  as 
consistent  neither  with  the  honour  nor 
the  true  interests  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  SOHBEIBER  :  I  wish,  Sir,  to 
congratulate  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
on  the  manner  in  which,  one  after 
another,  they  are  breaking  their  long 
silence  on  the  question  before  the  Honse. 
I  have  lately  seen  politics  defined  as  the 
art  of  speaking  and  writing  incorrectly 
till  a  man  becomes  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament— then  it  consists  in  being  silent. 
Of  course,  Sir,  after  their  recent  speeches 
this  definition  only  partially  applies  to 
hon.  Members  opposite.  Now,  I  think 
it  quite  possible  that,  in  the  division 
to  which  we  shall  come  to-night,  the 
opponents  of  this  Besolution  will  find 
themselves  in  a  minority ;  because  it  is  by 
no  means  contrary  to  my  experience  of 
the  present  Parliament  that  the  weight 
of  argument  should  be  on  one  side  of 
the  question,  and  the  preponderance  of 
votes  upon  the  other.  But  I  should  like 
to  ask  of  the  majority  who  will  follow 
the  Prime  Minister  into  the  Lobby,  is 
there  one  that  does  not  know  before- 
hand that  he  is  engaged  upon  a  hope- 
less enterprize,  when  he  seeks  to  pro- 
mote the  despatch  of  Public  Business 
by  the  application  of  a  Standing  Order, 
which  enlists  as;ainst  it  the  open  hostility, 
or  the  secret  dislike,  of  more  than  hidf 
the  House  of  Commons.  This  Bule,  in 
my  view,  as  I  have  stated  on  a  former 
occasion  to  this  House,  will  be  a  fruit- 
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fal  source  of  Obstruction  and  disorder ; 

and  I  think  we  shall  signally  fail  of  our 

dntjas  an  Opposition  if  we  do  not  bring 

about  its  repeal  upon  an  early  day.    I 

know,  indeed,  that  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite are  under  the  impression    that 

Her  Majesty's  Opposition  were  routed 

at  Tel-el- Kebir,    and    the    sooner    we 
.  undeceive  them  on  that  point  the  better 

it  will  be.     I  believe,  then,  Sir,  that  the 

first  effect  of  this  Eule  will  be  to  subject 

to  the  fiercest  criticism  the  style  and 

length  of  every  speech  addressed  to  us 

from  the  Treasury  Bench.     There  are 

already  many  of  us  sitting  on   these 

Benches  who  have  long  been  of  opinion 

that  it  does  not  contribute  to  the  des- 
patch of  Public  Business  that  a  Minis- 
ter should  habitually  come  down  to  this 

House  to  say,  to  unsay,  and  then  say 

again  ;  to  make  a  statement,  to  explain 

it,  and   then  explain  the  explanation; 

but  while  debate  is  free  for  all,  we  have 

never  felt  a  sense  of  personal  wrong 

from  this  display  of   *' amplitude,"  as 

the  Prime  Minister  calls  it,  or,  as  a  better 
judge  pronounced    it,   of    **  exuberant 

verbosity."    But,  Sir,   under  the  New 

Eule  our  first  thought  will  be  that  a  de- 
bate may  be  **  unduly  prolonged"  at 

its  beginning  or  middle  quite  as  much 

as  towards  its  end ;  and  we  shall  be 
irresistibly  reminded  of  the  Irishman's 
blanket,  which,  being  too  short  at  the 
bottom,  was  lengthened  by  cutting  a 
piece  off  the  top.  In  other  words,  the 
offending  Minister  will  be  informed  in  a 
manner  which  it  will  be  impossible  for 
him  to  mistake  that  he  is  trespassing, 
not  as  now,  upon  our  patience,  but  on  a 
reserve  of  time  which  we  shall  then 
regard  as  ours,  and  that  he  will  do  well 
to  bring  his  remarks  to  a  close.  I  do 
not  see,  therefore.  Sir,  that  the  1st  Eule 
is  likely  to  promote  order  at  the  com- 
mencement or  middle  of  a  debate.  Well, 
then,  how  about  the  close?  The  ''evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  "  in  the  future 
is  to  be  manifested,  not  only  by  clamour, 
but  by  competitive  clamour ;  so  that  the 
question  will  not  be  whose  arguments, 
but  whose  lungs  are  the  strongest.  Now, 
there  is  nothing  in  which  men  differ 
more  than  in  the  power  of  their  lungs. 
Surely  the  Prime  Minister  has  not  for- 
gotten Stentor — 

"  Stentor  the  strong,  endued  with  brazen  lungs. 
Whose  throat  surpassed  the  force  of  finy 
tongues." 

Well,  Sir,  I  commonly  sit  in  this  House 


near  an  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
whose  voice  is  said  to  be  able  to  reach 
his  constituents  in  South  Ayrshire  from 
his  place  in  the  House  of  Commons  ; 
and,  directly  this  Bule  takes  effect,  I 
shall  expect  to  see  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  exercise  a  commanding  influence 
on  the  course  of  affairs  in  this  House 
and  in  the  country.     Seriously,  Sir,  I 
foresee  that  under  the  operation  of  this 
Kule  the  House  of  Commons  will  too 
often  resemble  a  great  public  meeting 
held  early  in  the  Christian  era,  at  which 
''  one  cried  one  thing,  and  one  another, 
for  the  Assembly  was  confused ; "  only 
that  you.  Sir,  less  fortunate  than  the 
Town  Clerk  of  Ephesus,  will  not  be  able 
to  **  dismiss  the  Assembly."     So  much 
for  the  practical  wisdom  of  this  Hesolu- 
tion  in  its  effect  upon  the  order  of  our 
debates ;  while,  as  to  its  influence  on  the 
despatch  of  Public  Business,  it  begins 
by  alienating  those  without  whose  loyal 
co-operation  it  is  impossible  to  move  a 
single  inch  in  that  direction.    This  is  a 
branch  of  the  question  which  was  ex- 
haustively dealt  with  in  the  singularly 
able  speech  of   my  right  hon.   Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Kent  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke),  a  speech  which  has  hitherto 
remained  unanswered,  and  the  effect  of 
which  I  will  not  weaken  by  the  attempt 
to  add  anything  to  what  he  said.     And 
now,  Sir,  I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words 
on  the  injustice  of  this  Bule  as  affecting 
the  present  and  all  future  Oppositions. 
I  want  to  know,  then,  who  accuses  the 
present  Opposition  of  **  Obstruction,"  or 
the  **  needless  prolongation  "  of  debate. 
Well,  I  believe  I  have  heard  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chore)  do  so ;  but,  as  we  know,  that 
hon.  Member  has  peculiar  views  as  to 
the  function  of  a  free  Parliament ;  and, 
besides,    he  must  never  be  taken  too 
seriously — not  even  when  he  proposes  to 
abolish  the  House  of  Lords !     Now,  the 
**  statistics  of  talk  "  are  not  complete  for 
the  present  Session,  because  the  Session 
itself  is  not  yet  ended ;  but  for  the  Ses- 
sions of  1880  and  1881,  the  noble  Viscount 
the  Member    for    Liverpool  (Viscount 
Sandon)  was  quite  correct  in  stating 
that  the  volume  of  speech,  as  measured 
by  the  columns  of  Bansard,  was  twice  as 
great  upon  those  Benches  as  on  these  of 
the  regular  Opposition.    And,   let  me 
add,  I  think  it  somewhat  hard  that  this 
Buleshould  be  setin  motion  by  a  Minister 
wHoy  in  the  last  Session  of  Parliamenti^ 

^NinetecntK  NigVT^ 
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rose  to  his  feet  the  prodigious  number 
of  1,153  times,  and  to  whose  example 
-we  are  so  largely  indebted  for  the  flood 
of  talk  which  has  gone  over  the  country 
and  this  House.  But,  Sir,  I  go  a  great 
deal  further,  and  I  utterly  deny  that  an 
Opposition,  as  such,  can  be  said,  in  any 
true  sense  of  the  word,  to  **  obstruct." 
Oppositions,  Mr.  Speaker,  oppose  and 
do  not  obstruct ;  and  if  their  opposition 
is  so  protracted  as  to  delay  or  to  defeat 
a  Government  measure,  to  the  country 
and  not  to  the  Ministerial  majority  are 
they  responsible.  It  is  impossible,  there- 
fore, to  lay  it  down  too  plainly  that  the 
present  claim  of  the  Prime  Minister  is 
an  usurpation,  to  which  it  is  our  duty  to 
offer  an  unyielding  resistance  on  behalf 
of  all  Oppositions  that  are  to  follow. 
Let  me  take  an  example.  I  see  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Chelsea 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  not  content 
with  having  introduced  confusion  into 
the  annual  revision  of  our  borough  re- 
gisters, is  anxious  to  try  his  **  prentice 
hand ''  at  a  Beform  Bill,  and  a  Eeform 
Bill  in  its  most  objectionable  shape.  I 
mean  a  Bill  for  the  reduction  of  the 
franchise,  unaccompanied  by  any  re- 
distribution of  seats.  Now,  Sir,  as  I, 
perhaps,  have  had  more  experience  of 
Keform  Bills  than  the  hon.  Baronet,  he 
must  allow  me  to  assure  him  that  no 
such  revolutionary  proposal  will  be  al- 
lowed to  pass  without  our  forcing  an 
appeal  to  the  constituencies ;  and  there 
is  no  extremity  of  resistance  which  we, 
as  an  Opposition,  could  offer  to  such  a 
measure  that  could  by  possibility  de- 
serve the  name  of  **  Obstruction."  I 
wish,  therefore,  finally  to  enter  my  em- 
phatic protest  against  the  act  of  usur- 
pation, meditated  under  cover  of  this 
Kesolution.  Such,  then,  Mr.  Speaker, 
being  the  invincible  repugnance  of  Her 
Majesty's  Opposition  and  of  many  others 
to  this  Eule,  is  it  even  now  too  late 
for  the  Prime  Minister  to  ask  himself 
what,  under  the  circumstances,  would 
have  been  the  course  of  the  great  men 
who  have  preceded  him  in  the  Leadership 
of  this  House  and  of  the  Liberal  Party  ? 
Certainly,  in  the  case  of  Lord  Palmer- 
ston,  he  had  studied,  and  he  knew  their 
methods  well.  One  of  the  first  speeches 
that  I  ever  heard  the  present  Prime  Mi- 
nister deliver  in  this  House  was  a  pane- 
gyric on  Lord  Palmerston,  then  recently 
deceased.  On  that  occasion — the  22nd 
of  February,  1866 — having  said,  as  no 

J/r,  Schniher 


one  else  could  say  it,  mneh  that  was 
graceful  and  eloquent  and  true  of  that 
great  man,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proceeded  thus — 

*'  All  who  knew  Lord  Falmenton  knew  his 
genial  temper  and  the  courage  with  which  he 
entered  into  the  dehates  in  this  Houae;  his 
incomparable  tact  and  ingenuity — his  command 
of  fence — ^his  delight— his  old  English  delight- 
in  a  fair  stand-up  fight.  Tet,  notwithstanding 
the  possession  of  these  powers,  I  must  say  I 
think  there  was  no  man  whose  inclination  and 
whose  habit  were  more  fixed,  so  far  as  our 
discussions  were  concerned,  in  avoiding  whatever 
tended  to  exasperate,  and  in  having  recoune 
to  those  means  by  which  animosity  might  be 
calmed  down.  He  had  the  power  to  rtir  up 
angry  passions,  but  he  chose,  like  the  sea  god 
in  the  ^neid,  rather  to  pacify.  Quot  ego — ui 
tnotoa  prasiai  componere  JluclusJ*^ — [3  Hantard^ 
clxxxi.  913-14.] 

How,  then,  Sir,  has  it  come  to  pass  that 
a  Minister  who  could  pronounce  this 
just  and  splendid  eulogy  on  a  great 
Leader  of  the  House  of  Commons  should, 
when  his  own  turn  arrived,  have  been 
so  seldom  the  Neptune,  bo  often  the 
JEolus,  of  our  debates;  so  seldom  the 
Sea  God,  so  often  the  Wind  Ood,  in  the 
JEneid  ?  He,  too,  has  the  **  power  to 
stir  up  angry  passions ; "  why,  on  this 
vital  question,   has  he  chosen  not  to 

gacify  ?  Be  that  as  it  may,  let  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  know  that  this  is  a  case  in 
which  ^*  force  will  be  no  remedy ;  "  and 
if  he  has  at  heart  the  credit  of  this 
House,  the  good  order  of  our  debates, 
and  the  despatch  of  Public  Business,  I 
would  say  to  him — '*  Even  now,  at  the 
eleventh  hour,  take  back  your  Bule ;  for 
be  assured  that  the  Minister  is  not  yet 
born  from  whom  an  English  House  of 
Commons  will  hold  its  liberty  of  speech 
— on  suflterance." 

Mr.  firth  considered  that  their  ex- 
perience during  the  past  three  or  four 
years  called  for  a  measure  of  this  kind. 
That  necessity  was  illustrated,  among 
other  instances,  by  the  fate  of  a  Bill 
which  proposed  in  a  broad  and  geneions 
spirit  to  deal  with  parochial  charities  in 
the  City  of  London,  bringing  in  an  in- 
come of  £120,000  a-year.  That  Bill 
came  on  for  second  reading  on  a  Wednes- 
day, and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South- West  Lancashire  (Sir 
E.  Assheton  Cross)  and  others  appealed 
to  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  to  waive 
their  opposition,  so  that  the  measure 
might  be  read  a  second  time,  and  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee.  Shortly  after  5 
o'clock,  however,  at  the  instigation  of 
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one  of  the  Eepresentatiyes  of  the  City, 
who  was  allowed  to  frequent  the  Lobby  of 
the  House,  one  Member  rose  and  talked 
until  a  quarter  to  6,  so  that  the  second 
reading  could  not  be  taken.    That  was 
done  against  the  decided  wish  of  the 
Leaders  on  both  sides.    He  did  not  see 
that  any  Bule,  except  the  one  now  before 
the  House,  would  meet  a  case  of  that 
kind.    This  debate  had  not  been  carried 
on  according  to  the  principles  of  which 
they  had  heard  so  much  from  the  other 
side.    It  had  not  been  carried  on  for  the 
purpose  of  conviction.    The  Members  of 
the  Opposition  in    the  House,  at  the 
present  moment,  could  be  counted  on 
one  hand.    Was  it  carried  on  for  the 
purpose  of  instructing  the  constituencies? 
If  the  latter,  he  submitted  that  that  was 
not  the  purpose  of  debate  in  that  House. 
If    it  were,  they  ought  to  adopt  the 
custom  of  the  United  States,  and  send 
their  speeches  to  some  Congrenional  Globe 
in  this  country.    Even  with  a  two-thirds' 
majority,  he  doubted  the  efficiency  of  any 
control  over  such  a  method  of  conduct- 
ing opposition.    The   legislation  before 
them  could  not  be  satisfactorily  accom- 
plished unless  some  such  Besolution  was 
adopted ;  and,  therefore,  he  should  have 
great  pleasure  in  supporting  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government. 

Mb.    BIDDELL  regretted  that  this 
should  have  been  made  a  Party  question. 
He   would  admit  that  the  House  had 
abused  its  liberties  to  such  an  extent 
that  reform  of  the  Bules  was  absolutely 
necessary,  because  when  he  went  to  his 
constituents  they  always  asked — "  When 
is  all  this  talk  to  cease  ?    When  are  you 
goinfi^  to  do  any  business?"    But  he 
could  not  agree  with  the  method  in  which 
it  was  proposed  to  effect  this  object — 
namely,  at  a  certain  stage  by  a  bare 
majority  to  close  the  debate.    He  con- 
tended that  it  ought    to    be    directed 
towards  the  punishment  of  the  individual 
offender,  and  not  to  Members  generally. 
The  result  of  the  Bule  would  be  that  the 
lesser  lights  of   the  House  would   be 
debarred  from  speaking,  in  which  case 
he,  for  one,  should  often  like  to  give  his 
vote  by  proxy.    He  hoped  it  would  be 
understood  that  many  of  those  who  op- 
posed the  Besolution  were  not  of  opinion 
that  no  change  was  necessary.    Beform 
was  obviously  desirable ;  but  the  eldiure, 
as  proposed  by  the  Government,  would 
do  far  more  harm  than  good.  The  right 
improvement  would  be  to  punish  the 


offender,  and  not  a  whole  mass  of  in- 
nocent persons  for  the  fault  of  an 
individual.  He  should  have  preferred 
the  Besolution  if  it  had  given  the 
Speaker  authority  to  say,  after  a  division 
on  the  eldture,  whether  the  debate  should 
go  on  or  not.  He.  was  also  inclined  to 
favour  a  time  limit  for  Members' 
speeches,  though,  if  it  were  practicable, 
such  a  limit  might  be  extended,  or  the 
Bule  relaxed  on  particular  occasions. 
He  would  have  been  sorry,  for  instance, 
to  lose  by  the  operation  of  a  time  restric- 
tion such  a  speech  as  they  had  heard 
that  evening  &om  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  Joseph  Cowen).  He 
regretted  the  Party  spirit  which  had 
been  introduced  into  this  debate;  and, 
whatever  might  be  the  result  arrived  at, 
he  hoped  that  hon.  Members  generally 
would .  see  the  desirability  of  making 
shorter  speeches  and  of  thus  increasing 
the  despatch  of  Business.  He  did  not 
however,  think  the  state  of  affairs 
demanded  such  a  remedy  as  that  pro- 
vided by  the  Besolution  of  the  Prime 
Minister. 

Mb.  DUOEHAM  said,  it  was  with 
extreme  regret  that  he  found  the  British 
House  of  Commons  reduced  to  a  posi- 
tion which  required  such  a  stringent 
regulation  as  that  under  discussion ;  and 
was,  like  his  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr. 
Biddell),  especially  sorry  that  the  ques- 
tion had  been  made  exclusively  a  Party 
one.  He  thought  the  very  fact  of  the 
length  to  which  the  present  discussion 
had  extended,  concerning  a  Bule  of  1 2 
lines  only,  and  which  certainly  might 
have  been  disposed  of  in  less  than  1 9 
nights,  would  satisfy  the  nation  that  the 
House  required  some  power  of  control 
over  its  debates.     The  House  had   a 

freat  deal  of  work,  which  ought  to  be 
one.  .  Three  Sessions  had  been  occu- 
pied with  Ireland,  and  there  was  still 
legislation  needed  for  that  country.  But 
meanwhile,  under  the  present  system, 
English  occupiers  had  their  wants — 
County  Government  Boards  of  a  repre- 
sentative character,  the  re-arrangement 
of  Local  Taxation,  reforms  relating  to 
Highways,  the  Yaluation  of  Property, 
the  Law  of  Distress,  and  other  matters. 
Without  a  thorough  reform  of  the  Pro- 
cedure of  the  House,  such  measures 
could  never  be  passed,  and  he  was  sure 
the  constituencies  took  a  deep  interest 
in  the  question,  and  supported  the  Go- 
vernment proposal. 

[^T^ineieenth  Ntght^l 
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Mr.  guy  DAWNAY  said,  that  on 
that  Besolution  the  future  of  free  and 
unfettered  speech  depended,  but  not  the 
future  possibilities  or  impossibilities  of 
Obstruction.  If  the  House  rejected  this 
Eule,  the  other  Hesolutions  would  be 
amply  sufficient  to  deal  with  Obstruc- 
tion, for  without  the  1st  Hesolution  there 
were  ample  means  provided  for  expe- 
diting the  Business  of  the  House.  The 
House  had  rejected  the  proposal  to  hedge 
in  the  Besolution  with  a  safeguard, 
which,  though  an  evil  in  itself,  was  still 
a  lesser  evil  than  the  Besolution  itself, 
and  they  had  now  come  to  a  final  and 
clear  issue  of  cMture  or  no  cl6ture.  All 
Members  desired  to  ease  the  legislative 
machine  of  the  House,  and  to  lay  down 
Bules  of  reform  for  dealing  with  Ob- 
struction. But  that  cldture  Bule  was  not 
only  the  first  and  the  worst,  but  might 
prove  the  weakest  as  against  Obstruc- 
tion. It  had  been  pointed  out  by  the 
Conservatives,  and  allowed  by  the  Libe- 
rals, that  it  was  aimed  directly  or  indi- 
rectly against  Parliamentary  Opposi- 
tion, and  not  against  individual  Ob- 
struction. The  true  remedy  was  to 
deal  with  Obstruction  individually,  and 
there  were  adequate  means  for  repress- 
ing such  Obstruction  in  the  subsequent 
Bules.  The  Bules  of  the  House  also 
provided  for  wilful  disregard  of  the  au- 
thority of  the  Chair,  and  those  were  the 
only  powers  which  could  with  safety  or 
propriety  be  entrusted  to  the  House. 
Would  not  some  such  apportionment 
of  individual  punishment  to  individual 
offence  satisfy  the  Prime  Minister? 
While  on  the  subject  of  useless  delay, 
he  could  not  help  thinking  of  the  Prime 
Minister's  speech  two  days  ago,  when, 
admirable  as  was  his  eloquence,  he  took 
up  a  large  portion  of  his  valuable  time 
in  compiling  statistics  about  the  number 
of  Members  on  the  Opposition  Benches 
during  these  debates,  and  proving  that 
five  Members  below  the  Gangway  and 
21  above  made  26.  He  (Mr.  Guy 
Dawnay)  asserted  that  Conservative 
Members  absented  themselves  from  the 
debate  because,  being  thoroughly  con- 
vinced of  the  soundness  of  their  own 
arguments,  they  had  no  need  to  crowd 
the  Benches  in  order  to  be  forti- 
fied with  each  other's  speeches.  They 
simply  spoke  in  the  hope  that  there 
might  still  be  some  Ministerialists  open 
to  conviction.  He  contended  that  if  the 
Besolution  were  negatived,  as  he  hoped 


it  would  be,  there  would  be  less  danger 
of  Obstruction,  and  less  fear  of  waste  of 
time  in  future,  than  if  the  Besolution 
were  accepted.  Minorities  might  feel 
tempted,  in  the  latter  case,  to  give  occa- 
sion for  the  Bule  to  be  put  in  force,  in 
order  to  fasten  on  the  majority  the 
odium  that  must  attach  to  the  forcible 
silencing  of  the  voice  of  an  Opposition. 
They  would  be  no  parties  to  forging 
chains  either  for  themselves  or  Uieir 
Successors. 

Mr.  a.  GBANT  said,  that,  under 
existing  circumstances,  when  the  discus- 
sion  on  the  Besolution  had  already  ex- 
tended to  so  great  a  length,  perhaps  the 
best  course  for  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House  to  follow  was  to  maintain 
silence ;  but  he  felt  called  on  to  ask 
the  leave  of  the  House  to  say  a  few 
words  as  to  the  proceeding^  of  the 
Party  opposite  in  this  matter.  In  the 
face  of  a  series  of  crushing  defeats  in  re- 
gard to  all  the  Amendments  which  they 
had  brought  forward,  and  in  spite  of  the 
clearest  proof  that  a  majority  of  the  House 
was  in  favour  of  the  Government  Beso- 
lutions,  the  Tory  Party  were  persisting 
in  maintaining  a  hopeless  and  factious 
opposition  to  what  was  manifestly  the 
will  of  the  House.  They  were  also  per- 
sisting in  attributing  to  the  Government 
the  most  sinister  designs,  when  one  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  after  another  had 
repudiated  them,  and  protested  against 
the  charges  as  having  no  foundation 
whatever ;  and,  further,  some  of  them 
were  openly  avowing  their  intention  to 
make  use  of  every  means  within  their 
power  to  render  impossible  the  carrying 
out  of  the  wish  of  the  majority  of  the 
House.  He  asked,  was  that  a  creditable 
position  for  the  great  Tory  Party  to  be 
in?  They  on  the  Ministerial  side  of 
the  House  had  cordially  supported  the 
Government,  because  they  agreed  with 
them  as  to  the  absolute  necessity  of  some 
steps  being  taken  whereby  the  intoler- 
able abuse  of  the  liberties  of  the  House, 
in  the  way  of  protracting  debates  for 
the  purpose  of  delaying  or  rendering 
impossible  the  progress  of  Public  Busi- 
ness, should  be  prevented  ;  and,  indeed, 
in  that  necessity  he  believed  there  were 
many  Members  opposite  who  also  con- 
curred. Now,  already,  they  had  had 
long  discussions,  beginning  from  the 
Amendment  which  was  proposed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.   Marriott),   down   through  all  the 
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other  Amendments  which  they  had  after- 
wards dealt  with ;  and  with  regard  to 
all  of  them  a  large  majority  had  de- 
clared in  favour  of  the  Government,  and 
the  position  of  the  Government  had 
never  been  shaken  in  the  smallest  de- 
gree. An  Amendment  had  been  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dublin  Uni- 
versity (Mr.  Gibson)  providing  that  a 
two- thirds'  majority  should  be  required 
to  put  the  Hule  in  force.  Well,  that 
was  a  proposal  for  which  something 
might  be  said.  At  all  events,  it  was 
one  worthy  of  ample  discussion ;  but 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
been  beaten  by  a  large  majority,  mainly 
owing  to  the  fact,  which  became  appa- 
rent in  the  discussion,  that  the  object  of 
the  proposal  was  not  so  much  to  amend 
the  Procedure  under  the  Hule,  as  to 
cripple,  and  if  possible  to  destroy,  the 
Government  Besolution,  by  rendering 
the  Rules  unworkable.  Of  course,  under 
these  circumstances,  those  who  had  satis- 
fied themselves  that  the  cldture  in  some 
form  was  a  necessity  could  give  no  coun- 
tenance to  the  Amendment,  especially 
after  the  declaration  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, that  in  his  view  the  Amendment 
would  render  the  Eule  impotent,  and 
that  rather  than  accept  it  he  would 
prefer  to  have  no  cldture  at  all;  and, 
aa  he  (Mr.  Grant)  had  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  negatived  by  a  large  majority. 
Now,  seeing  that  the  Tory  Party  had 
been  defeated  on  all  hands  by  large  ma- 
jorities, it  might  be  of  some  interest  to 
inquire  what  object  the  Party  opposite 
hoped  to  accomplish  by  their  protracted 
resistance.  In  casting  about  for  a  pos- 
sible reason  for  their  action,  one  could 
not  help  referring  to  a  tour  in  the  North 
recently  undertaken  by  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  for  the  laudable  purpose 
of  opening  the  eyes  of  benighted  Scotch- 
men as  to  the  real  meaning  of  Toryism 
and  the  blessings  of  Tory  rule.  The 
other  evening  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Baron  Henry  de  Worms) 
told  them  that  he  had  discovered  that 
the  unfurling  of  the  old  time-honoured 
banner  of  Liberalism  in  Mid  Lothian  in 
1880  might  have  had  something  to  do 
with  the  originating  of  these  Govern- 
ment Hesolutions.  But  more  recently 
they  had  had  in  Scotland  the  imfurling 
of  another  banner  by  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition.  It  was  not  like  the  other 
old    banner  —  a  war- stained  emblem. 


I  which  had  been  borne  in  triumph  through 
a  hundred  fights ;  but  it  was  a  new  ban- 
ner— a  brand  new  banner,  with  a  motto 
which,  so  far  as  he  (Mr.  Grant)  knew, 
had  never  been  even  thought  of  before. 
It  was  a  banner  with  a  strange  device, 
in  the  hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man certainly,  for  the  device  was  **  The 
Tories  and  Liberty."  This  new  flag  did 
not  seem  to  have  kindled  much  of  a 
flame  of  enthusiasm  where  it  was  first 
unfurled,  possibly  because  the  admiring 
people  who  saw  it  may  have  been 
taken  too  much  aback  by  the  strange 
conjunction  which  the  motto  displayed. 
But  he  could  not  help  thinking  that 
what  they  were  seeing  now  taking  place 
in  the  House  of  Commons  was  owing  to 
the  desire  of  the  Tory  Party  to  allow  the 
public  outside  to  see  it  figuring  in  its 
new  colours;  but  it  appeared  to  him 
that  it  was  but  a  stagey  exhibition  at 
the  best.  The  idea  of  the  Tory  Party 
posing  as  the  special  champions  of 
liberty  was  too  gprotesque,  too  unreal  ; 
the  fly  was  too  gaudy ;  it  was  too  mani- 
festly artificial  for  the  public  out-of- 
doors  to  be  taken  in  by  it,  or  to  rise 
to  the  lure  that  was  being  so  in- 
dustriously dangled  before  them.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  this  was  a  most 
extraordinary  and  ungenerous  act,  that 
the  Tory  Party  should  seek  to  manu- 
facture a  little  political  capital  in  the 
country  by  holding  up  the  Liberal 
Party  as  enemies  of  liberty,  when  the 
Government  had  felt  themselves  com- 
pelled to  undertake  the  most  disagree- 
able duty  of  curtailing,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, the  present  rights  of  Members — a 
duty  which  was  absolutely  necessary,  in 
order  to  the  rehabilitation  of  the  House, 
and  to  the  restoring  to  it  of  its  efficiency, 
its  character,  and  its  credit.  The  people 
of  this  country  were  not  likely  to  be 
cajoled  by  such  tactics.  They  had  made 
up  their  minds  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  some  power  should  be 
created  whereby  the  time  of  the  House 
should  be  saved,  discussions  shortened, 
and  Obstruction  dealt  with  by  a  firm 
hand ;  and  the  people  were  perfectly 
satisfied  that,  safeguarded  as  it  was,  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  was  not  in 
the  slightest  danger  of  being  used  in  a 
tyrannical  manner  for  the  suppression  of 
free  discussion  within  legitimate  and 
moderate  bounds.  Hon.  Members  op- 
posite were  never  tired  of  instancing  the 
possibility  of  conspiracy  between   the 
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Speaker  and  the  Treasury  Bench  for 
the  suppression  of  free  discussion ;  but 
they  on  that  (the  Liberal)  side  of  the 
House  had  no  fear  of  that  dreadful 
combination  that  seemed  so  terrible 
to  the  minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite— at  least  as  long  as  they  had  a 
Liberal  majority.  And  if  the  protesta- 
tions of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in 
regard  to  the  sacred  right  of  unlimited 
licence  of  speech  were  true  protesta- 
tions, they  need  have  no  fear  of  any 
improper  use  of  the  Bule  when  the 
Conservatives  came  to  take  their  place 
on  the  Government  side  of  the  House. 
Indeed,  if  they  practised  what  thoy 
preached,  the  first  act  of  a  Conservative 
Gt)vemment  would  be  to  altogether  ab- 
rogate the  Hules  proposed.  If  it  was 
any  comfort  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
to  know  it,  he  could  tell  them  that  in 
the  event  of  any  such  combination, 
there  were  numbers  of  Members  on  his 
side  of  the  House,  both  above  and 
below  the  Gangway,  who  would  be  prompt 
to  repudiate  such  an  unholy  alliance 
on  the  part  of  their  Leaders,  in  spite  of 
the  claims  of  Party  discipline.  He  could 
assure  them  the  Liberals  would  show  by 
their  vote,  in  the  event  of  any  improper 
use  being  made  of  the  Rule,  that  they 
interpreted  the  Besolution  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  mean,  not  a  suppression  of 
free  discussion,  not  a  triumph  over  re- 
spectable and  well-intentioned  minori- 
ties, but  the  giving  of  a  power  to  the 
House  to  put  down,  with  no  unsparing 
hand,  that  unprincipled  and  unwarrant- 
able and  wanton  and  mischievous  Ob- 
struction and  licence  which  had  lately 
Dre  vailed 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  addressed  the  House  (Mr. 
Grant)  had  made  a  frank  confession,  for 
he  had  regarded  with  equanimity  the 
operation  of  the  gag  so  long  as  it  re- 
mained in  the  hands  of  the  Liberal 
Party.  He  was  of  such  a  generous  mind 
that  the  prospect  did  not  allow  his 
imagination  to  wander  into  that  horrible 
future  when  others  might  use  the  gag 
against  himself.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  had 
no  doubt  that  even  those  who  most  de- 
tested the  eldlure  would  not  be  sorry  that 
they  were  approaching  the  end  of  the 
discussion.  It  had  been  a  long,  a  tedious, 
and  a  dreary  operation ;  and  perhaps  the 
only  incident  which  had  relieved  its 
tedium  had  been  the  noble  and  thrilling 
speech  which  had  been  delivered  by  the 

Mr,  A,  Grant 


hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Cowen) 
that  evening.  It  had  been  such  a  speech 
as  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  would  have  expected 
from  an  independent  Liberal,  whose 
mind  was  undebauched  by  political  ser- 
vility. In  that  speech  he  nad  put  for- 
ward freedom  as  the  greatest  good,  and 
had  refused  to  part  with  liberty  for  any 
specious  promises  of  advantage.  He 
would  have  thought  that  such  a  speech, 
delivered  by  an  Englishman  to  English- 
men in  their  historic  House,  appealing 
to  those  memories  which  must  thrill 
English  hearts— appealing  to  the  me- 
mory of  the  long  chequered,  but  in  the 
end  successful  contest  which  the  House 
had  waged  against  Kings  and  Lord  Pro- 
tectors and  Peers,  would  have  been  irre- 
sistible. But  it  appeared  that  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House,  which  would  here- 
after constitute  the  "evident  sense," 
had  closed  their  hearts  against  national 
feeling,  and  their  minds  against  argu- 
ment, by  an  exaggerated  and  evil  devo- 
tion to  the  principles  and  interests  of 
their  Party.  He  thanked  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  for  having  made 
it  particularly  plain  that  Obstruction, 
instead  of  being  a  novelty,  bad  long 
been  a  familiar  historical  fact  in  the 
House ;  and  he  also  thanked  him  as  an 
Irishman  for  bringing  into  such  bold 
relief  the  fact  that  so  long  as  Obstruction 
had  been  only  English,  no  English 
Ministry  had  dared  to  advance  it  as  a 
pretext  for  overturning  the  liberties  of 
Parliament.  It  had  only  been  when 
the  Liberal  cry  of  '*  Irish  Obstruction" 
had  been  raised  that  the  Prime  Minister, 
who  was  an  ingenious  manipulator  of 
inconvenient  facts,  had  used  that  cry  to 
overturn  the  liberties  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  Various  comments  had  been 
made  during  the  debate  upon  the  silence 
of  the  general  body  of  the  Bepresenta- 
tives  from  Ireland.  When  he  considered 
the  lassitude  which  had  prevailed  in  the 
House  since  it  had  assembled  for  the 
Winter  Session — a  lassitude  which  had 
been  brought  into  prominence  by  the 
remarks  of  the  Prime  Minister — he  was 
not  surprised  that  English  Gentlemen 
had  found  it  difficult  unassisted  to  con- 
tinue the  course  of  debate,  and  had  been 
anxious  for  some  Hibernian  assistance. 
Hon.  Members  did  not  appear  to  be  de- 
lighted when  Members  from  Ireland 
spoke,  and  did  not  appear  to  be  satisfied 
when  they  were  silent.  There  were 
reasons  for  their  silence  during  the  pre* 
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eent  debate.  The  question  had  not  been 
to  them  so  large  or  so  interesting  a  one 
as  it  had  been  to  English  hon.  Members. 
For  example,  Irish  Members  had  not 
been  able  to  feel  an  interest  in  the 
patriotic  dissertations  upon  the  future  of 
British  Parties  under  the  operation  of 
the  eldiure  which  had  been  indulged  in 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
and  other  accomplished  speakers.  The 
future  of  the  British  Parties  was  a  mat- 
ter of  indi£Perence  to  Irish  Members. 
Neither  had  they  been  able  to  feel  that 
interest  in  the  history  and  traditions  of 
the  House  which  was  natural  for  an 
Englishman  to  experience.  What  they 
knew  of  the  House  in  Ireland  was  that 
for  the  past  eighty  years  it  had  been 
responsible  for  all  the  misgovernment, 
for  most  of  the  misfortune,  and  nearly 
all  the  crimOi  of  that  country.  It  would 
be,  therefore,  impossible  for  them  to 
regard  the  question  from  the  point  of 
view  of  men  who  were  interested  in  the 
dignity  and  traditions  of  the  House. 
The  issue  put  before  them  was  simple — 
they  were  in  the  House  as  strangers  and 
Bojoumers.  They  were  in  the  House  as 
the  Kepresentatives  of  a  people  ruled  over 
by  the  will  of  another  people,  and  not 
by  their  own.  Their  right  of  free  speech 
was  the  only  right  in  any  degree  effee- 
tive  which  Irish  Members  possessed  in 
that  House ;  and  the  policy  with  which 
they  would  meet  any  proposal  to  destroy, 
limit,  or  fetter  that  right  must  consist 
of  one  single  article — namely,  deter- 
mination to  oppose  it  with  what  force 
they  might  in  any  and  every  shape 
in  which  it  presented  itself.  One  pro- 
posal had  been  that  debates  should 
be  closed  by  the  votes  of  a  two-thirds' 
majority.  Obviously  the  Irish  Party 
coiud  alone  suffer  by  such  a  pro- 
posal. It  had  been  said  that  in  the 
recent  great  division  they  went  into  the 
Lobby  with  the  Government.  He  pre- 
ferred to  say  that  they  voted  against  the 
Opposition.  The  proposal  for  cldture  by 
a  majority  of  two-thirds  was  simply  a 
proposal  that  there  should  be  a  gag 
which  would  effectually  silence  the  Irish 
Party;  while  it  would  leave  the  Tory 
Party  free  to  speak,  which  would  pre- 
vent the  Irish  Party  from  resisting  a 
Coercion  Bill  for  Ireland,  while  it  would 
leave  the  Tory  Party  free  to  obstruct 
any  and  every  Bill.  Now,  a  different 
proposal  was  before   them  —  namely, 


that  a  bare  majority  of  the  House  should 
have  the  power  to  silence  opposition. 
That  was  a  proposal  which  hit  all  round 
with  impartiality.  If  it  were  agreed  to, 
no  Members  would  be  free  from  its  ope- 
ration except  the  thick-and-thin  sup- 
porters of  the  Prime  Minister.  Under 
the  cldture  the  will  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter would  be  absolutely  dominant.  The 
Whigs  who  might  want  to  apply  the 
brake  to  the  Ministerial  Car,  and  the 
Radicals  who  might  wish  that  the  Car 
should  accelerate  its  speed,  would  alike 
find  themselves  subjected  to  the  compul- 
sory silence  imposed  by  the  gag.  Much 
had  been  said  about  securities;  but, 
in  reality,  there  were  none.  They 
had  been  told  that  if  less  than 
40  Members  should  oppose  the  cldture 
there  must  be  100  Members  willing 
to  enforce  it;  and  that  if  more  than 
40  Gentlemen  should  desire  to  con- 
tinue a  debate  there  must  be  200  Mem- 
bers anxious  to  impose  silence.  These 
so-called  securities,  however,  were  mere 
trivial  questions  of  Party  organization. 
If  the  Whips  of  the  Liberal  Party,  by 
neglecting  to  provide  a  sufficient  majo- 
rity, were  ever  to  subject  the  Speaker 
to  contradiction  after  a  declaration  of 
the  '*  evident  sense  of  the  House,"  they 
would  receive  from  the  Prime  Minister 
such  censure  as  would  prevent  the  re- 
currence of  the  event.  They  had  been 
told  that  they  would  be  protected  by  the 
fact  that  the  cldture  could  not  be  im- 
posed except  in  accordance  with  the 
''evident  sense  of  the  House."  The 
Speaker  had  lately  said  that  he  should 
hold  the  "  evident  sense  of  the  House  " 
to  be  the  evident  sense  of  the  House  at 
large.  The  declaration,  unfortunately, 
would  not  be  binding  on  those  who 
should  come  after  the  present  occupant 
of  the  Chair ;  and  the  fact  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  that  declara- 
tion seemed  to  many  acute  observers  to 
be  a  confirmation  of  the  rumours  that 
his  official  life  would  soon  come  to  a 
close.  In  fact,  one  of  the  evening 
papers  had  wittily  referred  to  it  as  the 
'*Swan  Song"  of  the  Speaker.  The 
boast  of  the  House  of  Commons  had 
always  been  that  it  was  the  mother  of 
Parliaments,  and  the  freest  of  them  all. 
This,  in  fact,  had  been  their  boast,  that 
here  whether — 

'*  Girt  about  by  friends  or  foes, 

A  man  may  speak  the  thing  he  will." 

Yet  now  they  found  the  Prime  Minister 
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forcing  the  gag  upon  the  House  and 
appealing  to  the  case  of  those  foreign 
Legislatures  which  Englishmen  had  so 
despised.  Unlike  those  foreign  Cham- 
bers, it  could  not  be  claimed  for  this 
House  to  rule  over  a  people  equal  before 
the  law.  In  one  of  these  Islands  the 
Constitution  existed  in  the  spirit  and 
the  letter,  in  the  other  it  had  been  vio- 
lated and  suppressed.  Irish  Members 
in  that  House  had  a  claim  to  liberty  of 
free  speech  that  no  body  of  men  in  any 
foreign  Chamber  could  advance,  for 
they  could  revert  to  the  transaction — 
unparalleled  in  history  for  its  mixture 
of  force  and  cunning — by  which  80  years 
ago  the  Parliamentary  liberties  of  the 
Irish  were  filched  away.  On  account  of 
the  misgovernment  of  their  people,  if 
they  gave  them  nothing  else,  they  should 
give  them  the  right  of  free  speech.  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  good  rea- 
son to  complain.  In  the  last  Parliament 
he  endured,  in  regard  to  Obstruction, 
the  heat  and  burden  of  the  day.  Not 
only  in  regard  to  special  Bills  of  the  GK)- 
vernment,  but  in  respect  to  ordinary 
Bills  and  the  Business  of  Supply,  the 
fundamental  functions  of  the  State  met 
with  a  resistance  unequalled  before  and 
since.  He  remained  sensible  of  the  fact 
that  through  the  efforts  of  the  Irish 
Members  the  disgraceful  and  brutal 
practice  of  flogging  in  the  Army  and 
Navy  had  been  swept  away ;  but  he  was 
bound  to  confess  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  encountered  in  the  last  Par- 
liament a  determined  and  persistent  op- 
position to  which  nothing  in  the  least 
degree  comparable  had  happened  in  the 
present  Parliament.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  met  it  by  levelling  Rules 
against  individual  offenders  ;  and  he  ad- 
ministered those  Hules,  whatever  might 
have  been  thought  of  it  at  the  time,  it 
must  now  be  admitted  in  a  Constitu- 
tional spirit.  He  administered  those 
Bules  fairly  and  strictly  against  indivi- 
dual offenders.  Since  then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  seen  the  Bules 
which  he  intended  to  be  applied  against 
individual  Members  used  unconstitu- 
tionally and  arbitrarily  against  whole 
bodies  of  men.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  found  the  Rules  which  he 
intended  to  apply  to  Obstruction  com- 
mitted by  individuals,  and  to  offences 
immediately  arising  out  of  it,  applied 
against  whole  bodies  of  men  in  their 
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absence,  and  in  regard  to  transactions 
extending  over  several  weeks.  In  the 
course  of  the  debate,  he  had  observed  a 
significant  oscillation  in  the  arguments 
of  Ministers  and  their  supporters.  Be- 
fore the  division  on  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson), 
expecting  to  have  the  Irish  votes  in  their 
Lobby,  they  were  careful  enough  to 
make  it  appear  that  the  argument  for 
the  Resolution  was  the  necessity  for 
finding  time  to  meet  the  needs  of  legis- 
lation. Since  that  Amendment  had  been 
defeated  the  logical  pendulum  of  the 
Government  had  swung  back,  and  the 
argument  was  the  Obstruction  of  the 
Irish  Party.  [Mr.  Gladstonb  :  No,  no!] 
He  excepted  the  Prime  Minister  from 
the  charge ;  but  he  said  that  the  veterans 
of  the  Liberal  Party,  as  well  as  the  babes 
and  sucklings  of  the  Party,  had  since 
the  division  on  that  Amendment  re- 
turned to  the  charge  against  the  Irish 
Members.  The  Prime  Minister  in  his 
speech  on  Wednesday  was  supposed  to 
be  gracious  to  Irish  Members,  and  said 
that  their  political  position  in  that  House 
entitled  them  to  be  treated  with  peculiar 
indulgence  ;  and  he  made  certain  refer- 
ences to  local  self-government  for  Ire- 
land which  might  have  been  intended  to 
excite  certain  hopes  in  the  minds  of 
Irish  Members.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  careful  to  oscillate,  for 
in  his  speech  last  night  at  the  Guildhall 
he  commented  upon  the  fact  that  the 
Irish  people  entertained  extravagant  ex- 
pectations, and  cherished  desires  which 
could  not  be  realized. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  did  not  say 
that.  I  said  it  might  be  there,  as  else- 
where. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  he  was  aware 
of  the  difficulty  of  quoting  any  obser- 
vations of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  command  his  assent. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  presented  one 
line  of  thought  which  appeared  to  have 
an  obvious  interpretation,  and  seemed 
to  have  a  faculty  of  holding  in  reserve  a 
second  line  of  thought  for  future  use. 
Every  sentence  had  a  broad  archway  of 
thought  in  front  which  everybody  could 
see ;  but  everybody  could  not  see  at  the 
moment  of  the  speaking  of  the  sentence 
that  it  had  half-a-dozen  avenues  of 
escape  behind  it.  He  maintained  that, 
during  this  Parliament,  Irish  Members 
had  strictly  limited  themselves  to  opp(H 
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Bition  to  Coercion  Acts  for  Ireland,  and 
to  Votes  arising  out  of  the  administra- 
tion of  Coercion  Acts ;  and  yet  after  the 
Liberals,  while  in  Opposition,  had  made 
themselves  conspicuous  by  their  Obstruc- 
tion, the  present  was  the  time  when  the 
Liberals  charged  the  Irish  Members 
with  Obstruction,  and  told  the  country 
that  it  was  necessary  to  abolish  free 
speech  in  order  to  gag  them.  What  was 
the  use  of  Irish  Eepresentatives  in  that 
House  unless,  when  they  found  the 
liberties  of  their  people  swept  away  in 
a  breath,  they  used  their  Paniamentary 
force,  not  only  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  public  and  of  the  House  to  their 
arguments,  but  also  to  convince  them  of 
the  rash  recklessness  of  these  arbitrary 
enactments?  The  Prime  Minister  had 
spoken  of  the  congestion  of  Public  Busi- 
ness, and,  in  various  skilful  phrases,  had 
led  the  country  to  suppose  that  it  was 
caused  by  Irish  Members.  But  it  was 
the  fact  that  from  December,  1877, 
to  1880,  during  the  last  three  years 
of  the  late  Administration,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  lost  18 
to  24  nights  devoted  to  Supply,  but  on 
which  it  could  not  be  taken,  owing  to 
the  number  of  Amendments  on  the 
Paper.  In  1877  he  lost  24  nights;  in 
1878,  18  nights;  and  in  1879,  24  nights 
by  Amendments  being  persisted  in. 
Mow  many  nights  had  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister lost  this  year  ?  He  had  lost  five 
nights  only,  yet  it  was  in  the  presence 
of  that  state  of  facts  that  the  Prime 
Minister  availed  himself  of  the  cry  of 
"Irish  Obstruction"  to  overturn  the 
liberties  of  Parliament.  The  Tory  Party 
had  shown  a  good  deal  of  simplicity  in 
expecting  the  Prime  Minister  to  accept 
the  two-thirds'  Amendment.  He  had  a 
cry,  and  he  was  expert  in  the  use  of  a 
political  cry.  The  cry  of  '*  Irish  Ob- 
struction "  would  reach  what  he  called 
the  British  mind,  and  it  would  cover 
and  conceal  any  political  scheme,  how- 
ever ambitious.  By  means  of  his  cry  of 
Obstruction,  the  Prime  Minister  would 
obtain  the  eJdture,  by  which  he  hoped 
to  pass  such  a  list  of  measures  as  would 
retain  Office  for  himself  and  his  Party 
for  a  prolonged  period.  It  had  been 
revealed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  and 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AflPairs  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  that  there 
was  to  be  an  attack  all  along  the  line 
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upon  the  country  Party.  Feudalism  was 
to  be  attacked,  the  relations  of  landlord 
and  tenant  to  be  revised,  and  the  fran- 
chise was  to  be  extended  in  such  a 
sense  and  in  such  a  direction  as  it  was 
hoped  would  consolidate  and  perpetuate 
the  power  of  the  Liberal  Party.  He 
did  not  say  that  he  was  out  of  sympathy 
with  any  part  of  these  proposals,  and  if 
he  then  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  the 
House  he  might  support  them ;  but  he 
mentioned  them  to  show  the  complicity 
of  the  Tory  Party  in  supposing  that  the 
Prime  Minister  would  accept  the  two- 
thirds'  Amendment;.  This  was  the  gag 
to  enable  such  measures  of  legislation 
to  be  pressed  on  as  would  give  the 
Liberal  Party  an  indefinite  lease  of 
power.  Only  three  speeches  in  support 
of  the  Goverament  had  been  delivered 
by  Irish  Members.  One  was  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Erring- 
ton),  who  might  be  very  good  as  an 
ecclesiastical  envoy,  but  not  as  a  poli- 
tician. That  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea)  was  a  pleasant  little 
exercise,  and  it  was  not  necessary  for 
him  to  deal  with  it.  He  would,  how- 
ever, say  a  word  upon  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Limerick 
(Mr.  O'Shaughnessy).  He  suggested 
that  the  penal  Rules  which  were  already 
in  force  against  individuals  would  be 
found  to  be  more  severe  than  the 
cldture.  He  could  not,  however,  see 
the  force  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  logic. 
If  the  Irish  Members  were  to  be  sup- 
pressed at  all  they  would  prefer  being 
taken  in  detail,  and  not  to  be  suppressed 
altogether  en  mane.  But  he  suggested 
that  the  cldture  enforced  by  the  House 
would  be  preferable  to  the  cldture  en- 
forced by  the  arbitrary  will  of  the 
Speaker,  and  he  referred  to  the  time 
when  the  Irish  Party  were  summarily 
put  to  silence  by  the  Speaker.  But  it 
was  extremely  improbable  that  such  a 
coup  d^itat  would  be  witnessed  again  in 
England  as  was  witnessed  when  the 
Irish  Party  made  a  bold  stand  against 
the  Coercion  Act.  He  would  much  pre- 
fer the  exercise  of  arbitrary  power  by 
the  Speaker  to  the  more  easy  and  con- 
venient exercise  of  power  by  the  majo- 
rity. With  regard  to  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  Member  that  this  Hule  was  ne- 
cessary in  order  to  give  time  to  the 
House  for  dealing  with  Irish  questions, 
he  replied  that  in  the  past  time  had  not 
been  wanting  for   that  purpose.     The 
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hon.  Gentleman  was  a  Member  of  the 
Party  led  by  the  late  Mr.  Isaac  Butt, 
his  Colleague  in  the  representation  of 
the  City  of  Limerick.  That  Party  pro- 
ceeded on  lines  of  moderation  and  con- 
ciliation. That  Party,  during  a  period 
of  seven  years,  presented  to  Parliament 
no  less  than  100  Bills  dealing  with  every 
part  of  the  national  life.  That  Party 
was  satisfied  with  brief  and  moderate 
debates.  It  accepted  the  defeats  inflicted 
on  it  by  the  House  with  meekness  and 
resignation  ;  yet  the  dispiriting  record 
remained  that  not  one  of  the  100  Bills 
was  passed.  Even  in  what  were  called 
the  good  old  times,  Ireland  was  neg- 
lected. They  knew  what  sort  of  men 
the  Irish  Members  then  were.  The 
Prime  Minister,  not  more  than  30  years 
ago,  had  sitting  beside  him  as  Colleagues 
two  Irish  Members  and  two  others,  who 
sat  beside  him  as  his  supporters ;  and 
what  became  of  those  Irish  Members  to 
whom  the  tone  of  the  House  was  the 
supreme  law,  and  the  convenience  of  the 
House  the  first  consideration  ?  One  of 
them,  a  forger  and  a  swindler,  committed 
suicide ;  another,  a  forger  and  a  swindler, 
was  expelled  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons; the  third  was  made  a  Commis- 
sioner of  Income  Tax,  and  he  plundered 
the  Public  Exchequer,  and  fled  to  Ame- 
rica— [An  hon.  Member  :  He  was  never 
in  Parliament.] — while  the  fourth,  a 
worthy  companion  of  the  other  three, 
was  made  a  Judge,  and  entrusted  with 
the  administration  of  justice  in  Ireland, 
and  after  an  attempt  upon  his  own  life, 
died  insane,  leaving  an  odious  name  be- 
hind him.  These  were  the  men  who 
sold  to  the  Government  the  liberty  of 
their  people,  and  who  made  the  name  of 
Irish  Member  a  byword  in  the  country. 
During  the  80  years  that  had  passed 
since  William  Pitt  handed  over  the  Par- 
liamentary liberties  of  Ireland  to  the 
British  House  of  Commons,  had  it  ever, 
from  a  mere  sense  of  justice,  passed  a 
Heform  Bill  for  Ireland  ?  Both  Parties 
combined  together  against  justice  being 
done  to  Ireland.  During  that  period 
they  passed  no  less  than  60  Coercion  Bills 
for  Ireland.  The  Irish  people  had  been 
20  years  labouring  for  Catnolic  Eman- 
cipation, and  they  had  not  a  shadow  of 
a  prospect  of  success  until  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  went  to  George  IV.  and  said, 
'*  Unless  you  pass  the  Emancipation  Bill 
Ireland  will  be  plunged  into  civil  war." 
Forty  years  passed  away  without  a  single 

Mr,  Sexton 


Heform  Bill  for  Ireland  until  in  1869 
and  1 870  the  Government  passed  two  im- 
portant Acts,  which  remained  connected 
with  the  name  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
But  why  were  those  Acts  passed  ?    The 
Prime  Minister  had  himself  stated  that 
what  had  led  to  the  introduction   of 
those  measures  were  the  Ballyoohey  tra- 
gedy and  the  Clerkenwell  explosion.   It 
was  not  any  sense  of  justice  that  had  led 
to  their  introduction.     Then  what  in- 
duced the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  pass 
the  Land  Act  of  last  year  ?    Was  it  not 
necessary  for  the  Irish  people,  struggling 
with  famine  and  distress,  to  cast  them- 
selves into  the  seething  cauldron  of  agi- 
tation for  three  years,  and  to  bring  that 
country  within  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  himself  declared  to  be  "a 
measurable  distance  of  civil  war"  be- 
fore he  passed  that  Act  ?    The  lesson  to 
be  learned  from  the  past  was  simply 
this — that  the  British  Parliament  had 
never  passed  a  single  beneficial  Act  for 
Ireland  out  of  a  s^nse  of  justice,  but  be- 
cause of   pressure,    Parliamentary   or 
otherwise;  because,  in  other  words,  it 
became  more  convenient  for  them  to 
grant  justice  to  the  Irish  people  than  to 
withhold  it.     It  was  in  Committee  that 
it  would  be  found  most  eflectual  to  ap- 
ply the  cldture.    In  the  conflicts  of  _pa8- 
sion  between  the  two  great  English  Par* 
ties  the  operation  of  the  cldture  would 
produce  a  constant  resistance  and  fric- 
tion.    The  hour  of  frank  and  friendly 
union  between  those  English   Parties 
was  always  an  evil   hour  for  Ireland. 
He  did  not  think  the  cldture  would  affect 
the  Irish  Members  very  much.  The  Be- 
presentatives  of  the  Irish  people  would 
have  courage  and  resource  enough  to 
make  themselves  felt  and  heard  in  that 
House,  in  spite  of  any  gag ;  but  a  Bale 
which  would  place  the  two  great  Eng- 
lish Parties  in  keener  antagonism  would 
work  well  for  Ireland.     The  operation 
of  the  cldture  would  be  to  venerate  here- 
after between  English  politicians,  who, 
in  spite  of  their  Party  differences,  had 
hitherto  been  personal  friends,  hatreds 
and  rancours  which  would  eat  their  cor- 
roding way  even  into  private  life.  There- 
fore it  was  that  he  had  great  hopes  for 
the  future  of  his  country,  believing  that 
out  of  the  chronic  feuds  and  bitter  con- 
tentions of  hostile  English  Parties  the 
hope  of  Irish  regeneratiou  would  arise. 
There  were,  he  thought,  two  lessons  to 
be  gathered  from  the  present  situatioB. 


1253  ParUameni^Businesso/ihe  {November  10, 1882|  Bowe—The  Keto  Bules.  1251 

If  the  Tory  Party,  taught  by  adversity, 
were  willing  to  learn*  anything,  they 
would  see  that  they  had  lent  themselves, 
in  an  evil  hour,  to  tyranny  against  the 
weakest  Party  in  the  House.  They  had 
gladly  and  freely  given  their  votes  to  a 
Ministry  strong  in  themselves  to  sup- 
press the  Representatives  of  a  people 
who  had  nothing  left  to  them  but  their 
voices  in  that  House.  And  now  the  Tory 
Party,  with  a  swiftness  of  retribution  sel- 
dom equalled  in  political  life,  found  that 
the  scourge  which  they  had  placed  in 
the  hand  of  the  master  they  were  them- 
selves now  fated  to  feel.  The  other  les- 
son was  one  for  the  House  itself;  and 
he  commended  it  to  them  in  words  the 
justice  of  which  he  was  willing  to  leave 
to  be  tested  by  the  course  of  future 
events — namely,  that  80  years  ago,  by 
sheer  force  and  fraudulent  cunning, 
they  robbed  the  people  of  Ireland  of 
Parliamentary  liberty;  and  now,  after 
eight  years  of  a  free  Irish  vote  and  three 
years  of  an  independent  Irish  Party,  by 
the  alow  but  silent  working  of  Irish  dis- 
content they  had  undermined  and 
brought  to  a  crushing  downfall  the  Par- 
liamentary liberties  of  England. 

Mb.  WADDY  said,  he  should  not 
have  interposed  at  that  time,  and  availed 
himself  of  the  privilege  which,  by  the 
courtesy  of  the  House,  was  usually 
afforded  to  its  youngest  Member,  and 
which  he  believed  he  was  entitled  to 
claim,  unless  he  had  wanted  to  make 
one  observation,  which  he  should  endea- 
vour to  make  in  the  shortest  possible 
time,  in  order  that  he  might  make  room 
for  some  Member  of  the  Irish  Party, 
who  might  possibly  have  something  to 
say  in  answer  to  the  eloquence  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down. 
He  did  not  propose  to  follow  the 
speech  of  that  hon.  Member.  He 
certainly  did  not  propose  to  answer  all 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  isaid  about 
William  Pitt,  and  the  Clerkenwell  ex- 
plosion, and  80  years  ago,  and  other 
matters  of  that  kind  which  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  subject  under  discussion. 
They  had  heard  much  about  the  rights 
of  various  people;  but  there  was  one 
right  which  had  never  yet  been  men- 
tioned on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House,  and  which  seemed  to  be  entirely 
forgotten.  They  had  heard  from  various 
parts  of  the  House  of  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  the  Party  of  Government, 
of  the  rights  of  the  Party  of  Opposition, 


of  the  wrongs  of  the  Party  of  Ireland,  and 
of  the  small  Quadrilateral  Party;  but 
they  had  not  heard  much  of  the  right  of 
the  nation,  which,  he  ventured  to  think, 
was  the  one  thing  that  seemed  to  be  very 
much  forgotten.  The  nation  had  a  right 
which  swallowed    up  all    those    other 
rights,   and  included  them    all.     The 
nation  sent  them  there  in  order  to  do  the 
work  of  the  nation,  and  not  merely  to 
talk  about  it ;  and  the  great  right  that 
the  nation  had  to  look  to  that  House  to 
be  doing  something  was  just  the  one 
right  that  seemed  to  be  entirely  for- 
gotten.     That   was  the  right  that  he 
wished  for  a  moment  to  impress  upon 
the  House.     A  right  hon.   Gentleman, 
who  sat  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
had  informed  them  that  the  duty  and 
the  object  of  the  House  was  to  reflect 
the  mind  of  the  nation  in  its  various 
moods  and  passions ;  but  when  they  had 
reflected  it,  what  were  they  to  do  with  it 
then?    It  struck  him  that  there  was 
something  to  be  done  possibly  beyond 
that.     Ho  did  not  mean,  at  that  late 
hour  of  the  night,  to  interpose  lonff ;  and, 
therefore,  he  would  satisfy  himself  with 
saying  this  —  that  the  energetic    and 
vigorous  oratory  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Cowen) — 
very  brilliant,  but  not  altogether  conse- 
quent— had,   he  thought,   missed    this 
one  point.    He  seemed  to  be  of  opinion 
that  there   was  too    much  legislation. 
[Mr.  Waeton:  Hear,  hear!]     If  there 
was,   the  conscience  of  the  hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman  who  interrupted  was 
quite  clear  from  being  responsible  for  it. 
There   had  been  no    more    legislation 
than  that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
and  some  other  hon.  Gentlemen  could 
help.     But  he  wanted  to  know  whether 
the  hon.  Member,  who  had  made  the 
brilliant  speech   to  which  he  referred, 
would  deliberately  say  that  the  legisla- 
tion which  he  himself  had  approved  for 
years  past  in  the  House,  and  which  had 
been  the   outcome   of  the  work  of  the 
Liberal  Party  that  was  now  being  ob- 
structed in   its  work — whether  he  be- 
lieved that  legislation  was  for  good  or 
for  evil  ?    If  it  had  been  for  good,  what 
was  the  meaning  of  that  energetic  ora- 
tory which  they  had  heard  that  night, 
inveighing   bitterly  against  legislation, 
when  no  legislation  could  take  place  f 
He  had  come  to  give  this  message  from 
the  country — that  the    one   thing  the 
country  wanted  from  that  H.wva^  Tisy<« 
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was  not  to  be  so  desperately  anxious  to  He  wanted  to  ask  the  Chairman  of  Corn- 
preserve  the  rights  of  this  Party  or  the  raittees  whether,  and  how  far,  he  en- 
other,  but  that  it  looked  for  a  great  deal  dorsed  the  declaration  made  from  the 
more  work  and  a  great  deal  less  talk.  Chair  ?  It  was  important  to  the  House 
Me.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  desired  to  of  Commons  that  they  should  know  whe- 
make  one  observation  before  the  House  ther  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  Chairman 
went  to  a  division,  because  he  found  it  of  Committees  that  the  ''  evident  sense 
difficult,  as  regarded  that  Resolution,  to  of  the  House  "  meant  the  evident  sense 
know  exactly  how  they  stood.  Gentle-  of  the  House  "  at  large?  "  He  would 
men  on  his  side  of  the  House  had  been  like  to  have  an  answer  to  that  question 
pleading  for  a  variety  of  safeguards  from  some  Member  of  the  Government 
against  what  appeared  to  them  to  be  — say,  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  dangers  of  a  tyrannical  majority;  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  they  had  contended  throughout  (Mr.  Chamberlain), 
these  discussions  that  there  ought  to  be  .^^  ^^^^  .^^  ^^  mtermntion  occurred 
no  doubt  or  uncertainty  whatever,  if  the  ^}^  ,  the  entrance  tothe  bistinguished 
'' evident  sense  of  the  House  »  was  to  st,aniers' Gallery  of  the  Native  officers 
be  a  condition  of  the  Mture,  as  to  the  of  the  Indian  Contingent  deputed  to  visit 
true  and  correct  interpretation  of  that  ^.  x«-  "1 
phrase.     Accordingly,  they  had  moved  "7* J 

various  Amendments  at  different  periods  Mr.  CHAPLIN,  resuming,  said,  the 
in  the  debate  on  that  Eesolution  with  House,  and  he  felt  satisfied  aJso  the  dis- 
the  object  of  attaining  that  end.  First,  tinguished  visitors  who  had  just  honoured 
they  had  moved  to  substitute  ''the  the  House  with  their  presence,  would  be 
general  sense  of  the  House ; ''  then  it  delighted  with  the  answer  which,  no 
had  been  proposed  that  the  words  should  doubt,  would  be  given  to  the  question 
be  "  evidently  the  general  sense  of  the  he  had  a  moment  before  put  to  the  right 
House;"  and,  finally,  the  right  hon.  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chamberlain).  Did 
and  learned  Member  for  the  University  he,  or  did  he  not,  accept  the  declaration 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  tried  to  of  Mr.  Speaker  with  regard  to  the  in- 
accomplish  the  same  object  by  moving  terpretation  placed  upon  the  words  the 
that  the  majority  should  be  two-thirds  "  evident  sense  of  the  House  ;  "  and  did 
of  the  House.  During  the  whole  time  they  intend  to  give  efi^ect  to  them  ?  That 
the  Government  had  taken  an  opposite  was  a  question  to  which  they  were  en- 
view,  had  rejected  every  Amendment,  titled  to  an  answer,  and  both  sides  would 
and  had  ofiPered  hostile  arguments  to  the  agree  that  before  they  went  to  a  division 
reasons  adduced  by  the  Opposition.  At  they  ought  to  know.  If  they  did,  then, 
last  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  so  far  as  he  was  concerned,  although  he 
of  Hartington)  went  so  far  as  to  say  should  vote  against  the  Kesolution,  he 
that  the  only  interpretation  of  the  words  should  not  feel  so  much  apprehension ; 
*^  the  evident  sense  of  the  House  "  was  but  if  they  did  not,  then  he  must  re- 
that  they  meant  the  evident  sense  of  the  s*erve  to  himself  the  right  of  taking 
majority  on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side  whatever  course  with  regard  to  it  he 
of  the  House.  A  fruitless  contention  on  thought  fit  in  the  future.  They  had 
that  point  was  proceeding,  when  Mr.  always  from  the  first  condemned  it  as  a 
Speaker  came  to  the  rescue  of  an  clumsy  and  ineffective  weapon.  The 
anxious,  an  irritated,  and  an  embarrassed  Prime  Minister  himself  confessed  that 
House  of  Commons,  by  placing  on  those  the  loss  by  the  House  of  control  over 
words  a  construction  which  he  ventured  individual  Members  was  the  root  of  the 
to  say  would  add  fresh  lustre  even  to  evil  which  had  overtctken  the  House; 
the  dignity  and  the  impartiality  which  and,  accepting  that  statement,  they  had 
had  marked  his  tenure  of  his  high  Office,  endeavoured  to  introduce  Amendments 
The  interpretation  he  placed  upon  the  aimed  at  individual  Obstruction.  To 
"  evident  sense  of  the  House "  con-  their  dismay,  those  Amendments  had 
nected  it,  not  with  the  sense  of  one  side  been  ruled  out  of  Order.  In  the  course 
of  the  House,  but  with  that  of  the  House  of  his  speech  on  Wednesday  last,  which 
at  large.  On  that  declaration  he  desired  was  delivered  at  an  unusual  hour,  the 
to  put  a  question  to  the  Chairman  of  Premier  said  he  rose  on  that  occasion  in 
Committees  and  to  the  Prime  Minister,  order  that  there  might  be  no  suspicion 
or  some  other  Member  of  the  Cabinet,  even  that  in  the  mind  of  the  Govem- 
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ment  there  was  any  reason  whatever  for 
continuing  this  debate,  or  that  there  was 
anything  further  of  importance  to  be 
said.  Had  the  Premier,  or  any  of  his 
Colleagues  in  the  Cabinet,  been  in  the 
House  shortly  before  the  dinner  hour, 
they  would  have  heard  a  speech  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
Oowen),  which  appeared  to  him  to  be  a 
masterpiece  of  eloquence,  of  argument, 
of  reasoning,  and  of  passionate  oratory 
in  vindication  of  liberty  and  freedom, 
which  had  seldom  been  surpassed  even 
by  the  Prime  Minister  himself.  But 
what  did  they  see  instead?  It  was 
rumoured  in  the  Lobbies  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  about  to  speak  and  make  a 
vehement  attack  upon  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  and  Minister  after  Minis- 
ter slunk  out  of  the  House.  Attacks, 
more  or  less  direct,  were  made  upon  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  and  their  sup- 
porters ;  but  it  was  not  until  almost  the 
close  of  that  oration  that  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  condescended  to 
enter  the  House,  and  even  to  listen  to 
the  arguments  which  were  advanced  in 
the  ablest  and  most  powerful  manner 
against  the  Besolutions  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  submitted  to  the  House. 
It  was  as  a  Eadical  of  Kadicals  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  had 
often  been  described.  [  Cries  of  **  No !  " 
and  "Conservative!"]  It  might  be 
that  the  description  of  a  **Tory  of 
the  Tories "  applied  to  himself ;  but 
on  that  occasion  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  and  himself  were  tho- 
roughly united.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle,  whom  he  was  proud  to 
speak  of  as  his  Friend,  and  himself 
were  thoroughly  united  to-night,  be- 
cause they  had  the  same  fears  that  there 
were  dangers  in  these  Besolutions  to  the 
future  of  the  Parliament  of  England. 
They  were  united  because  they  believed, 
in  common  with  many  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  with  thousands, 
even  millions,  of  persons  outside,  that 
upon  the  liberty  and  freedom  of  her 
Parliament  the  freedom  and  the  liberties 
of  England  and  of  her  people  would 
depend. 

Sir  PATEICK  O'BRIEN  said,  that 
he  was  not  one  of  those  who  repeated 
their  Colleagues'  speeches  almost  tpsii- 
iitnis  verbii,  and  who  had  managed  to 
get  themselves  reported  in  the  papers, 
though  they  were  rarely  listened  to  in 
the  Souse.    But  though  indisposed  at 


first  to  speak  on  this  subject,  his  indis- 
position to  do  so  became  still  greater 
after  hearing  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Cowen),  of 
which  he  would  say  that,  since  he  heard 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  John  Bright)  speak  on  the  Indian 
Question,  he  had  rarely  listened  in  that 
House  to  a  greater  rhetorical  effort.  If 
ever  there  was  a  time  when  bygones 
ought  to  be  bygones,  and  when  persons 
should  not  be  abused  for  the  course 
which  they  chose  to  take,  it  was  the 
present.  But  what  did  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  dare  to  say  ? 
The  hon.  Member  dared  to  say  that 
Irish  Gentlemen  who  had  represented 
Irish  constituencies  in  that  House  for 
years  ought  to  be  classed  with  forgers 
and  men  of  that  description.  He  was 
not  skilled  in  the  Parliamentary  lan- 
guage that  he  ought  to  address  to  that 
Hon.  Gentleman,  and  the  only  excuse  he 
could  give  for  him  was  that  he  had  been 
for  years  a  trading  politician — that  for 
years  he  kept  a  book  of  good  and  evil 
for  every  public  man,  aye,  even  in  his 
own  country ;  because  whenever  they 
got  a  man  with  a  true,  real,  thoroughly 
evil  disposition,  they  might  be  sure  that 
he  would  attempt  to  make  capital  in  that 
House  by  platitudes  in  abusing  his  own 
countrymen.  [^Laughter. ^  This  was  no 
laughing  matter,  for  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
his  side  of  the  House  were  proud  of 
their'  political  honour  and  of  the  tradi- 
tions of  their  Party.  He  knew  the  hon. 
Member  did  not  like  them,  because  their 
ears  were  not  tickled  by  his  attacks  upon 
the  Irish  magistracy.  They  did  not  be- 
long to  the  proletariat,  whilst  he,  with 
Hyperion  curls  and  the  attitude  of  a 
Homan  warrior,  sought  to  trample  upon 
everybody  who  would  not  submit  to  mob 
despotism.  For  his  own  part,  he  cared 
not  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  might  say ; 
but  there  were  people  out-of-doors  who, 
knowing  that  ho  had  got  that  happy 
knack  of  declamation  after  study,  might 
imagine  that  he  was  a  great  power  in 
the  House.  He  did  not  like  to  retail 
Irish  gossip  in  the  House,  though  it 
might  be  useful  to  the  hon.  Member. 
But,  he  would  ask,  was  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Irish  patriot  who  accompanied 
the  Whig  Judge  Barry  to  fight  the  Na- 
tional Party  at  an  election  contest,  and 
did  he  come  there  to  tell  those  who  dif- 
fered from  him  that  they  were  dishonest 
men  and  forgers,  like  the  Sadleirs  ?    K^ 

\Nitvet«ent>^  Ni^lA?^ 


1259    Parlitmeni-'Buiineuofihe    iCOMMONS)     Eouu^Ths  New  Mulu,     1266 


(Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  thought  that  the 
Kihuainham  Treaty  would  have  made 
things  quiet  that  night.  He  believed  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell),  who  often  put  away  an 
unpleasant  question  with  a  sickly  smile, 
had  been  present  at  the  time,  the  state- 
ments to  which  he  had  referred  would 
not  have  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo.  The  hon.  Member  had 
ipoken  of  the  county  Longford.  Was 
it  by  arrangement  he  did  so  ?  Was  he 
giving  a  friend  a  little  political  help  at 
the  coming  election  ?  Me  spoke  of  the 
Pope.  He  supposed  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  was  opposed  to  the  Pope. 
Welly  he  might  have  referred  to  the 
Colleague  of  that  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
had  spoken  in  that  debate  in  a  much 
more  guarded  manner  than  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo.  It  was  what  he  ex- 
pected from  a  man  with  a  knowledge  of 
**  our  own  times."  They  had  heard  of 
oscillation.  There  were  many  who  did 
not  oscillate.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Carlow  (Mr.  Dawson)  was  one  of  these, 
for  he  was  in  perpetual  motion.  The 
intervention  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
O'Shea),  who,  after  all  he  had  done  for 
them,  got  scant  courtesy  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo,  did  not  appear  to 
have  made  everything  as  smooth  as  or- 
dinary treaties  ought  to  have  made  them. 
But  he  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  never  im- 
puted to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  with 
the  exception,  perhaps,  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  0*Donnell), 
a  knowledge  of  anything  except  what 
they  called  ** Irish  politics"  gathered 
from  reading  American  papers.  They 
had  never  read  any  book  upon  Treaties 
— he  was  excepting,  of  course,  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  who, 
having  completed  his  education,  was 
anxious  to  leave  Kilmainham.  Irish 
Members  on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side 
had  been  accused  of  having  done  no- 
thing in  their  time.  Let  him  mention 
one  thing  that  they  had  never  done — 
they  never  appealed  to  a  foreign  country 
for  money  to  pay  them  and  keep  them. 
For  many  years  past  the  Irishmen  in  the 
House  had  supported  emancipation  and 
everything  connected-  with  municipal 
reform ;  and,  as  everyone  knew,  their 
object  in  doing  away  with  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland  was  to  bring 
peace  to  their  country.  They  had  sought 
place  and  pension  from  no  man.  For 
those  Gentlemen,  therefore,  with  whom 

Sir  Patrick  O'Brien 


he  had  the  honour  to  be  associated,  he 
repudiated,  trampled  upon,  and  pulver- 
ized the  Irish  Party  opposite. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henrt  James)  said,  that  he  would  en- 
deavour to  bear  in  mind  the  long  dura- 
tion of  the  debate ;  but  he  wished,  as 
briefly  as  possible,  to  reply  to  some  of 
the  speeches  that  had  been  made  against 
the  Resolution.  Much  had  been  said 
of  the  weariness  of  the  House,  and  he 
might  venture  to  acoount  for  it  by  the 
gpreat  similarity  of  many  of  the  speeches 
of  hon.  Members  opposite.  If  the  notes 
of  the  speeches  which  had  been  made 
against  the  Resolution  could  have  been 
seen  he  believed  the  stock  portions  of 
those  compositions  would  have  been 
found  to  be  something  like  the  follow- 
ing:— '*  Refer  to  the  traditions  of  the 
House ;  refer  to  its  honour  and  the  de- 
sire to  maintain  it ;  refer  from  time  to 
time  to  the  Caucus ;  give  a  Party  flavour 
to  the  composition  by  frequent  allusion 
to  the  Prime  Minister,  or,  for  choice, 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade ; 
then  cover  all  with  a  gloomy  prophecy 
served  up  to  the  knell  of  the  British 
Constitution."  Such  had  been  the  ma- 
jority of  the  speeches  of  hon.  Members 
opposite,  though  there  heui  also  been 
others,  some  irrelevant  and  some  rele- 
vant, of  a  less  ordinary  character.  The 
former  he  need  not  notice;  but  of  the 
latter  he  wished  to  say  a  word  or  two. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Mid  Kent  (Sir  WiUiam  Hart  Dyke), 
speaking  from  his  experience  of  the 
Business  of  the  House  as  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  had  thought  it  right  to 
say  that  the  Resolutions  were  unneces- 
sary, because  the  evils  they  were  in- 
tended to  meet  were  temporary,  and 
existed  only  as  long  as  the  present  Go- 
vernment remained  in  Office.  These 
evils,  according  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
were  caused  by  the  mismanagement  of 
the  Government,  and  by  its  want  of  con- 
trol over  the  House,  and  when  the  GK)- 
vernment  disappeared  they  would  dis- 
appear likewise.  That  was  very  much 
a  matter  of  opinion,  as  to  which  it  was 
not  worth  while  to  argue  ;  but  he  might 
ask  the  House  whether  such  a  conten- 
tion was  consistent  with  the  declaration 
made  in  the  House  on  February  26, 
1 880.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  was  then 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  and  took 
part  in  the  management  of  the  Business 
of  the  House;   and  on   that  day  the 
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Leader  of  tlie  House  told  hon.  Members 
;hat  it  was  impossible  to  carry  on  the 
E*ublic  Business.  The  evil  of  Obstruc- 
ion  "had  grown,  was  Rowing,  and 
MTOuld  continue  to  grow."  He  might 
)b8erve,  parenthetically,  that  he  did  not 
mggest  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
;he  Member  for  North  Devon,  who  used 
those  words,  was  guilty  of  any  incon- 
nstencyin  opposing  the  present  Resolu- 
tion, because  he  had  carefully  guarded 
dimself  at  the  time  agaiiist  any  accept- 
ance of  the  cldture  as  a  satisfactory 
remedy ;  but,  after  saying  that  the  evil 
:>f  Obstruction  must  be  met,  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  frankly  told  the  House 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  Besolution 
which  he  was  then  proposing  would  not 
be  sufficient  to  meet  the  difficulty  that 
existed,  and  that — 

"There  is  only  one  alteration  of  our  Eules 
which,  would  be  of  a  character  that  really  could 
prerent  Obstrtiction,  and  that  is  one  for  which 
we  have  no  English  name,  bat  which  is  known 
to  us  all  under  the  name  of  the  eldture.*'  — 
;3  Hantardy  ccl.  1467.] 

[CVw«  o/**  Eead  on  !  "J  He  repeated 
that  he  did  not  charge  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  inconsistency ;  because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  proceeded 
to  say  in  effect — 

"  That  is  a  method  on  which  I  venture  to 
think  that  this  House  will  pause  very  long 
before  they  adopt  it." — [/6i<^.] 

But  that  was  not  the  question.     The 
question   was   whether   the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Mid  Kent  (^Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  was  justified,  in 
the  face  of  that  declaration,  with  charg- 
ing the  present  Government  with  being 
the  cause  of  all  this  Obstruction ;  whe- 
ther the  evil  in  question  did  not  exist  in 
February,  1880;  whether  the  then  Leader 
of  the  House  did  not  warn  the  House  of 
its    probable    continued    growth ;    and 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  fear  that  it  could  be  met  by  only  one 
remedy?    One  of  the  other  variations  of 
the  common  Opposition  form  had  pro- 
ceeded last  night  from  the  noble  Viscount 
the    Member  for    Liverpool   (Viscount 
Sandon).     The  noble  Viscount  had  re- 
pudiated all  ideas  of  political  animosity 
in  his  opposition  to  the  proposed  Bules, 
and  doubtless  entertained  no  such  feel- 
iogs  of  animosity.     But,  while  he  fully 
reciprocated  the   pleasant  spirit  which 
the  noble  Viscount  had  endeavoured  to 
import  into  the  debate,  he  might  assure 
him  that  the  supporters  of  the  Besolu- 


tion were  perfectly  well  able  to  settle 
the  matter  with  their  constituents,  and 
would  certainly  not  be  regarded  by  them, 
to  use  the  noble  Viscount's  phrase,  as 
''  tainted  candidates."  Let  him  remind 
the  House  of  the  position  which  they 
occupied.  This  question  had  received 
the  consideration  of  the  constituents 
perhaps  more  than  any  question  that 
was  ever  introduced  and  passed  in  one 
Session.  Hon.  Members  opposite  had 
used  their  best  endeavours  to  place  this 
matter  before  their  constituents.  They 
had  stated  their  views  in  language 
which  he  thought  he  might  say  was  not 
quite  so  discreet  or  so  accurate  as  that 
which  they  had  used  in  that  House  ;  and 
after  all  that  had  been  done,  what  was 
the  result?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich,  who  had  great  practical 
knowledge  of  the  action  of  the  Conser- 
vative Party,  had  said  on  Wednesd^iy 
last  that  in  the  May  of  this  year  the 
present  Administration  was  an  unpopu* 
lar  one,  but  that  now  they  were  intensely 
popular  in  the  country. 

Bakon  HENEY  DE  WORMS:  I 
merely  stated  the  fact  that  in  May  you 
were  extremely  unpopular ;  I  did  not 
say  you  are  popular  now. 

The   ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  contended  that  the  state- 
ment was,  in    effect,  comparative,  al- 
though the  hon.  Member  might  not  have 
made  an  explicit  comparison ;  and,  such 
being  the  case,  the  Opposition  were  con- 
fronted with  this  as  the  result  of  their 
active     agitation    in    respect    of    this 
Resolution.      It    had    been    said    that 
an    attempt  had   been  made  to  burke 
this  debate;   but  what  was   the   fact? 
126  independent  Members  had  spoken 
during    the    discussion,  and   of    these 
66  were  Conservatives,   and   60  Libe- 
rals.    So  much    for  burking  the   de- 
bate.     But  in  addition  to  that,  up  to 
Tuesday  last  of  the  Amendments  which 
had  been  put  on  the  Paper,  the  ma- 
jority had  been  placed  there  by  Libe- 
ral Members.    It  had  also  been  said 
that  there  had  been  a  determination  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  refuse 
all    Amendments    to    the    Resolution. 
Those  who  brought  that  charge  should 
make  their  account  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    (Sir     Stafford    Northcote), 
who,    when  the  Government   accepted 
the  Amendments  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey),  and  that 
moved  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  IK^ 
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Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Baikes), 
turned  to  bis  supporters  and  said — 
"  Wbat  do  you  tbink  of  tbis  Govern- 
ment? Tbey  do  not  know  tbeir  own 
minds  for  a  single  moment.  Look  at 
tbeir  weakness  and  vacillation.''  After 
tbat  warning,  after  tbat  lecture,  after 
tbat  example,  17  Members  bad  com- 
plained tbat  tbe  Government  did  not 
vacillate  more,  and  give  more  evidence 
of  tbeir  instability  by  accepting  more 
Amendments.  Tbere  bad  been  one 
variation  upon  tbe  usual  stock  attack  on 
tbe  Government,  and  tbat  bad  been  tbe 
speecb  of  tbe  bon.  Member  for  New-^ 
castle  (Mr.  Co  won).  However  mucb  be' 
(tbe  Attorney  General)  differed  from  tbe 
statements  in  tbe  speecb,  and  from  its 
tone  and  result,  it  was  impossible  for 
anyone  wbo  bad  beard  it  not  to  acknow- 
ledge tbe  pleasure  witb  wbicb  it  was 
bound  to  be  listened  to  as  a  literary  com- 
position. In  one  otber  sense  be  bad 
listened  to  it  witb  pleasure  also,  because 
it  bad  marked  more  definitely  and  more 
completely  tbe  line  wbicb  existed  be- 
tween tbe  bon.  Gentleman  and  tbe  Libe- 
ral Party  for  tbe  future.  He  boped  tbe 
bon.  Member  would  not  tbink  be  (tbe 
Attorney  General)  was  wanting  in  cour- 
tesy if  be  said  tbat  tbe  time  was  come, 
if  tbe  bon.  Member  for  Newcastle  bad 
Bucb  serious  cbarges  as  be  bad  made 
tbat  nigbt  to  bring  against  tbe  Liberal 
Party,  tbat  be  sbould  look  tbat  Party 
in  tbe  face,  tbat  be  sbould  sit  amongst 
tbose  witb  wbom  be  acted,  on  wbose 
bebalf  be  spoke,  and  witb  wbom  be  in- 
variably voted,  and  tbat  be  sbould 
not  go  tbrougb  tbe  form  of  sitting  on 
one  side  of  tbe  House  and  acting 
witb  tbe  otber.  He  bad  declared  bim- 
self  to  be  a  Democrat,  and  one  wbo 
spoke  on  bebalf  of  Democracy.  He  bad 
invoked  tbe  Liberalism  of  tbe  past,  and 
bad  declared  blmself  an  enemy  of  tbe 
Liberalism  of  tbe  present.  He  sneered 
at  tbose  wbom  be  termed  tbe  idolaters 
of  tbe  immediate,  and  be  bad  refused 
to  recognize  tbe  necessity  of  legislation 
upon  any  subject,  and  for  tbe  redress 
of  any  grievance ;  and  tbat  all  be 
wanted  was  past  legislation  well  adminis- 
tered. Tbe  bon.  Gentleman  migbt  bave 
made  tbe  same  declaration  witb  equal 
tbeoretical  correctness  50  years  ago. 
Wbat  would  bave  been  tbe  result  of 
fiucb  a  doctrine  50  years  ago  ?  Men 
would  bave  been  reminded  of  tbe  great 
traditions  of  tbat  House,   and    would 
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bave  been  told  tbat  in  desiring  reforms 
tbey  were  only  idolators  of  Utopian 
scbemes.  Wbat  would  tbe  bon.  Mem- 
ber bave  said  to  tbe  emancipation  of  tbe 
Koman  Catbolics,  to  taxed  bread,  and 
to  tbose  wbo,  in  consequence  of  tbat 
tax,  were  steeped  in  poverty,  and  to 
tbose  otber  reforms  wbicb  bad  been  car- 
ried by  tbe  Liberal  Party  ?  Tbe  bon. 
Member  must  settle  tbose  questions  in 
tbe  present  time  witb  tbose  witb  wbom 
be  bad  to  deal.  Tbe  bon.  Member  bad 
made  a  violent  attack  upon  wbat  be 
cbose  to  call  tbe  Caucus.  Tbat  was  one 
of  tbe  stock  ingpredients  of  tbe  cbarges 
against  tbe  Government  wbicb  be  had 
boped  to  pass  ligbtly  by.  And  bis 
labours  baa  been  ligbtoned  by  tbe  bon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth  fMr. 
Edward  Clarke),  wbo,  knowing  how 
many  Conservative  Associations  there 
were  in  tbe  country,  said  be  would  not 
join  in  tbe  attack  upon  tbe  Caucus. 

Mr.  EDWARD  CLARKE :  1  used 
no  such  expression. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  tbe  contradiction 
or  correction  of  tbe  bon.  and  learned 
Member  was  so  broad  that  be  felt  he 
must  be  quoting  tbe  statement  of  some- 
one  else 

M^.  EDWARD  CLARKE  :  I  do  not 
want  tbe  contradiction  to  be  broader 
than  tbe  case  warrants.  Wbat  I  said 
was  tbat  I  was  not  afraid  of  tbe  Caucus, 
but  tbat,  so  far  as  it  was  useful  in  its 
operations,  we  bad  Associations  on  the 
Tory  side,  wbicb  bad  been  discharging 
tbe  same  functions.  And  I  said,  wi^ 
regard  to  tbe  peculiar  action  of  the 
Caucus,  tbat  I  believed  it  would  alien- 
ate from  tbe  Liberal  side  independent 
thinkers,  and  would  so  do  more  harm 
than  any  mechanical  operation  would 
do  good. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  he  did  not  think 
tbe  denial  of  bis  bon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  gone  beyond  tbe  necessities  of  the 
case.  Tbe  explanation  would  be  perfectly 
satisfactory  to  both  parties.  During  the 
Royal  Titles  Bill,  upwards  of  200  Peti- 
tions were  brought  from  Conservative 
Associations  directingConservative  Mem- 
bers bow  to  vote.  While  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  was  denouncing  the 
Caucus,  be  sbould  bave  liked  to  have 
beard  from  him  whether  tbere  was  not 
a  Democratic  Federation  of  which  he 
was  tbe  President.     Tbat  Democratic 
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Federation  bore  a  name.  It  would  be 
hardly  respectful  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  state  what  it  was;  but  it  was  said 
that  the  noun  substantive  was  ''Caucus," 
and  that  the  prefix  had  a  special  refer- 
ence to  his  Christian  name.  It  was  a 
society  asking  for  leg^lation  from  that 
House,  and  that  was  the  federation  he 
was  using  for  political  purposes  in  the 
North.  It  had  even  been  admitted  by 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  that  it  was  inevitable  that 
there  should  be  new  legislation,  and 
that  the  Conservatives  ought  not  to 
allow  the  opportunity  of  dealing  with 
certain  questioDS  to  slip  from  their 
grasp.  Let  the  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle return  to  his  constituency ;  let 
him  tell  them  that  legislation  was  not  a 
question  that  ought  to  be  dealt  with  in 
that  House ;  let  him  tell  those  colliers 
in  the  North,  who  had  not  yet  forgotten 
the  sound  of  that  terrible  colliery  explo- 
sion, that  there  was  to  be  no  legislation 
on  their  behalf — [**  Question !  "] — hon. 
Qentlemen  who  cried  ''  Question  r'  heard 
that  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  was  to  be  made,  and  they 
gathered  in  the  House  to  cheer  every 
word  of  attack  upon  the  Government. 
Was  no  reply  to  be  made  to  that 
speech  ?  In  continuation  of  his  reply  to 
that  speech  he  would  say — Let  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  go  and  tell  the 
ag^cultural  labourers  in  the  North  that 
no  advance  in  their  position  was  re- 
quired; let  him  tell  every  interest  he 
met  in  Newcastle  that  no  change  was 
required.  Let  him  tell  those  he  met 
on  'Change  that  laws  such  as  the 
Patent  Laws  and  the  Bankruptcy  Laws 
were  all  one  could  wish,  and  say  that 
those  who  wished  to  remedy  defects  in 
the  law  were  ''the  idolaters  of  the 
immediate."  Ho  could  understand  that 
whilst  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  making 
these  attacks  amidst  the  cheers  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  the  wheels  of  his 
rhetoric  grew  so  warm  that  there  might 
be  some  sparks  of  inaccuracy  thrown 
off  in  his  progress ;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  no  right  to  deal  with  the 
characters  of  public  men  who  denied 
certain  of  the  statements  he  made.  It 
had  been  admitted  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire  that  the  charge 
the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  made 
was  a  direct  charge  against  the  present 
Government  of  having  formed  an  alli- 
ance with  Members  of  the  Irish  Party. 


He  charged  one  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment— the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade — with  having  formed  an  alliance 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  to  oppose  one  Bankruptcy  Bill 
while  he  was  now  appealing  for  the 
closure  to  carry  another.  The  hon. 
Member  had  been  misinformed  on  that 
subject.  On  the  16th  July,  1879,  the 
last  year  of  the  late  Gt)vemment,  a 
Bankruptcy  Bill  was  under  discussion 
which  had  been  introduced  at  the  ter- 
mination of  the  Session.  Towards  the  end 
of  the  evening  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carnarvonshire  (Mr.  Kathbone)  made  a 
suggestion  to  restore  the  system  of  Grand 
Committees,  a  system  that  had  not  been 
carried  on  for  150  years.  Time  was 
required  for  the  consideration  of  that 
proposition,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  having  moved  the  adjournment, 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
seconded  the  Motion,  and  that  was  the 
only  foundation  for  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle.  He  would 
ask  the  hon.  Member  if  he  made  such 
charges  against  Parties  and  against  men 
that  he  should  test  the  accuracy  of  the 
statements  before  he  made  them .  There 
had  been  the  appeal  over  and  over  again 
to  the  traditions  of  the  House.  He  be- 
lieved that  every  Member  was  proud  of 
those  traditions ;  but  how  was  it  possible 
to  appeal  to  traditions  when  the  circum- 
stances which  surrounded  them  had 
entirely  changed?  It  was  not  merely 
the  Obstruction  of  individual  Members 
with  which  they  had  to  deal,  but  the 
enormous  increase  in  the  Business  of 
the  House.  In  1841  not  more  than  231 
Members  took  part  in  the  Business  of 
the  House;  but  in  the  year  1881  the 
number  had  increased  to  441,  and  they 
might  be  sure  that  the  speeches  were 
no  shorter  than  they  used  to  be.  They 
had  but  a  certain  portion  of  time  to  dis- 
pose of  from  the  beginning  of  February 
to  the  middle  of  August.  That  time 
could  not  be  increased  without  the  risk 
of  driving  out  of  the  House  the  men 
whom  it  was  most  desirable  to  keep  in 
it,  and  who  could  not  afford  to  give  up 
more  than  seven  months  of  the  year  to 
Parliamentary  life.  The  real  question  was 
— were  they  going  to  maintain  the  pre- 
sent system  and  spend  the  whole  Session 
upon  one  or  two  Bills,  or  would  they  be 
willing  to  make  necessary  changes  for 
the  passage  of  Business  through  the 
House  ?  It  was  undoubtedly  the  i^t«w^\.v^ 
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for  Members  in  that  House  to  expend 
all  their  time  upon  discussing  certain 
measures,  and  thus  to  leave  no  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  others  of  equal,  if 
not  of  greater,  importance.     The  noble 
Viscount    the    Member    for    Liverpool 
(Viscount  Sandon)    had  disputed    the 
accuracy  of  the  Prime  Minister's  state- 
ment that  last  Session  was  a  barren  one, 
and    had    instanced    certain    measures 
which  he  praised  tl^e  Liberal  Party  for 
having  passed.     The  fact,  however,  was 
that  every   one  of  the  Acts  to  which 
the  noble  Viscount  had  pointed  so  tri- 
umphantly had  been  passed  without  a 
single  word  of  discussion.     The  Settled 
Land  Act  itself,  which  affected    every 
settled  estate  throughout  the  Kingdom, 
and  the  credit  for  which  was  due  to  one 
man  alone — its  author,  Lord  Cairns — 
was  only  passed  through  that  House  in 
consequence  of  the  hon.  Member   for 
Salford  (Mr.  Arnold),  who  thought  that 
it  did  not  go  far  enough,  yieldiog  to  a 
personal  appeal  made  to  him  to  remove 
the  block  which  he  had  placed  against 
it ;  and  that  measure  also,  important  as 
it  was,  had  been  passed  without  a  single 
word  of  discussion,  because  the  time  of 
the  House  had  been  wasted  in  the  un- 
necessary discussion  of  other  measures. 
It  had  been  well  said  the  other  day  by 
a  gentleman,  who,  if  ever  he  entered 
Parliament,  would  adorn  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  that  business  to  be  busi- 
ness must  be  brief.     That  was  the  view 
that  the  House  was  about  to  adopt.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  had  said  that  if  they 
passed  this  Besolution,  they  should  be 
making  a  mockery  of  the  prayer  for 
freedom  of  speech,  which  the  Speaker 
uttered  at  the  commencement  of  each 
Parliament.     But  that  prayer  related, 
not  to  permission  to  repeat  the  same 
arguments  20  times  over,  but  for  leave 
to  state  those  arguments  once.     It  was 
the  quality,  and  not  the  quantity,  of  the 
debate  that  had  to  be  looked  to.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Wilton  (Mr.  Herbert) 
had  told  the  House  a  tale  about  the  Ob- 
struction which  the  Liberal  Party,  when 
in  Opposition,  had  offered  to  the  Army 
Discipline  Bill.     He  did  not  wish  to  re- 
criminate,  otherwise  he  could  refer  to 
the  course  taken  by  hon.  Members  op- 
posite to  the  Clerical  Disabilities  Bill,  to 
the  Army  Purchase  Bill,  to  the  Ballot 
Bill,  and  to  many  other  measures.     As 
far  as  related  to  the  Army  Discipline 
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Bill,  however,  it  had  been  supported  by 
the  present  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  and  by  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India ;  and  if,  in  the  face  of  the  com- 
bined action  of  the  two  Front  Benches, 
it  was  so  difficult  to  pass  the  measure, 
that  was  a  convincing  proof  of  the  neces- 
sity for  this  Besolution.  Different  re- 
medies had  been  suggested  as  alter- 
natives to  the  Besolution.  The  noble 
Viscount  the  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Viscount  Sandon)  suggested  Urgency, 
with  increased  powers  of  suspension. 
Did  the  House  wish  to  see  an  increased 
number  of  suspensions,  which  must  in- 
evitably result  in  conflicts  between  in- 
dividuals and  the  Speaker,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  House 
would  sincerely  regret.  There  was  one 
other  matter  to  which  he  wished  to  refer 
before  sitting  down.  On  Wednesday 
last,  in  answer  to  an  appeal  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Con- 
nor Power),  the  Prime  Minister  stated 
that  he  still  kept  in  view  the  question 
of  local  self-government  in  Ireland.  As 
soon  as  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had 
concluded  his  speech,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
suggested  that  the  Government  were 
contemplating  a  new  departure  in  favour 
of  the  Irish  people  in  the  hope  of  in- 
fluencing the  votes  of  their  Bepresenta- 
tives  ;  but  the  Prime  Minister's  declara- 
tions were  simply  statements  with  regard 
to  a  promise  already  given.  In  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  in  January, 
1881,  Her  Majesty  said — 

*'  A  measure  will  be  submitted  to  you  for  the 
establishment  of  County  Government  in  Ireland, 
founded  upon  representative  principles,  and 
framed  with  the  double  aim  of  confirming  popu- 
lar control  over  expenditure,  and  of  supplying 
a  yet  more  serious  want  by  extending  the  for- 
mation of  habits  of  local  self-government." 

That  promise  was  given  in  1881,  and  it 
remained  unfulfllled  because  there  was 
not  freedom  of  discussion  in  that  House. 
Sharing  the  view  of  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  that  the  worst  fate  which 
could  befall  the  House  of  Commons  was 
that  it  should  *'  die  through  contempt," 
he  (the  Attorney  General)  believed  that 
the  only  way  to  avert  that  fate  would  ba 
to  restore  to  that  House  the  full  exercise 
of  its  powers,  and  that  this  object  would 
be  most  eflfectually  attained  by  passing 
the  Besolution  now  under  considera- 
tion. 
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Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  it  would  be  a  pain  to  a  great  many 
people  both  in  England  and  Ireland, 
and  a  disappointment  to  a  gpreat  many 
others,  to  learn  from  the  dry,  legal,  inter- 
pretation g^yen  by  the  First  Law  Officer 
of  the  Crown,  that  the  ambiguous  state- 
ment of  the  Prime  Minister  on  Wednes- 
day last  meant  nothing,  after  all,  but  a 
County  Government  Bill — a  County  Go- 
yemment  Bill  such  as  he  supposed  eyery 
hon.  Member  who  had  oyer  occupied  the 
position  of  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
except  himself  had  at  one  time  or  other 
of  his  career  had  the  pleasure  of  intro- 
ducing to  the  House  of  Cmmons — a 
County  Goyemment  Bill  which,  forsooth, 
was  postponed  last  Session,  simply  be- 
cause Her  Majesty's  Government  pre- 
ferred to  introduce  other  measures  in  its 
place.  He  was  not  surprised  that  the 
Government  had  considered  that  the 
el6ture  —  the  voluntary  cUture  —  which 
was  suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  on  Wednesday 
to  his  Colleagues,  was  no  sufficient  an- 
swer to  that  noble  speech  which  had 
been  delivered  earlier  this  evening — a 
speech  which,  whatever  they  might  think 
of  the  sentiments  contained  in  it,  was,  in 
its  eloquence,  worthy  of  the  best  days  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  was  de- 
serving a  better  reply  than  that  which 
had  been  vouchsafed  to  it.  For  what 
had  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  the 
Attorney  General  done?  He  had  de- 
nounced the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  Cowen),  who  was  a  truer  and  purer 
Badical  than  himself.  He  had  misre- 
presented the  hon.  Gentleman's  state- 
ments, and  had  explained  the  charges 
the  hon.  Member  had  made  by  an  ad- 
mission of  their  truth ;  but  there  was 
one  thing  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  omitted  to  do,  and  that  was 
to  reply  to  the  arguments  contained  in 
the  hon.  Member's  speech.  He  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  had  hoped,  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  in  introducing  this  Eesolution 
at  a  very  early  period  of  the  Session, 
asked  the  House  to  consider  it  as  a 
matter  affecting  its  duties  and  its  dignity, 
and,  indeed,  its  future  welfare,  and  abi- 
lity to  perform  its  duty  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  country,  that  the  House  would 
treat  it  as  other  than  a  Party  question. 
He  had,  in  fact,  understood  the  Prime 
Minister  to  entreat  the  House  not  to 
treat  this  as  a  Party  question.    Well,  it 


had  been  reserved  this  evening  for  the 
First  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown — for  the 
Attorney  General — to  treat  this  as,  above 
all  others,  a  Party  question ;  for  what 
had  he  done  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  in  response  to  his  speech  ? 
Why,  he  had  solemnly  read  the  hon. 
Member  out  of  the  Liberal  Party.  It 
would  be  interesting  to  know  whether  a 
similar  pressure  was  exercised  upon 
those  more  yielding  Members  of  the 
Party  opposite,  who  were  content  with 
speaking  out-of-doors  against  this  Eeso- 
lution, and  witii  placing  Amendments  on 
the  Paper  which  they  never  moved,  and 
the  withdrawal  of  which  they  never 
explained.  He  should  like  to  know — to 
borrow  a  word  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman — whether  the  efforts  of  those 
hon.  Members  had  been  '^  burked  "  in 
the  same  way  as  it  had  been  attempted 
to  '^  burke  "  those  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  proceeded  to  misrepre- 
sent one  of  the  most  important  state- 
ments and  arguments  in  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle.  He 
had  asserted  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
opposed  to  those  very  measures  of  which 
all  his  political  life,  so  far  as  he  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  knew,  he  had 
represented  himself  to  be  the  friend, 
and  in  favour  of  which  he  had  voted 
whenever  an  opportunity  had  presented 
itself.  The  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
said  in  his  speech,  not  that  he  was 
opposed  to  these  measures,  but  that  they 
were  asking  him  to  buy  them  at  too 
dear  a  price.  A  similar  statement  was 
made  the  other  day  by  no  less  an  inde- 
pendent Member  of  the  Party  opposite 
than  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
(Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor) ;  but  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman— why,  he  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach),  knew  not-— had  not  yet  been 
read  out  of  the  Liberal  Party.  Then 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
gone  on  to  tell  them  that  the  charges 
made  against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  were  **  without  foun- 
dation." He  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
did  not  know  what  a  charge  without 
foundation  meant;  but  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  admitted  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
— it  was  to  be  supposed  at  somebody's 
instigation,  for  he  had  never  yet  found 
that  hon.  Member  taking  an  interest  of 
his  own  free  will  in  legislation  apper* 
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taining  to  England — bad  blocked  tbe 
further_proceeding  on  the  Bankruptcy 
Bill.  He  (Sir  Micbael  Hicks-Beach) 
himself  on  that  occasion  saw,  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  admitted, 
tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  take  off  his  hat 
and  second  that  Motion.  If  that  was  not 
an  admission  of  the  charge  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle,  he 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach)  did  not 
know  what  was.  He  had  something 
more  to  say  than  this.  This  was 
not  the  only  action  of  the  kind  under- 
taken by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  He 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  could  re- 
member well,  and  his  Colleagues  could 
also  recollect,  how  on  the  1 1th  and  12th 
of  August,  1879,  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man kept  up  the  House  of  Commons  all 
night  long  by  dilatory  Motions  in  oppo- 
sition to  that  Bill — a  Bill  the  purpose 
and  object  of  which  was  to  save  the 
money  of  the  people.  But  it  was  not 
necessary  to  dwell  further  on  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  aud  learned  Member 
in  reference  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  ;  indeed,  if  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  had  been  in  his  place,  he 
should  not  have  ventured  to  interfere 
between  him  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  He  would  proceed  to  deal 
with  what  he  understood  to  be  the  argu- 
ments of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
in  favour  of  the  proposition  which  they 
were  now  considering.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  great  text  seemed 
to  be  this — if  Members  of  the  House 
would  discuss  some  measures  at  too 
great  length,  other  measures  equally  or 
more  important  could  not  be  discussed 
at  all.  Let  them  deal  with  the  discus- 
sion of  certain  measures  at  too  great 
length  first.  What  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  he  supposed,  meant  was  this — 
that  trivial  discussions  had  been  initiated 
and  carried  on  in  the  House  in  order  to 
prevent  other  measures  coming  on. 
Well,  if  that  were  so,  that  practice,  he 
ventured  to  say,  would  be  entirely  put 
down  by  some  such  Proviso  as  was  con- 
tained in  the  5th  Hule  placed  on  the 
Table  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
preventing  unnecessary  repetitions,  and 
compelling  Members — as,  indeed,  they 
might  be  compelled  under  the  existing 
Bules — to  adhere  to  the  Question  before 
tho  House,  and  empowering  the  Chair, 
if  they  did  not  do  their  duty  in  that  re- 
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spect,  to  compel  them  to  cease  their 
speeches.  Then  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that  the  Esti- 
mates at  present  were  not  sufficiently 
discussed,  that  opportunities  could  not 
be  found  for  approaching  them,  and 
that,  in  fact,  they  were  impeded  by 
waste  of  time.  But  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment appeared  to  have  forgotten 
that  they  had  placed  on  the  Paper  a 
Rule — the  12th  of  these  Hesolutions— 
which  went  much  further  than  was 
necessary  to  cure  any  defect  that  existed 
in  their  practice  in  that  respect.  If  that 
Resolution  were  carried  in  anything  like 
its  present  form,  far  more  time  would  be 
given  to  the  Government  for  the  trans- 
action of  the  Business  of  Supply  than 
any  Government  had  hitherto  possessed 
in  that  House,  and  the  particular  objec- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  certainly  be  met.  But  then  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  said— 
**  Oh,  then  there  is  the  Indian  Budget, 
which  cannot  be  properly  discussed. "^ 
Why,  he  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
thought  they  understood  from  the  Prime 
Minister  the  other  day  that  when  hon. 
Gentlemen  did  not  choose  to  attend  the 
House  debates  ought  to  *  cease  and  dis- 
cussion was  useless  ;  and  if  ever  there 
was  an  occasion  when  hon.  Members 
were  not  present  in  the  House,  surely  it 
was  when  the  Indian  Budget  was  before 
it.  Then  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
referred  to  private  legislation,  and  made 
a  bitter  complaint  that  the  Settled  Land 
Bill  of  the  present  Session  had  been 
passed  without  public  debate  in  the 
House.  Well,  but  if  that  was  a  good 
measure,  as  he  understood  from  the 
Attorney  General  it  was,  what  would 
have  been  the  use  of  discussion  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Hear,  hear ! 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
said,  he  did  not  know  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  meant.  His  statement 
was  this — here  was  an  Act  admitted  hy 
every  Member  of  the  House  to  be  a  good 
measure 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Not  at  all. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Not  admitted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  be  a  good  measure  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hbnry  James)  :  Not  admitted  by  evexy 
Member  of  the  House. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Why,  then,  did  the  Government  consent 
to  its  passing  ?    Here  was  an  Act  ad- 
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mitted,  if  not  by  every  Member,  at  all 
events  by  99  out  of  100  Members  to  be 
a  good  one,  and  because  there  was  not  a 
diacuBsion  on  it — which  would  have  been 
perfectly  useless  in  the  face  of  universal 
assent — they  were  told,  forsooth,  that 
the  cl6tur$  was  required.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  said  that  the  present 
state  of  things  must  be  amended ;  but 
that  was  no  argument  whatever  in  favour 
of  the  particular  proposal  before  the 
House.  It  was  all  very  well  for  hon. 
Members  to  repeat — as  hon.  Members 
opposite  had,  day  after  day,  repeated — 
that  the  present  state  of  things  was  in- 
tolerable, that  there  was  great  waste  of 
time,  and  that  some  steps  must  be  taken 
to  deal  with  the  evil.  If  the  Prime 
Minister  had  come  down  to  the  House 
and  moved  a  general  Kesolution  of  that 
kind,  these  arguments  would  have  been 
perfectly  appropriate,  and  he  (Sir  Mi- 
ohael  Hicks-Beach),  for  one,  would  not 
have  been  voting  or  speaking  in  opposi- 
iion  to  him ;  but  what  they  had  to  con- 
sider that  night  was  whether  this  par- 
tioular  Resolution  now  before  the  House 
was  the  right  way  of  dealing  with  the 
evil  of  which  thev  complained.  He,  for 
his  part,  venturea  to  say  that  it  was  not. 
In  the  first  place,  it  was  directly  con- 
trary to  the  principle  which  the  late  Qo- 
Temment  invariably  followed  in  all  their 
proceedings  on  this  question.  That  prin- 
ciple was  that  in  attempting  to  restrict 
the  waste  of  time  in  the  House — call  it 
by  what  name  they  pleased — they  must 
attempt  to  deal  with  those  persons  who 
were  guilty  of  that  waste,  and  must  not, 
for  their  fault,  take  away  privileges 
firom  Members  who  did  not  abuse  them. 
That  was  the  principle  of  the  late  Go- 
Temment,  and  it  was  directly  violated 
bj  the  proposal  before  the  House.  But, 
again,  he  believed — and,  if  time  per- 
mitted, he  believed  he  could  show  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  House — that  all  the 
evils  of  which  they  had  cause  to  com- 
plain, in  connection  with  waste  of  time  in 
the  House,  would  be  covered  by  one  or 
other  of  the  Besolutions  on  the  Paper, 
without  any  necessity  at  all  for  this  He- 
solution.  If  that  were  so,  he  would  ask, 
why  was  th^s  Besolution  pressed  upon 
them  with  an  urgency  quite  unparalleled 
in  the  history  of  similar  measures  ?  Was 
it  because  of  its  intrinsic  merits  ?  Why, 
no  one  defended  it  on  that  ground.  Was 
it  because  it  was  in  accordance  with  the 
i<  evident  sense  of  the  House  at  large  V 


The  division  would  show  that  it  was  no- 
thing of  that  kind.  Wa8"*it  on  account  of 
Foreign  or  Colonial  experience?  That 
argument  had  been  tried,  but  had  failed. 
Was  it  because  it,  and  it  alone,  could 
satisfactorily  relieve  any  particular  evil  ? 
No  one  had  shown  that  to  be  the  case. 
Was  it  because  anyone  believed  that 
within  the  next  year  or  so  it  was  likely 
to  have  any  very  gpreat  effect  if  applied 
as  Her  Majesty's  Government  professed 
they  intended  to  apply  it,  and  in  the 
only  way  in  which  Mr.  Speaker  would 
permit  it  to  be  applied  ?  Why,  they  had 
heard  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
South  Durham  (Sir  Joseph  Pease),  whose 
views,  he  believed,  were  shared  by  many 
who  sat  in  that  quarter  of  the  House, 
say  that  if  he  thought  it  would  be'  em- 
ployed as  a  Party  weapon,  he,  for  one, 
would  vote  against  it.  No  doubt,  that 
was  the  hon.  Baronet's  view.  He  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  wished  to  speak 
with  every  respect  of  the  intentions  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  on  that  mat- 
ter ;  but  what  he  feared  was  that  they 
were  not  masters  of  their  intentions  in 
the  future.  The  real  masters  of  this 
matter  in  the  future,  if  they  sat  any- 
where at  all  in  that  House,  sat  below 
the  Gangway  on  the  Ministerial  side; 
and  what  had  they  said  with  reference 
to  their  intentions  as  to  the  working  and 
application  of  this  Eule?  He  did  not 
know  what  view  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  might  take  on  this  point; 
but  it  was  a  singular  fact  that  through- 
out the  whole  course  of  these  debates 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  never 
favoured  the  House  with  his  views  as  to 
this  matter.  The  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  the  other  night 
shrank  with  something  like  horror  from 
the  doctrines  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere) ;  but  he 
feared  that  the  active  Members  of  the 
noble  Marquess's  Party  would  really,  in 
the  end,  control  its  policy,  and  would  be 
too  strong  for  the  noble  Marquess  in 
this  matter,  as  they  had  been  this  and 
last  year  on  the  great  question  of  Irish 
land  legislation  —  he  feared  that  the 
noble  Marquess  would  be  hurried  away 
by  his  Party  into  sanctioning  an  appli- 
cation of  this  Eule  which,  no  doubt^  at 
the  present  moment,  the  noble  Marquess 
did  not  in  the  least  degree  intend. 
There  was,  then,  this  fact  to  guide  them 
as  to  the  future ;   and  there  was  this 

^.Nineteenth  HijUrX 
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other  fact — that  with  these  threats  as  to  •«  whethor  the  Committee  entertun  the  same 

the  application  of  the  Eule  before  their  ''<'"  ^^'^^  '  do."-[7Sirf.] 

eyes.    Ker  Majestr's  GoTemmeDt  bad  He  then  put  the  Qaestion,  which,  on  a 

steadfastly  declined  to  iassrt  anj  words  division,  was  negatived ;  and  a  Motion 

in  these  Rules  that  would  prevent  these  was  thereupon  made  by  the  hon.  Uem- 

threata  from  being  carried  into  eSect.  berforBoscommon(lfr.  0'Kelly),"That 

He  did  not  know  whether  they  would  be  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

told   that,    after   all,    these   fears  were  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  01s- 

groundlese,  and  that  the  safeguard  was  morganshire  (Sir  Husaej  Vivian)  then 

the  initiative  of  the  Chair.  If  the  House  rose  and  said — 

would  bear  with  him,  he  should  like  to  '-i  think  that  the  Committee  most  feel  thit 

ask  hoQ.  Members   to   tost  by  practical  the  time  hat  fully  come  when  thia,  which  I 

experience  the  value  of  this  safeguard  of  would  almost  call  a  faroo.  should  be  brought  ta 

the  initiative  of  the  Chair.     He  did  not  ?,='?"■  ■  ■  ■  ■  ;""'""?'  bo  denied  that  tti 

r      1    •!-         .■  ^      f  ..I-      o        1  Motion  of  the  hon.  Slamber  cornea  within  tlia 

now  refer  to  the  action  of  the  Speaker,  gtaading   Order  of   this  Hoose.      I  therafo™ 

They  all  knew  that  they  were  safe  m  the  most  eamoetly  appeal  t«  the  Lewler  of  lb* 

right  hon.  Qentleman's  hands;  and  as  to  Houae  not  to  allow  this  atat«  of  things  to  nn- 

the  future,  he  (Sir  Michel  fficks-Beach)  tj""?  ">  'bwlul*  oppodtion  to,  and  diaregud  ot 

was   not   going    to    deal    in   prophecy,  the  SUnding  Order,  and  that  ha  w^tiie  •«!. 

-,„,    .  t     •*  P    *  J  .                      *!     1-  .L-  maasuren  as  an  necesaary  to  re-ntabhsh  the 

What  he  referred  to  was  a  part  of  this  dignity  and  Orfer  of  the  kouse.  "—[/*«.] 

question   which   was  very  remarkably  „.      .  , .  ,        r.  ■     j   .v    ^r      v      » 

avoided   by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  ^'r"^*  l"*?"  *^"^"?  the  M^ber  for 

the   Prime    Mioister   in  his  roply  to  South- West  Lancashire  (Sir  B.  Aashe- 

tho    right    hon.    and     learned   Gentle-  ^"^  <^™«')  **  <""=«  '^«  •■"*  '""<^- 

man  the  Member  for  the  University  of  "According  to  tho  StMidinn  Orders  of  tUt 

Dublin    {Mr.    Gibson),    and    that   was  ^°,'^'^ ■.ri^rT"''!,'"'' S*  v^^«  "^f '^ 

.,             ..1          ,  .,      ri-i   ■                t  n  "ot  reat  with  the  Leadoc  of  the  Houae,  but  wiu 

the  position  o:  tne  Ubairman  or  Lorn-  theSpeakerortheChairman  of  Committ***."- 

mittees,    to   whom  they  had    unfortu-  [Ibid.] 

'  '      '   trusted    the   working   of  this  ail 

e  should  like  to  rocall  the  at-  q'^tt      -j  h.  i  ^i.  ""■  i. ..  i."     v— 

:  the  Ho«.e  to  wh.1  had  «;.  y"' '  ,  "^'a""!' w   ^  ?*       K°"     J^ 

t,.-ii™  ^itki.,  »  .^.^..^^-t  t;^«    t.t,^  ber    for  Houth-West    liancashire    nsa 

S^/'J  S  ?  V    ^.     -1!  "»».  '•I'"  ,„irf  the  law  of  the  Hou,«  oo  tie  nb- 

place  in  that  House  with  reirara  toa....,       _..  3        l±      i 

bule-namely.the  I2th  Standing  Order  J?**  with  perfect  accuracy,  and  oontmusd 

of  the  2Sth  of  February,  under  which  t^"*— 

the  initiative  rested  as  fully  and  com-  "*'  t*"*  »"•  time,  as  an  appeal  lua  bm 

pletelj  with  ft.  Chair  a.  it  wa.  pr.pc.d  rL^^.tj.-S-Sf  iX!  t\S  1?S 

it    should     do     under    the     Kule     now  my  duty  to  answer  the  appeal,  and  at  least  giw 

under  consideration.     The  House  would  my  opinion.    I  am  bonnd  ta  say  that  I  cannot 

remember  that  on  the   1st  of  July  last  '"'  ■  moment  entertain  a  doubt  aa  to  the  appli- 

the     Committee     of     the     House    had  ^tionoj^^the^Sbuiding  Order  to  the  can  bafcn 
been   for  many  hours  engaged  in  the 

discussion  of  the  Protection  of  Person  And    then  the  right    hon.    Gentlemaa 

and  Property   (Ireland)   Bill.     Motions  showed   why   it  applied.     Immediatelj 

for    reporting   Progress    and    for   Ad-  o°-  ^^^  Leader  of  the  House  Tesuming 

joumment  had  been  made.     Tho  hon.  bis  seat,  the  Chairman,  who  had  taken 

Member    for   Queen's  County  (Mr.   A.  no  action  up  to  that  time,  said— 

O'Connor)   rose  and  made    another  of  "  I  think  it  now  my  duty  to  Name  ccrtsii 

those  Motions,   aod   the   hon.   and  gal-  Members  as  having  abused  the  Boles  cJ  thi 

lant  Member  for  West  Gloucestershire  Hoiue  by  p.nrietent  and  wUful  Ob^dion  ol 

(Oobnel  Kingscote)  asked   if  the  hon.  the  Bomnea,  of  the  Committoe.--[/*'rf-] 

Member   for    Queen's  County   was  in  The  House  would  observe  that  the  Soli 

Order.     He  said —  placed  the  initiative  in  the  Chairman  of 

■'  It  waa  trifling  with  the  CommitUe  to  make  Committees  j  he  was  unwilling  to  eiM- 

■uohUotionscontinually."— [3S^iinnirif,ccliii.  cise  it;  he   permitted  an  appeal  tO  ba 

ISOI]  made  to  the  Leader  of  the  House,  and 

The    Chairman  of  Ways   and   Means,  the  Leader  of  the  House  expressed  liii 

with  whom  the  initiative  rested,  said —  opinion  on  the  subject — an  opinion  ei- 

"  The  Chaiiman  ie  only  the  exponent  of  the  Pressed  in  terms  which  he  (Sir  Midisd 

wishes  of  the  Comniittee.  and  I  bare  waited  to  Bicks-Beacb)   ventured  to    aay  ten  u 
Sir  Michael  Ilich-Btach 


1277  Parliamenf—Businmofthe  (NotsmbsbIO,  1882]  ffouse—TTie  New  Rules.  1278 


any  Chairmen  of  Committees  could,  by 
any  possibility,  resist ;  and  the  Chair- 
man, on  the  authority  of  the  Leader  of 
the  House,  accordingly  Named  certain 
Members  as  having  been  guilty  of  Ob- 
Btruotion.     Far  be  it  from  him  to  say 
it  was  done  wrongly  ;  but  the  Bule,  at 
least,  was  put  in  force  under  circum- 
stances that  could  not  for  a  moment 
have  been  expected  by  the  House  when 
it  was  passed.     Did  not  this  argument 
pulverize  and  destroy  all  that  had  been 
said  as  to  the  value  of  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  with    regard    to    the 
working  of  the  Bule  ?    He  trusted  the 
House  would  understand  that  he  had 
not  quoted  this  page  of  Parliamentary 
history  with  the  idea  of   casting  any 
blame  upon  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means — an  honourable  Gentleman,  ac- 
tuated with  a  sincere  desire  to  be  impar- 
tial in  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  his 
Office.     Nor  did  he  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  acted  on  the  occasion 
referred  to  in  accordance  with  what  was 
generally  known  as  Party  purposes.  But 
here  was  an  honourable  and  impartial 
Chairman  of  Committees,  and  a  Leader 
of  the  House  anxious,  above  all  things, 
to  maintain  the  authority  of  the  Chair  ; 
and    yet    the    douse  would    see   that 
the   initiative    which  belonged  to    the 
former    was    virtually  taken    by    the 
Leader  of  the  House.    He  would  now 
put  a  more  recent  case.     Hon.  Members 
would  recollect  the  impatience  which,  in 
speech  and  action,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  exhibited  at 
the  prolongation  of  the  debate  on  Wed- 
nesday last,   an  impatience    somewhat 
hard  upon  the  House,    when  it    was 
borne  in  mind  that  the  debate  was  pro- 
longed for  the  convenience  of  both  sides, 
and  especially  in  order  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's   Ministers  might  yesterday    be 
enabled  to  attend  elsewhere.    He  would 
suppose,  then,  that  on  Wednesday  after- 
noon, the  Prime  Minister  entertaining 
those  feelings,  an  hon.  Member  of  great 
weight  and  authority,  a  perfect  monu- 
ment of  impartiality,  had  risen  from  his 
place    and    said,  as  did  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Glamorganshire 
(Sir  Hussey  Vivian)  in  July  last,  that "  the 
time  had  fully  come  when  that  which  he 
would  almost  call  a    farce    should  be 
brought  to    a  close ; "  that  the  Prime 
Minister  said — **We  do  not  think  the 
prolongation  of  this  dilatory  debate  ex- 
pedient, or  a  useful  expenditure  of  pub- 


lic time ;  that  those  Benches  were 
crowded  with  independent  supporters  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  that  the 
*  evident  sense  of  the  House  '  had  been 
manifested  by  unmistakable  cheers." 
Did  hoD.  Members  suppose  that,  under 
those  circumstances,  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  would  have  been  suffi- 
ciently independent  to  assert  his  own 
view  of  the  adequacy  of  the  discussion 
against  the  authority  of  the  Leader  of 
the  House,  supported,  as  it  would  cer- 
tainly be  next  morning,  by  every  Party 
organ  in  the  United  Kingdom?  He 
thought  not.  If,  then,  what  he  had 
stated  were  likely  to  re-occur,  surely 
they  were  not  very  far  from  the  time 
when,  to  use  the  words  spoken  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  other  day,  it 
would  not  be  long  before  the  closing 
power  was  contaminated  by  bringing 
the  action  of  Party  and  Party  influence 
into  connection  with  the  Chair,  and 
affecting  its  traditions,  to  be  in  their 
turn  followed  by  a  violation  of  the  tra- 
ditions of  the  House.  He  was  aware 
they  were  told  that  there  would  be 
another  safeguard ;  and  he  referred  to 
the  fact  that  he  had  already  mentioned 
this,  because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  doDO  him  the  honour  to  quote,  on 
two  occasions,  words  he  had  used  with 
reference  to  the  subject  in  the  spring 
of  the  year.     On  that  occasion  he  said — 

**  He  thought  the  GoTemment,  under  the 
conditions  of  the  present  day,  and  under  the 
present  conditions  of  political  life,  would  be 
deterred  from  an  unfair  application  of  this  Rule 
simply  by  fear  of  the  consequences." 

And  that — 

**  If  they  attempted  any  such  course,  their 
opponents  and  critics  would  have  a  much  plea- 
santer  time  in  the  ensuing  autumn  than  they 
would." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not, 
however,  quoted  the  whole  of  what  he 
said  on  this  subject.  He  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  went  on  to  say — 

< 'Although  Ibelieye  that  to  be  the  true  outcome 
of  the  position  under  present  circumstances,  I 
yery  much  fear,  looking  at  the  way  in  which 
day  by  day  the  expression  of  indiyidual  political 
opinion  becomes  more  difficult  in  this  country ; 
how  day  by  day  political  action  is  being  more 
strictly  confined  within  the  limits  of  Party 
organization,  that  the  time  will  surely  come 
when  the  Government  of  the  day,  taught  by 
the  Cloture  and  the  Caucuses,  may  with  im- 
punity use  this  weapon  to  put  down  political 
independence  in  the  House  and  in  the  country, 
without  that  fear  of  appeal  to  the  country, 
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which  fortunately,  under  present  circumftancef, 
would  preserve  us  from  harm.'' 

In  conclusion,  the  House  had  before  it  a 
Hesolution  untouched,  as  he  believed, 
in  its  worst  and  vital  points  by  any 
Amendments  to  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  assented.  From  their 
public  speeches,  from  the  Amendments 
they  had  placed  upon  the  Paper,  they 
knew  that  hon.  Members  opposite  were 
as  strongly  opposed  to  this  Hesolution 
as  were  those  on  that  side  of  the  House ; 
and  he  ventured  to  express  the  hope 
that  even  yet,  in  the  division  about  to 
take  place,  they  might  be  permitted  to 
believe  they  were  dealing  with  the  issue 
on  its  intrinsic  merits,  uncomplicated 
with  any  question  of  confidence,  or  want 
of  confidence,  in  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. In  his  speech  on  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson),  the  Prime  Minister  said 
that  it  would  be  trespassing  on  the  just 
jurisdiction  of  the  House  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  try  to  enforce  the  rejection 
of  that  Motion  by  a  threat  of  resigna- 
tion. He  went  on  to  say  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
not  an  Amendment,  but  actually  a  de- 
terioration of  the  present  Procedure, 
adding  that  he  would  rather  have  no 
eldture  at  all.  He  hoped  and  believed 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  felt 
80  strongly  the  injustice  of  using  Party 
pressure  in  reference  to  that  Amend- 
ment, would  at  least  free  hon.  Members 
from  this  pressure  in  the  vote  they  were 
about  to  give  upon  a  Hesolution,  the 
rejection  of  which,  as  he  had  stated, 
would  be  less  disagreeable  to  the  Go- 
vernment than  would  have  been  the 
afiirmation  of  the  Motion  of  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  opposed  the  Hesolution  had 
been  told,  in  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sions which  had  taken  place,  that  they 
were  contending  for  the  right  to  veto 
the  measures  of  the  majority  by  inter- 
minable and  useless  discussion.  They 
contended  for  no  such  right;  they  had 
never  exercised  it ;  and,  moreover,  they 
believed  that  its  exercise  would  render 
Parliamentary  government  not  only  diffi- 
cult, but  impossible.  What  they  con- 
tended for  was  that;  in  the  alterations 
of  the  Procedure  of  the  House,  the 
measures  adopted  should  be  such  as 
were  required  to  restrict  the  licence  of 
those  offenders  of  whom  they  had  cause 

Sir  Miehael  Hioh- Beach 


to  complain,  without  depriving  the  great 
majority  of  Members  of  liberties  which 
they  had  never  abused ;  and  in  aid  of 
that  contention,  on  its  intrinsic  merits 
alone,  they  asked  for  the  support  of  aU, 
of  whatever  Party,  who  wished  to  pre- 
serve the  rights  and  privileges  of  the 
House  of  Commons. 

^Ie.  BROMLEY  DAVENPORT,  who 
rose  amid  cries  of  "  Divide! "  said,  he 
should  not  detain  the  House  at  any 
length ;  but  he  had  one  word  to  say, 
and,  notwithstanding  the  cries  of  hon. 
Members  opposite,  as  an  old  Member  of 
the  House,  he  intended  to  say  it.  He 
wished  to  enter  his  stroneest  protest,  on 
behalf  of  a  g^at  constituency  (North 
Warwickshire)  and  of  the  silent  Mem- 
bers, against  this  Resolution.  The  whole 
question  lay  in  a  nutshell.  If  the  object 
was  the  repression  of  Obstruction,  a  two- 
thirds'  majority  would  secure  it ;  but  if 
it  was  something  else,  then  he  said  that 
the  Minister  who  brought  forward  this 
Resolution  was  deserving  of  great  blame. 
He  would  call  to  mind  what  occurred  in 
1048,  when  a  Resolution  was  passed  by, 
as  he  supposed,  the  Prime  Minister  of 
that  period,  to  the  effect  that  the  best 
means  to  obtain  the  e{^d  in  view  was  to 
have  soldiers  in  Westminster  Hall,  the 
Court  of  Requests,  and  in  the  Lobby,  bo 
that  they  might  be  in  readiness  to  pass 
into  the  House.  Colonel  Pride  was  in 
command  of  the  doors  on  that  occasion 
to  prevent  those  Members  who  were  ex- 
cluded from  entering  the  House.  They 
were  about  to  enter  upon  a  similar  state 
of  things ;  and  he  would  add,  with  re- 
ference to  the  Speaker's  Office,  that,  in 
his  opinion,  if  the  Resolution  now  before 
the  House  were  passed,  the  dignity  and 
sanctity  of  that  Office  would  be  gone. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  rose  to  ask  a 
question  arising  out  of  the  speech  of  the 
Attorney  General.  The  Prime  Minister, 
in  the  course  of  these  debates,  had  told 
them  that  the  eldture  was  not  for  the 
purpose  of  dealing  with  Obstruction,  but 
to  facilitate  legislation  which  the  Oo- 
vemment  might  deem  desirable.  Nov, 
in  the  course  of  his  speech,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  had  stated  that 
legislation  was  wanted  for  the  miners  of 
Northumberland  and  the  labourers  of 
Newcastle.  To  what  legislation  did  this 
refer  ?  Either  it  meant  something  or 
nothing.  If  it  meant  something,  and  if 
the  Attorney  General  referred  to  some 
specific  measures  which  he  had  in  coa- 
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of  the  year  he  cited  a  speech  of  the 
noble  Marquess  showing  that  he  was 
the  author  of  this  measure,  and  he  cited 
a  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  in  an- 
swer t#  his  Colleague ;  and,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  he  would  read 
the  Prime  Minister's  speech.  The  Prime 
Minister  said— [ '  *  Oh !  **]— -well,  he  would 
not  quote ;  but  he  would  say  that  in 
answering  and  condemning  his  Colleague 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
ddture,  instead  of  punishing  the  offend- 
ing Members,  would  punish  the  House 
itself.  He  had  taken  the  trouble  to 
copy  the  particular  passage  from  the 
speech,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wished,  he  would  read  it  to  the  House. 
[•*  Read  !  "]  On  the  27th  of  February, 
1880,  the  Prime  Minister  said — 


tcmplation,  or  which  tho  Government 
intended  to  introduce,  it  was  essential, 
before  the  House  passed  a  Hule  to 
facilitate  legislation,  that  they  should 
know  what  those  measures  were.  He 
would  distinctly  ask  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral to  state  what  the  measures  were  that 
were  necessary  for  tho  miners  of  North- 
umberland and  for  the  labourers  of 
Newcastle.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
Attorney  General  meant  nothing  by  the 
statement,  it  appeared  to  him  (Lord 
Elcho)  to  be  unwise  on  the  part  of  a 
Minister  to  encourage  expectations  which 
the  Government  had  no  intention  of 
realizing,  and  to  do  that  in  the  interest 
of  a  political  Party. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  had  no 
intention  of  trespassing  more  than  a  few 
minutes  upon  the  time  of  the  House. 
Attention  had  been  called  to  the  most 
able  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  Cowen).  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  was  a  Kadical,  and 
he  spoke  as  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  had 
heard  Badicals  speak  in  days  of  old. 
The  hon.  Member  was  a  happy  excep- 
tion to  the  ultra- Liberals  of  the  present 
day.  But  he  wished  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  another  speech — to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton).  That  hon.  Member  gave 
a  full  account  of  the  origin  of  the  Party 
to  which  he  belonged.  He  said  that  his 
Party  had  separated  itself  from  all  other 
Parties  in  Ireland,  and  that  the  object 
of  the  Party  was  the  disorganization 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  He  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  sat  behind  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  ;  and  those  were  the  senti- 
ments, if  not  the  exact  words,  with 
which  his  speech  concluded.  Now,  he 
did  not  hear  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister  on  Wednesday — he  did  not 
expect  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
speak  on  that  day — but  he  claimed  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  he  said  that  he  (the  Prime  Minis- 
ter) was  not  the  author  of  this  measure. 
The  author  of  the  measure  sat  beside 
the  Prime  Minister — namely,  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington).  He 
served  with  the  noble  Marquess  upon 
the  Committee  on  Public  Business  which 
satin  1878.  The  noble  Marquess  did  not 
make  his  intention  perfectly  clear  to  that 
Committee — he  would  not  venture  to  do 
so  there ;  but  he  owned  his  intention  in 
his  speech  in  this  debate.    In  the  spring 

VOL.  CCIiXXIV.    [xniiiD  SERIES.] 


''Reference  has  been  made  to  the  practice 
abroad  of  what  is  termed  the  clSture  ;  but  let  us 
observe  and  bear  in  mind  that,  whatever  tho 
cloture  may  be  as  a  means  of  saving  tho  time  of 
a  deliberative  Assembly,  it  is,  I  think — and  so 
I  presume  Uer  Majesty's  Qovemment  have 
thought— inapplicable  to  the  present  discussion, 
because,  as  a  penal  measure,  it  would  surely  be 
altogether  inappropriate.  The  cldture  is  not  tho 
stoppage  of  a  particular  Member  who  is  sup- 
posed to  have  offended,  it  is  the  stoppage  of  the 
debate  ;  and,  therefore,  to  bring  in  the  cUture 
for  the  purposes  which  this  Resolution  contem- 
plates would  be  simply  to  enact  that  the  House 
would  punish  itself,  and  the  great  interests  with 
which  it  is  charged,  in  consequence  of  the 
offence  of  a  particular  Member.*' — [3  Hansard, 
ccl.  1693.] 

Now,  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  begged  to 
recall  attention  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton).  The 
hon.  Gentleman  boasted  that  he  had 
been  a  party  to  the  protraction  of  de- 
bates. He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  claimed  the 
deliberate  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  that  this 
measure  would  not  check  abuse  on  the 
part  of  Members  themselves,  but  that 
it  would  punish  the  House  of  Commons. 
In  conclu&ion,  he  trusted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  persevere  with 
the  principle  of  his  9th  Resolution, 
which  was  in  accordance  with  the  ancient 
discipline  of  the  House,  which  had  al- 
ways proved  effectual  whenever  it  had 
been  applied — namely,  of  calling  to  the 
Bar  or  of  suspending  for  an  indefinite 
period  a  Member  who,  like  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo,  had  disorganized  the 
debates  in  the  House.  Ho  lamented 
this  measure  because  it  was  a  measure 
in  which  the  minority  would  not  only 
dispute  the  Speaker's  decision,  but  mtist 

2  T  [iVweUentK  NigU?^ 
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appear,  at  all  events,  to  controvert  bis 
authority,  and  thereby  to  contribute  to 
the  dishonour  of  the  Office  the  right 
lion.  Gentlemap  the  Speaker  had  so 
worthily  filled. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  304 ;  Noes 
260  :     Majority    44. 


AYES. 


Acland,  C.  T.  D. 
Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Afrnew,  W. 
Ains worth,  D. 
Allen,  H.  G. 
Allen,  W.  8. 
Annitage,  6. 
Armitstead,  G. 
Arnold,  A. 
Asher,  A. 
Ashley,  hon.  E.  M. 
Baldwin,  E. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Balfour,  J.  B. 
Balfour,  J.  S. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barran,  J. 
Bass,  Sir  A. 
Ba88,H. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Baxter,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Blennerhassett,  Sir  R. 
Bolton,  J.  0. 
Borlase,  W.  C. 
Brand,  H.  R. 
Brassey,  H.  A. 
Brassev,  Sir  T. 
Brett,  R.  B. 
Briggs,  W.  E. 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Bright,  J.  (Manchester) 
Brinton,  J, 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brogden,  A. 
Brooks,  M. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  rt.  hon.  Lord  C. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Bryce,  J. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Burt,  T. 
Buszard,  M.  G. 
Butt,  C.  P. 
Buxton,  F.  W. 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Cameron,  0. 
Camphell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Campbell-  Bannerman, 

XI. 

Carbutt,  E.  H. 
Carington,  hon.  R. 
Cartwright,  W,  C. 
Causton,  R.  K. 
Cavendiah,  Lord  E. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 

iir.  Newde^aie 


Chambers,  Sir  T. 
Cheetham,  J.  F. 
Childer8,rt.hn.H.C.E. 
Clarke,  J.  C. 
Clifford,  C.  C. 
Cohen,  A. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Collings,  J. 
Collins,  E. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Colthur8t,Col.D.  LaT. 
Corbett,  J. 
Cotes,  C.  0. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cowper,  hon.  H.  F. 
Craig,  W.  Y. 
Crevke,  R. 
Cropper,  J. 
Cross,  J.  K. 
Cunliffe.  Sir  R.  A. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Davey,  H. 
Davies,  D. 
Da  vies,  R. 
Davies,  W. 
De  Ferrieres,  Baron 
Dickson,  J. 
Dickson,  T.  A. 
Dilke,  Sir  C.  W. 
Dilke,  A.  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 

Dodson,  rt.  hon.  J.  G. 
Duckham,  T. 
Duff,  R.  W. 
Dundas,  hon.  J.  C. 
Earp,  T. 

Ebnngton,  Viscount 
Edwards,  H. 
Edwards,  P. 
Egerton,  Adm.  hon.  F. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Errington,  G. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Fairbaim,  Sir  A. 
Fa'rquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Fawcett,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Fay,  C.  J. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Ff bikes,  Sir  W.  H.  B. 
Findlater,  W. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  E. 
Fitzwilliam,    hon.     C. 

W.  W. 
Flower,  C. 
Foljambe,  C.  O.  8. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  S. 
Forater,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 


Forster,  Sir  C. 
Fort,  R. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fowler,  W. 
Fry,  L. 
Fry,  T. 
Givan,  J. 

Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  W.  E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Glyn,  hon.  S.  C. 
Gordon,  Sir  A. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Gower,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 
Grafton,  F.  W. 
Grant,  A. 
Grant,  D. 
Grant,  Sir  G.  M. 
Grenfell,  W.  H. 
Grey,  A.  H.  G. 
Guest,  M.  J. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Harcourt,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Ha3rter,  Sir  A.  D. 
Heneage,  E. 
ilerschell.  Sir  F. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Hill,  T.  R. 
Holden,  I. 
HoUand,  S. 
Hollond,  J.  R. 
Holms,  J. 
Holms,  W. 
Hopwood,  C.  H. 
Howard,  E.  S. 
Howard,  G.  J. 
Howard,  J. 
lUing^orth,  A. 
Inderwick,  F.  A. 
James,  C. 
James,  Sir  H. 
James,  W.  H. 
Jardine,  R. 
Jenkins,  Sir  J.  J. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Jemingham,  H.  E.  H. 
Johnson,  rt.  hon.W.  M. 
Johnson,  E. 
Jones- Parry,  L. 
Kinnear,  J. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Laing,  S. 

Lambton,  hon.  F.  W. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  W. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Lea,  T. 
Leake,  R. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Lee,  H. 
Lceman,  J.  J. 
Lofevre,  rt.  hn.  G.  J.  S. 
Leigh,  hon.  G.  H.  C. 
Lloyd,  M. 
Lusk,  Sir  A. 
Lymington,  Viscount 
M*Arthur,  A. 


M'Arthur,  W. 
M'Clure,  Sir  T. 
M'Intjrre,  iEneaa  J. 
Mackie,  R.  B. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
M*Lagan,  P. 
McLaren,  C.  B.  B. 
Macliver,  P.  8. 
M'Minnies,  J.  G. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
Marjoribanks,  E. 
Martin,  R.  B. 
Ma8kelyne,M.H.Stor7- 
Matheson,  Sir  A. 
Maxwell- Heron,  J. 
Meldon,  C.  H. 
MeUor,  J.  W. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Moreton,  Lord 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  0. 
Morley,  A. 
Morley,  S. 

Mundella,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Nicholson,  W. 
Noel,  E. 

O'Beime,  Colonel  F. 
O'Brien.  Sir  P. 
O'Donoghue,  The 
0*8haughne88T,  R. 
O'Shea,  W.  BL 
Otway,  Sir  A. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Palmer,  C.  M. 
Palmer,  G. 
Palmer,  J.  H. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pease,  A. 
Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 
Peddie,  J.  D. 
Peel,  A.  W. 
Pender,  J. 
Pennington,  F. 
Philips,  R.  N. 
Pla3*fair,  rt.  hon.  L. 
Porter,  A.  M. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R,  H. 
Price,  Sir  R.  G. 
Pulley,  J. 
Ralli,  P. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Rathbone,  "W. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Rendel,  S. 
Richard,  H. 
Richardson,  J.  N. 
Richardson,  T.    . 
Roberts,  J. 
Robertson,  H. 
Rogers,  J.  E,  T. 
Rothschild.  Sir  N.M.de 

Roundell,  C.  S. 
Russell,  Lord  A. 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  G.  W.  R 
Samuelson,  B. 
Samuelson,  H. 
Seely,C.  (Nottin^iMn) 
SeUar,  A.  C. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheridan,  H.  B, 
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Shield,  H. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J. 
Sinclair,  Sir  J.  G.  T. 
Slagg:,  J. 
Smith,  E. 

Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stanley,  hon.  E.  L. 
Stansfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stanton,  W.  J. 
Stevenson,  J.  G. 
Stewart,  J. 
Storey,  S. 
Stuart,  H.  V. 
Snramers,  W. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tavistock,  Marquess  of 
Tennant,  C. 
Thomasson,  J.  P. 
Thompson,  T.  0. 
Tillett,  J.  H. 
Tracy,  hon.  F.  S.  A. 

Hanbury- 
Trevelyan,rt.  hn.  G.  O. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 


Vivian,  A.  P. 
Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Waddy,  S.  D. 
Waterlow,  Sir  S.  H. 
Waugh,  E. 
Webster,  J. 
Whallev,  G.  H. 
VHiitbread,  S. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Wiggin,  H. 
Williams,  S.  C.  E. 
Williamson,  S. 
Willis,  W. 
Wills.  W.  H. 
Willyams,  E.  W.  B. 
Wilson,  C.  H. 
WUson,  Sir  M. 
Wodchouse,  E.  R. 
Woodall,  W. 
Woolf,  S. 

TELLERS. 

Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Kensington,  Lord 


NOES. 


Alexander,  Colonel 
Allsopp,  C. 
Amherst.  W.  A.  T. 
Archdale,  W.  H. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Aylmer,  J.  E.  F. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Balfour,  A.  J. 
Bame,  F.  St.  J.  N. 
Barry,  J. 

Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bateson,  Sir  T. 
Beach,rt.hon.  SirM.H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bellingham,  A.  H. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hon.  G.  G. 
BiddeU,  W. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Birkbeck,  E. 
Blackbume,  Gol.  J.  I. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bourke.  rt.  hon.  R. 
Brise,  Colonel  R. 
Broadley,  W.  H.  H. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Brooks,  W.  C. 
Bruce,  Sir  H.  H. 
Bruce,  hon.  T. 
Bulwer,  J.  R. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Bumaby,  General  E.  8. 
Burrell,  Sir  W.  W. 
Buxton,  Sir  R.  J. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Callan,  P. 
Cameron.  D. 
Campbell.  J.  A. 
Garden,  Sir  R.  W. 
CecU,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G. 
Chaine,  J. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Chnstie,  W.  L. 


Churchill,  Lord  R. 
Clarke,  E. 

Clive,  Col.  hon.  G.  W. 
Coddington,  W. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Collins,  T. 
Commins,  A. 
Cbmpton,  F. 
Coope,  O.  E. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
Cotton,  W.  J.  R. 
Courtauld,  G. 
Cowen,  J. 

Cross,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R.  A. 
Cubitt,  rt.  hon.  G. 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Daly,  J. 

Davenport,  H.  T. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Dawnay,  Col.  hn.  L.  P. 
Dawnay,  hon.  G.  C. 
Dawson,  C. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Digby,  Col.  hon.  E. 
Dixon-Uartland,  F.  D. 
Donaldson-Hudson,  G. 
Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Dyke,rt.hn.SirW.H. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Ecroyd,  W.  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  W. 
Elcho,  Lord 
ElUot,  G.  W. 
EUiot,  Sir  G. 
Emlyn,  Viscount 
Ennis,  Sir  J. 
Estcourt,  G.  S. 
Feilden,Major-General 

R.  J. 
Fellowes,  W.  H. 
Fenwick-Bisset,  M. 
Fihner,  Sir  E. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Fitzpatrick.  hn.  B.E.B 


Fletcher,  Sir  H. 

Floyer,  J. 

Folkestone,  Viscount 

Forester.  C.  T.  W. 

Foster,  W.  H. 

Fowler,  R.  N. 

Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 

Freshfield,  C.  K. 

Galway,  Viscount 

Gardner,  R.  Richard- 
son- 
Gamier,  J.  G. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  E. 

Giffard,  Sir  H.  S. 

Goldney.  Sir  G. 

Gooch,  Sir  D. 

Gore-Langton,  W.  S. 

Gorst,  J.  £. 

Grantham,  W. 

Gray,  E.  D. 

Greer,  T. 

Gregory,  G.  B. 

Halsey,  T.  F. 

Hamilton,  Lord  G.  J. 

Hamilton,  I.  T. 

Hamilton,  right  hon. 
LordG. 

Harcourt,  E.  W. 

Harvey.  Sir  R.  B. 

Hay,  rt.  hon.  Admiral 
Sir  J.  CD. 

Herbert,  hon.  S. 

Hicks,  E. 

Uildyard,  T.  B.  T. 

Hill,  Lord  A.  W. 

Hinchingbrook,  Vise. 

Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 

Home,  Lt..Col.  D.  M. 

Hope,  rt.hn.  A.  J.B.B. 

Hubbard,  rt.  hon.  J.  G. 

Jackson,  W.  L. 

Johnstone,  Sir  F. 

Eennard,  Col.  E.  H. 

Konnaway,  Sir  J.  H. 

Knight,  F.  W. 

Knightley,  Sir  R. 

Knowles,  T. 

Lacon,  Sir  E.  H.  K. 

Lalor,  R. 

Lawrance,  J.  G. 

Lawrence,  Sir  T. 

Leamy,  E. 

Lechmere,  SirE.  A.  H. 

Legh,  W.  J. 

Leigh,  R. 

Leighton,  Sir  B. 

Leighton,  S. 

Lever,  J.  O. 

Levett,  T.  J. 

Lewis,  C.  E. 

Lewisham,  Viscount 

Lindsay,  Sir  R.  L. 

Loder,  R. 

Long,  W.  H. 

Lopes,  Sir  M. 

Lowther,  rt.  hon.  J. 

Lowther,  hon.  W. 

Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 

Macfarlane,  D.  H. 

Mac  Iver,  D. 

Macnaghten,  E. 

M*Carthy,  J. 

M*Coan,  J.  C. 


M*Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.T. 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marriott,  W.  T. 
Master,  T.  W.  G. 
Mw^well,  Sir  H.  E. 
Miles,  C.  W. 
MUes,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
MoUoy,  B.  G. 
Monckton,  F. 
Moore,  A. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Moss,  R. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mulholland,  J. 
Murray,  C.  J. 
Newdegate,  G.  N. 
Newport,  Viscount 
Nicholson,  W.  N. 
Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
North,  Colonel  J.  S. 
Northcote,  H.  S. 
Northcote,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

S.  H. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Donnell,  F.  H. 
O' German  Mahon,  Col. 

The 
O'Kelly,  J. 
Onslow,  D. 
O'SulUvan,  W.  H. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Pamell,  G.  S. 
Patrick,  R.  W.  Coch- 

ran- 
Peek,  Sir  H. 
Pell,  A. 

Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Percy,  Earl 
Percy,  Lord  A. 
Phipps,  C.  N.  P. 
Phipps,  P. 

Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  B. 
Power,  J.  O'C. 
Power.  R. 

Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  G. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  G.  T. 
Rolls,  J.  A. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Ross,  C.  C. 
Round,  J. 
St.  Aubyn,  W.  M. 
Salt,T. 

Sandon,  Viscount 
Schreiber,  C. 
Sclater-Booth,  rt  JulG. 
Scott,  Lord  H. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,   Sir 

H.J. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 
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Shaw,  W. 

Sheil,  £. 

Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 

Smithwick,  J.  F. 

Stanhope,  hon.  E. 

Stanley,  rt.  hon.  Col. 

F.  A. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Synan,  E.  J. 
Talhot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Thomson,  H. 
Thornhill,  T. 
Tollemacho,  H.  J. 
Tollemache,hon.  W.  F. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Tvler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 

Further  Confiideration  of  New  Rules 
of  Procedure  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

Houie  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

after  One  o'clock  till 

Monday  next. 


Walpolc,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
Warburton,  P.  E. 
Warton,  C.  N. 
WeU»v-Gregory,SirW. 

Whitiev,  E. 
Williams,  Colonel  O. 
Wilmot,  Sir  H. 
Wolff.  Sir  H.  D. 
Wortlev,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wroup:hton,  P. 
Wyndham,  hon.  P. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Crichton,  Viscount 
Winn,  R. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Monday  J  13M  Novemherj  1882. 


Their  Lordships  met  this  day  at  Eleven 
of  the  clock  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial 
Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

One  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  IZth  November,  1882. 


MINUTES.]— New  Writ  Issued— Jbr  the 
City  of  Now  Sarum,  r.  William  Henry  Gren- 
fell,  esquire,  one  of  the  Grooms  in  Waiting 
on  Her  Majesty. 

Q  UESTIONS. 

PRISONS  (ENGLAND)  ACT  — AYLES- 
BURY GAOL. 

Mb.  CARINGTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  Aylesbury  Gaol 
i«  no  longer  to  be  used  as  a  House  of 
Oorreotionf 


Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in 
reply,  said,  that  a  recommendation  to 
that  effect  had  been  made  by  the  Prison 
Commissioners,  and  it  would  be  com- 
plied with. 

EGYPT— DESPATCH  OF  ENGLISH  OFFI- 
CERS TO  THE  SOUDAN. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  three  British 
officers  haye  been  sent,  or  are  to  be  sent, 
to  report  on  the  state  of  affairs  in  the 
Soudan;  if  so,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  made  it  a  condition 
that  they  should  be  accompanied  by  a 
suitable  escort  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DH^KE :  This 
Question  was  answered  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  on  Friday.  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  War  Office  that  the  Gene- 
ral Officer  Commanding  in  Egypt  does 
not  think  it  expedient  to  send  any  escort 
with  the  officers  whom  he  thinks  it  ad- 
visable to  send  to  Khartoum. 

Mb.  ONSLOW:  Is  the  advice  ap- 
proved of  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  That 
Question  should  be  addressed  to  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War. 

PEACE   PRESERVATION  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1881— ARMS'  LICENCES. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
For  what  reason  was  the  licence  to  carry 
arms  by  Mr.  P.  L.  White  revoked;  is 
he  aware  that  a  gun  taken  from  Mr. 
White  was  by  Rigby,  of  Dublin,  costing 
£31  10«.  Qd. ;  and,  on  what  g^nnds  has 
the  amount  (£15  \b$,  Od.)  claimed  by 
Mr.  White  as  compensation  not  been 
paid  by  the  Government  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  I  must  decline 
to  state  the  circumstances  which  called 
for  the  revocation  of  Patrick  White's 
arms'  licence.  I  am  informed  that  the 
gun  is  one  of  Rigby's;  but  I  do  not 
know  what  it  cost.  The  Sub-Inspector 
offered  Mr.  White  £2  compensation— 
that  being  what  he  considered  the  g^n 
was  worth.  White  refused  to  accept 
this  offer,  and  the  gun  has  been  sent  to 
the  county  store  to  be  re- valued. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— NEWRY  WORK- 
HOUSE—TREATMENT OF  CASUALS. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secret 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
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Is  it  a  fact  that  Mayor  Wyse,  E.M.,  at 
present  stationed  at  Newry,  has  sen- 
tenced everyone  who  uses  the  Casual 
Ward  of  the  Newry  Workhouse  to  one 
month's  imprisonment  as  alleged  va- 
grants ;  and,  whether  these  cases  are 
usually  tried  in  private  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  In  reference  to 
this  Question,  Major  Wyse  reports  as 
follows :  — 

^  "  I  deny,  in  the  most  distinct  manner  pos- 
sible, that  I  ever  sentenced  everyone  who  uses 
the  casual  ward  of  the  Newry  Workhouse  to 
one  month's  imprisonment  as  alleged  vagrants, 
or  have  heard  such  cases  in  private.*' 

Since  Major  Wyse  has  been  stationed 
in  Newry  366  casuals  have  obtained  re- 
lief in  the  workhouse,  and  of  that  num- 
ber only  10  have  been  brought  before 
him  charged  with  offences.  Under  the 
Vagrancy  Act  these  cases  were  properly 
heard  out  of  Potty  Sessions. 

POOR    LAW    (SCOTLAND)  —  CASE    OP 
ALLEGED   STARVATION  AT   TAIN. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, Whether  an  old  woman  named 
Ann  Macdonald,  residing  in  King  Street, 
Tain,  was  found  dead  in  a  room  there 
on  or  about  the  3rd  of  October;  whether 
she  died  from  the  effects  of  starvation ; 
whether,  a  fortnight  previous  to  her 
death,  she  applied  for  parochial  relief 
and  was  refused,  with  the  exception  of 
2s. t  which  was  appropriated  by  the  de- 
ceased for  payment  of  the  rent  of  her 
room  ;  whether  the  criminal  authorities 
failed  to  hold  a  post  mortem  examina- 
tion of  the  body ;  and,  whether  the 
Inspector  of  Poor  for  the  parish  of  Tain 
aots  in  that  capacity  for  four  other 
parishes,  and  whether  such  a  state  of 
matters  will  be  allowed  to  continue  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub),  in  reply,  said,  that  a  woman 
named  Margaret  Macdonald,  about  50 
years  of  age,  was  found  dead  in  her 
room  at  Tain  on  the  2nd  of  October.  She 
did  not  die  of  starvation.  Provisions  of 
various  kinds  were  found  in  her  room. 
She  never  applied  for  parochial  relief, 
but  aliment  to  a  small  extent  was  spon- 
taneously given  her  by  the  Parochial 
Board  between  the  15th  of  August  and 
the  23rd  of  September ;  and  shortly  be- 
fore her  death  she  received  payment  for 
out-door  work  she  had  done.  The  body 
was  examined  by  a  physician  on  the  day 
of  her  death,  under  the  Sheriff's  war- 
rant, in  the  ordinary  form ;  but  it  was 


not  found  necessary  to  open  it,  her  death 
being  attributed  to  diarrhoea,  from  which 
she  was  known  to  have  been  suffering. 
There  was  no  fault  or  neglect  on  the 
part  of  any  of  the  officers  concerned,  and 
he  (the  Lord  Advocate)  did  not  propose 
to  take  any  steps  in  the  matter. 

""the  MAGISTRACY  (SCOTLAND)— 
SHERIFF-CLERKSHIP  OF 

FORFARSHIRE. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
office  held  by  the  late  Sheriff  Clerk  of 
Forfarshire  was  a  sinecure,  the  duties  of 
which  were  performed  by  deputies  in 
Forfar  and  Dundee;  whether  such  an 
arrangement  was  not  contrary  to  the 
enactment  of  6  Geo.  4,  cap.  23,  sec.  6, 
that  Sheriff  Clerks  shall  discharge  the 
duties  of  the  office  in  person ;  what 
salary  was  attached  to  the  post;  and, 
whether  he  sees  his  way  to  effect  a 
saving  without  sacrificing  efficiency  in 
any  new  appointment  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour),  in  reply,  said,  that  the  office 
of  Sheriff  Clerk  in  question  did  not 
appear  to  him  to  be  on  a  satisfactory 
footing,  and  when  the  vacancy  occurred 
he  communicated  with  the  Public  De- 
partments with  a  view  to  having  the 
office  placed  on  a  better  footing.  In  the 
new  appointment  care  would  be  taken 
to  ensure  personal  performance  of  the 
duties,  and  he  expected  that  a  substan- 
tial saving  would  be  effected  without 
any  sacrifice  of  efficiency. 

THE    IRISH    LAND    COMMISSION  — 
JUDICIAL  RENTS,  CO.  CAVAN. 

Mr.  BIGGAH  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Ijieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  can  tell  why  judicial  rents  have 
not  been  fixed  for  the  tenants  of  Major 
George  Arthur  Crawford,  Castlerahan, 
county  Ca?an,  although  they  were  en- 
tered in  the  Court  on  2*^nd  October  1881, 
and  cases  have  since  been  tried  in  the 
same  district  which  had  not  been  entered 
for  six  months  later  ? 

Mu.  TREVELYAN :  The  cases  re- 
ferred  to  in  this  Question  were  originally 
commenced  in  the  Civil  Bill  Court,  and 
were  subsequently  transferred  to  the 
Land  Commission  Court.  A  case  thus 
transferred  takes  its  place  in  the  books 
of  the  Ijsnd  Commission  as  of  the  date 
of  transfer,  not  the  date  of  the  entry  in 
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the  books  of  the  Civil  Bill  Court.  These 
cases  will  be  listed  for  hearing  at  the 
next  sitting  of  the  Sub-Commission  at 
Virginia,  commencing  on  the  11th  of 
December. 

ARREARS  OF  REXT  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881 
—SEC.  8-INCIDENCE  OF  COST. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  expenses,  salaries,  &c.  of 
working  the  Arrears  Act  will  become  a 
charge  on  the  Estimates  or  be  defrayed 
out  of  the  Church  surplus  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  By  the  8th  sec- 
tion of  the  Arrears  of  Kent  Act,  any 
liabilities  incurred  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sion on  account  of  payments  to  landlords 
in  respect  of  arrears  of  rent  are  primarily 
a  charge  of  the  Irish  Church  Temporali- 
ties Fund  ;  but  the  expenses  of  carrying 
out  the  Act  must  be  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND) -CHELSEA 

WORKHOUSE— RIGHT    OF    A    PAUPER 

TO  WEAR  THE  "  BLUE  RIBBON 

BADGE." 

Mb.  S.  MORLEY  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
reports  in  the  ** Times"  and  **  Morning 
Post"  of  the  Ist  November,  of  the  case 
of  Charles  Thompson,  a  crippled  pauper 
in  the  Chelsea  Workhouse,  who,  upon 
refusing  to  remove  his  blue  ribbon  badge 
from  his  coat  when  ordered  to  do  so  by 
the  master,  saying  that  he  had  a  right 
**to  stand  by  his  colours,"  was  put  on 
the  ground  by  the  instructions  of  the 
master,  and  had  his  chest  knelt  upon, 
and  the  ribbon  forcibly  removed  from 
his  coat  and  destroyed ;  and,  whether 
any,  and,  if  any,  what  steps  have  been 
taken  for  the  protection  of  paupers 
against  proceedings  such  as  those  re- 
ported, and  for  the  punishment  of  the 
officials  concerned  P 

Mr.  DODSON  :  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  this  case,  and  I  have  requested 
the  observations  of  the  Guardians  on  the 
subject.  The  Guardians  have  referred 
the  matter  to  a  Committee.  Meanwhile, 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  I 
should  regret  any  interference  with  the 
wearing  of  the  Blue  Ribbon  badge  by 
the  inmates.  As  regards  the  conduct  of 
the  officials  in  the  case  of  Thompson, 
they  state  that  the  man  was  not  thrown 

Mr,  Trevelyan 


or  struck'  to  the  groand,  and  that  no  xm- 
necessary  violence  was  used.  I  am  glad 
to  be  able  to  add  that  a  gentleman  con- 
nected with  the  Blue  Ribbon  movement 
offered  to  find  Thompson  employment, 
which  he  was  physically  able  to  perform, 
and  that  the  man  has  now  left  the 
workhouse. 

ARMY    PENSIONERS  —  STOPPAGE    OF 
PENSION  WHEN  RESIDENT  ABROAD. 

Mb.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  revising  the  rules 
under  which  all  Army  Pensioners  re- 
siding outside  Her  Majesty's  dominions 
are  deprived  of  their  pensions? 

Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER:  In  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  I  beg  to  say,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Clare,  that  Army  Pensioners  under  50 
years  of  age  are  liable  by  statute  to  be 
called  out  for  service  at  home  in  the 
event  of  a  national  emergency  ;  and, 
consequently,  these  could  not  be  per- 
mitted to  receive  their  pension  if  re- 
siding abroad.  To  those  who  are  over 
50  years  of  age,  and  consequently  not 
liable  to  serve,  no  such  prohibition 
applies ;  and  many  do,  in  fact,  receive 
their  pensions  in  foreign  countries. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1881— SEARCHING  OF  HOUSES. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  instructions  have  now  been 
given  to  the  Irish  Police  not  to  demand 
admission  to  houses,  whether  at  night  or 
by  day,  without  a  warrant ;  and,  if  not, 
will  he  state  that  householders  would  be 
justified  in  refusing  admission  ;  whether 
it  has  been  reported  to  him  that,  on  a 
Sunday  in  last  month.  Constable  Brophy, 
of  Millstreet,  with  three  police,  entered 
and  proceeded  to  search  the  house  of 
Thomas  M'Carthy  without  producing  a 
warrant ;  if  Brophy  had  a  warrant  with 
him  ;  and,  whether  this  was  done  under 
the  Crimes  Act  ? 

Mb.  trevelyan  :  The  owner  of 
any  house  visited  by  the  police  may 
decline  to  admit  them  if  he  thinks  fit  to 
do  so,  and  the  police  thereupon  go  away 
unless  they  are  armed  with  a  warrant 
In  the  case  of  Thomas  McCarthy,  referred 
to  in  the  Question,  the  police  had  no 
warrant ;  but  they  were  aamitted  by  the 
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inmatoa,  whomiffhtfiftheywislied,  have  cert  with  the  Board  of  Works  and  the 

refused    them    admisaion.     In  visiting  Local  GoTemment  Board,  as  may  secmre 

houses  at  night  the  police  are  acting  in  the  popuktion  of  the  threatened    dia- 

the  discharge  of  their  ordinary  police  tricts  from  widespread  distress  through 

duties— not  under  the  Crimes  Act.  want  of  employment  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  attention  of 

STATE    OF    IRELAND— ALLEGED  **>»  Local  Oovemment  Board  has  been 

DANQEB  OF  FAMINE  drawn  to  the  Resolution  referred  to  b^ 

Me.  SEXTON  ..k.dth,Ohi.t8.ore.  *»,  5°°-  "•■»'«:■■■•»''  tl>»J   !>««>  i'" 

l.ry  to  Ihe  Lord  Li.oten.nl  of  Ireland,  "c"  ™«  of  tho.r  In^ctoj.  to  proved 

It    hi.    .tlontion   h.,b«n   dr.wn    to  •!  one.  to  Dromoro  ■((•..t  Union  .nd  to 

th.  folloiring  Ee„l«tion,    un.niotou.lj  "■.'"    "".I"'™"  ."^  ."P"'  "    °.- 

.j__._j         *.,       ~  .    .     .      .     ,       ..•'  statements  contained  in  the  Resolution. 


»X JT    '"*',C     ^'"^    ■  '    ""f "7"7y  statement^  contained  in  the  Resolution, 

ftdopted    on    the    3rd    instant,    by   the  it  ^-i  t  ^i  ^  tj        ..      t-  i.     -n      •. 

Bo.rd  of  Poot-Law  Go.rdi.ni  of  Dro-  P""  '  T    5         T*'      '  T         "il  .J 

mors  W..t,  eountj  Sligo :-  '"'  '"  '  ''J  ^T'  '  '"°°°'  "'  "'''.'"\" 

''       "  any  exceptional  measures  appear  to  be 

ment  of  the  Chief  Secretarj  for  Ireland,  mads 

in  the  House  of  Commons  on  Tuesday  night  THE   IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— FAIR 
Utt,  when  he  stated  on  the  authority  of  the  RENTS,  Co.  MAYO. 

Local  Government  Board  that  imminent  danffer  ,,       nmi-nnnii-iTi    ■nr.xtrrtn       i_    ji  .1. 

of  famine  did  not  exist  in  the  Weet  of  IrelaSd.         Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  the 

It  is  the  deliberate  opinion  of  the  Guardians  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

that  within  the  lujt  thirty  years  no  darker  pro-  of  Ireland,    How  many  applications  to 

spect  pteeent^d  itself  b^ore  the  i«ople.     The  have    fair   rents    fixed   have  proceeded 

poUl«)e  crop  18  found  to  be  more  deficient  every  f„„   ,i.„    „„„„i„  „i>   vf„„„      „„j     »,«-. 

Suier  day.    Very  little  of  it  is  expected  to  bi  '"«"  ^l"/   COUnty  of   Mayo ;    and,    how 

forthcoming  on  tho  approach  of  tbe  new  year,  many  of  thea©  applicattons  yet  remain 

In  most  places  half  the  com  has  been  lost  by  to  be  heard  ? 

the  recent  storms.     Hay  has  suffered   in  tbe         Mb.   TEETELYAN  :    In    the    Land 

same  manner.     Owing  to  scarcity  ot  provisions  Commission  Court  in  the  county  Mayo 

the  people  are  soiling  off  their  pifrs  at  ruinously  .,  ■  f  ,■      .■  ^     t_^       e  • 

redi^  prices  at  the  local  maAets,  and  thi  ^^^  number  of  apphcations  to  bare  fair 

quantity  of  homed  cattle  and  sheep  has  been  rents  fixed  bas  been  9,349;   1,171  have 

remarkably  aiAnty  amongst  the  small  farmem  been   disposed   of,   and   8,177  remain  to 

for  the  last  few  years.     We  cannot  lose  sight  be  heard.     In  the  Civil  Bill   Courts  the 

lri^n^,3;t^n'g"t';^'mUZfX';rvlFo':;  --^er  of  such   applications   has   been 

of  tbo  Arreai  Bill,  and  paying  off  enormous  1-999.  «nd  of  tlies«  1.107  have  been  dis- 

coata  which  civil  bill  and  njectmcnt  proceedings  posed  of,   and   892  remain  to  be  heard, 

have  entiiled  upon  them.  That  proportion  may  fairly  be  takeo  to 

■■  Hanng  all  these  things  in  view,  and  that  apply  to  the  rest  of  Ireland, 
no  remunerative  labour  is  employed  in  the  dis-         '^ 

S^'thrP^rVop;^  orvtewstV«*ihTw  THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION- 

Govcmment  Board,  so  B8  to  apprise  them  of  the  COURT  VALUERS. 

SSZS^blA'XXwM.'JZiu':  „I^»    AEIHUK  HILL    a.k.d  th. 

rally  shrink  with  horror.  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

"  The  Guardians  at  all  timet,   considering  of  Ireland,    Whether  the  county  court 

the  administration  of  outdoor  relief  as  in  many  judge    of     the    couoty     Leitrim,      Mr. 

instances  demoralLaing,  would  respeotfuLy  sug-  vVaters.  Q.C.,  reoenUy  appointed  a  Mr. 

gest  to  the  I-octtl  Government  Board,  as  means  i      .     V-,   ,      '  .c  .        i 

of  meeting  distress,  advances  from  tho  Govern-  I"^"!"   Flaherty   as  the  court  valuer  in 

mint  to  small  farmers  for  the  purpose  of  im-  cases  under  theLand  Act  of  IHSl,  where 


proving   their   holdings,    as    well    as    similar  applications  bad  been  made  to  fix  a  fair 

advances  for  the  reclamation   of   waste   lands  rent,  and  which  were  to  be  heard  beforB 

which  uUiappily  abound  in  this  union;-  ^.^  .  ^i^^j^er  this  is  the  same  person 

and,  whether  he,    considering  the   do-  who  ia   a  yearly  tenant 


claration  that  "within  tbe  last  thirty  quarter  sessions  district  where  he  wae 

years  no  darker  prospect  presented  it-  appointed  valuer  ;  whether  his  valuation 

self  before  the  people,    will  cunaider  the  launder  £iQ  annual  value  for  all  the 

BUggestiona  to  make  advances  to  small  tenements  or  holdings  of  which  he  ia 

farmers  for  the  improvement  of  their  the    occupier,    in    county    Leitrim,    or 

holdings  and  for  reclamation  of  waste  elaewlitro;  and,  wbether  be  carries  on 

lands,   and  will  take  such  steps  in  con-  a  small  business  as  an  auctioneer  in  th« 


1295 


Tlit  Irish 


{COMMONS] 


Land  CommtMton. 


1296 


village  of  Drumkoeran,  county  Leitrim, 
and  keeps  a  car  for  hire  and  posting 
purposes,  which  ho  drives  himself? 

Me.  TREVELYAN:  This  Question 
appeared  on  the  Paper  some  time  ago, 
before  I  had  arrived  at  the  decision  that 
I  could  not  ask  Mr.  Waters  to  favour 
me  with  his  observations  on  any  more 
Buch  Questions.  He  was  good  enough 
to  furnish  me  with  a  report  on  the  case 
referred  to,  from  which  I  find  that  in 
February  last  he  did  make  use  of  Mr. 
Irwin  Flaherty's  services  in  three  cases 
in  his  Court.  He  had  endeavoured  un- 
fiuccessfully  to  get  from  the  Land  Com- 
missioners the  aid  of  a  valuer.  He  then 
tried  to  get  a  disinterested  person  who 
would  not  be  objected  to  by  any  of  the 
parties,  and  Mr.  Flaherty  was  the  best 
man  he  could  find.  He  visited  the 
farms  and  gave  evidence  in  Court,  and 
Mr.  Waters  fixed  judicial  rents  in  the 
cases,  which,  he  believes,  have  not  been 
appealed  against.  With  reference  to 
the  last  Question  of  the  noble  Lord,  I 
have  received  a  long  letter  from  Mr. 
Flaherty  which,  in  justice  to  him,  ought 
to  be  read  to  the  House.  In  that  letter 
Mr.  Flaherty,  gives  the  names  of  a  con- 
siderable number  of  persons  of  very 
respectable  and,  indeed,  high  positions 
who  have  recommended  him.  He  then 
goes  on  to  say — 

"  Lord  Arthur  Hill  asked  whether  my  valua- 
tion waa  under  £20,  to  which  I  can  reply  with 
correctness  that  my  annual  value  is  £38  15*.  It 
is  true  that  my  late  father  kept  during  his  life- 
time seven  horses  for  hire,  which  hranch  of 
industry  I  now  keep  on,  as  well  as  that  of 
auctioneer.  But  the  number  of  horses  a  man 
may  or  may  not  keep  has  nothing  to  do  with 
his  practical  knowledge  of  the  value  of  land. 
For  instance,  Charles  Bianconi  in  his  lifetime 
kept  some  thousands  of  horses,  and  I  venture  to 
say  he  was  not  able  to  put  a  fair  letting  value 
on  a  holding  of  land." 

That  is  Mr.  Flaherty's  account  of  him- 
self, which  I  felt  bound  to  read  to  the 
House.  I  must  repeat  that  I  do  not  feel 
myself  bound  to  ask  Mr.  Waters  to  an- 
swer any  more  of  these  Questions. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH   CONSTABULARY- 
REMOVAL  OF  PLACARDS. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  in  yiew  of  repeated  in.stanoes 
of  tearing  down  of  public  placards  by 
the  police,  he  has  yet  issued  the  promised 
instmotions  on  the  subject,  and  if  he 
trill  communicate  the  terms  of  those  in- 

£ord  Arthur  Hdl 


structions  to  the  House;  whether,  at 
Slane,  in  the  county  Meath,  the  local 
police  tore  a  placard  off  a  wall,  took  it 
into  the  police  station,  and,  after  a  time, 
returned  and  posted  it  up  again  ;  and, 
what  explanation  is  offered  of  this  trans- 
action ? 

]Mr.  TREVELYAN :  The  further  in- 
structions  with  regard  to  the  placards 
of  the  Irish  National  League  which  I 
promised  should  be  issued  have  been 
issued.  They  are  dated  the  6th  of  No- 
vember, and  are  to  the  effect  that  the 
Constabulary  shall  not  tear  down  the 
placards  of  the  Irish  National  League 
so  long  as  they  continue  of  the  same 
character  as  at  present.  The  placard 
taken  down  by  the  sub-constable  in 
Slane,  county  Meath,  was  improperly 
taken  down  by  the  sub-constable  when 
on  beat  duty.  He  brought  it  to  his 
head  constable  and  was  told  to  post  it 
up  again  at  once,  which  he  did. 

IRELAND  -INTERNzVTIONAL     FISHE- 
RIES  FJCHIBITION. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land^ If  any  steps  will  be  taken  by  Qo- 
vernment  to  assist  the  Irish  fishermen  to 
derive  advantage  from  the  approaching 
International  Fisheries  Exhibition  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  I  have  asked 
the  Inspectors  of  Irish  Fisheries  to  ex- 
hibit maps  of  the  principal  Irish  fishery 
grounds,  accompanied  by  such  informa- 
tion as  will  explain  their  operation,  and 
to  give  every  possible  information  on 
the  subject  to  Irish  fishermen  attending 
the  Exhibition. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— THE 
DONEGAL  AND  DERRY  SUB-COM- 
MISSIONS— JUDICIAL  RENTS. 
Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  fact  that,  by  the  decisions  of  the 
Donegal  Sub-Commission  given  at  Bun- 
crana,  judicial  rents  were,  in  some  cases, 
fixed  at  a  higher  figure  than  the  esti- 
mate of  tlie  landlord's  valuer,  and,  in 
some  cases,  were  raised  on  the  tenants 
wi  til  out  any  application  for  a  rise  on  the 
part  of  the  landlord ;  whether  he  has 
seen  that,  on  that  occasion,  the  chair- 
man, in  delivering  the  decision  of  the 
Court,  stated  that,  besides  the  evidence 
of  the  witnesses  examined  before  the 
Court,  they  had — 
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"  The  report  of  the  Court  Valuer,  which  re- 
port, coming  aa  it  doea  from  an  independent 
source,  unconnected  with  either  party,  we  con- 
sider moat  yaluable ; " 

if  he  will  obtain  the  production  of  the 
report  of  the  Court  Valuer,  together 
with  a  statement  of  the  reasons  for 
fixing  the  rent  of  the  tenants  at  a  higher 
figure  than  the  estimate  of  the  land- 
lord's valuer;  and,  if  he  has  not  this 
power,  if  he  will  introduce  Legislation 
to  submit  Court  Valuers  to  open  exami- 
nation in  Court  ? 

Me.  TREVELYAN  :  I  referred  this 
Question  to  the  Land  Commissioners, 
who  inform  me  that  their  attention  had 
not  been  called  to  the  matters  referred 
to  in  it.  With  regard  to  the  allegation 
that  rents  were  raised  without  any  ap- 
plication for  an  increase  on  the  part  of 
the  landlord,  the  hon.  Member  must  be 
aware  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Sub- 
Commission  to  fix  a  fair  rent,  and  the 
absence  of  such  an  application  does  not 
affect  the  matter.  Any  person  aggrieved 
by  the  decision  of  a  Sub-Commission 
oan  have  his  case  re-heard  by  three 
Xiand  Commissioners.  A  copy  of  the 
Court  Valuer's  Keport  in  any  case  can 
be  obtained  after  the  hearing  on  appli- 
cation to  the  Registrar  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission, and  upon  payment  of  the  proper 
fee,  which,  on  the  average,  is  6i.' 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  fact  that  the  tenantry  whose  cases 
were  for  hearing  before  the  Derry  Sub- 
Commission  at  Limavady  declared  to  the 
Court  through  their  Counsel  that — 

"  The  official  valuer  attached  to  the  Court 
uTRs  not  competent  to  perform  the  duties  of  a 
land  valuer;  that  his  prejudices  and  feelings 
-wore  altogether  hostile  to  their  interests ;  that 
they  did  not  believe  his  appointment  was  legal ; 
and,  that,  unless  the  valuer  were  at  once  with- 
drawn, the  tenants,  as  a  body,  would  withdraw 
from  the  Court ;  '* 

whether  he  is  aware  that,  in  consequence 
of  the  action  of  the  official  valuer  at- 
tached to  the  Donegal  Sub-Commission, 
withdrawal  from  the  Land  Court  is  con- 
templated by  the  Donegal  tenantry ; 
whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  by  Mr. 
Hoper,  the  Land  Commissioner  for 
Derry,  that  the  Chief  Commissioners — 


<« 


Will  do  nothing  without  consulting  the 
Ijord  Lieutenant  in  the  matter,  and  that,  until 
the  Govemment  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  care  to 
aJter  it,  the  present  mode  of  doing  business 
must  be  continued ;  " 


and,  whether  the  Government  will  pro- 
pose an  alteration,  in  conformity  with 
the  claims  of  the  tenants  ? 

Me.  TREVELYAN :  The  Land  Com- 
missioners have  had  a  correspondence 
with  Mr.  Todd,  who  appeared  for  a 
large  number  of  the  tenants  whose 
cases  to  fix  fair  rents  were  listed  for 
hearing  before  the  Derry  Sub-Commis- 
sioners at  Limavady;  and  I  find  from 
that  correspondence  that  these  tenantry 
have  threatened  to  withdraw  from -the 
Court  on  the  grounds  stated  in  the 
Question.  The  Land  Commissioners 
wrote  to  Mr.  Boper,  asking  if  he  made 
use  of  the  words  attributed  to  him ;  and 
I  have  just  had  a  telegram  from  them 
stating  that  the  report  is  substantially 
accurate.  They  add,  in  their  telegram, 
that  the  tenants  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion have  now  decided  not  to  withdraw 
their  cases,  but  to  proceed  with  them. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  introduce 
legislation  for  having  Court  Valuers 
submitted  to  open  examination  in  Court  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  said,  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  that  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  in  that  matter  should 
be  indicated  in  debate,  and  not  in  an- 
swer to  a  Question. 

Mb.  lewis  asked  what  day  the 
Government  intended  to  give  with  the 
view  of  debating  the  working  of  the 
Land  Act  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  replied  that, 
speaking  personally,  he  certainly  courted 
debate  on  the  subject  in  the  course  of 
the  present  Session;  and  he  had  no 
doubt  the  Prime  Minister  would  readily 
answer  any  Question  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  might  address  to  him  on  the 
subject. 

VACCINATION  —  TRANSMISSION  OF 
DISEASE  THROUGH  INOCULATION 
OF  SOLDIERS  IN  THE  FRENCH 
ARMY. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  in  regard  to  the  alleged  inocula- 
tion of  French  soldiers  with  syphilis 
by  vaccination,  which  occurred  in  De- 
cember 188tf,  Whether  he  will  think  it 
right  to  lay  upon  the  Table  all  the  in- 
formation he  has  obtained  on  the  sub- 
ject? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  The  information  which 
I  have  obtained  is,  as  I  told  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  on  a  fornK^r  occasiou, 
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80  incomplete  that  it  throws  no  further 
light  upon  the  subject;  and  I  see  no 
advantage,  therefore,  in  laying  it  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House.  At  the  same 
time,  I  am  as  anxious  as  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  to  obtain  as  much  in- 
formation as  possible  with  respect  to  the 
extraordinary  circumstances  referred  to ; 
and  I  have  now  again  requested  the 
Foreign  Office  to  endeavour  to  ascertain 
whether  the  French  Government  have 
made  any  further  inquiry  into  the  mat- 
ter, with  a  view  of  obtaining  any  addi- 
tional particulars  in  their  possession. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— INFLICTION  OF  COK- 
PORAL  PUNISHMENT  ON  ADULTS 
UNDER  THE  VAGRANT  ACTS  — 
SUBSTITUTION  OF  BIRCHING  FOR 
FLOGGING. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  he  is  to  be  understood 
to  be  of  opinion  that,  wherever  '*  whip- 
ping "  was  mentioned  in  a  penal  Act,  as 
for  instance  the  5  and  6  Yic.  c.  51,  for 
the  Protection  of  Her  Majesty,  **  scourg- 
ing" or  ** strokes  with  a  birch  rod" 
could  be  lawfully  substituted  under  that 
term ;  whether  the  **  whipping*'  in  the 
5  Geo.  4,5c.  83,  andj  previous  Vagrant 
Acts,  was  inflicted  by  the  vagrant  being 
carried  to 

**  Some  market  town,  there  tied  to  tlio  end  of 
a  cart,  naked,  and  beaten  wdth  whips  throughout 
Buch  town  or  place  till  his  body  bo  bloody  with 
Buch  whipping:" 

and,  whether  any  statute  has  been 
passed  since  to  change  that  Law  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  :  I  understand  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  entertains  the  view 
that  wherever  whipping  can  be  inflicted 
under  a  penal  Statute  the  prisoner 
must  always  be  flogged  with  a  cat-o*- 
nine-tails  or  some  such  instrument,  and 
cannot  legally  be  punished  with  a  birch- 
rod.  I  am  aware  that  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  view  is  that  the  more 
severe  flogging  would  not  be  inflicted, 
and  from  humane  motives  he  desires  to 
get  rid  of  the  whipping  altogether.  I 
do  not,  however,  agree  with  him ;  for, 
although  formerly  the  flogging  was  of 
the  most  severe  character,  yet  in  modern 
times,  in  the  interests  of  humanity,  its 
severity  has  been  modified,  and  I  think 
Buoh  modification  is  within  the  discretion 
of  the  Oourt  passing  the  sentence.  I 
may  add  that  in  *J6  Vict,  c.  51,  and  the 
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three  Consolidation  Acts  of  1861,  under 
which  whipping  can  be  inflicted,  express 
provision  is  made  that  the  instrament 
with  which  the  punishment  is  inflicted 
shall  be  specified  in  the  sentence. 

EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITIOX)--SUB. 
RENDER  OF  PRISONERS  OF  WAR  TO 
THE  AGENTS  OF  THE  KHEDIVE. 

Mr.  BOURKE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  that  portion  of  Sir  Gar- 
net Wolseley's  confidential  Despatch  in 
which  he  asked  whether  he  shoidd  hand 
over  to  the  Khedive  the  chief  rebels 
whom  he  might  capture;  whether  the 
request  of  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley,  referred 
to  by  Lord  Granville  in  his  note  of  the 
28th  of  August  to  Sir  E.  Malet,  did 
not  apply  exclusively  to  three  officers 
who  surrendered  at  Ismailia,.8aying  they 
were  loyal  to  the  Khedive,  and  wished 
to  go  to  Alexandria ;  and,  whether  these 
three  officers  are  to  be  put  upon  their 
trial? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  (for  Mr. 
Guilders)  :  I  learn  from  the  War  Office 
that  there  is  no  objection  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  that  portion  of  Sir  Garnet  XVolse- 
ley's  confidential  despatch  to  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  alludes.  It  is  as  fol- 
lows : — 

"  ^lahmoud  Fehmi  Pasha,  Arabi's  chief  en- 
gineer and  military  adviser,  is  now  prisoner  in 
my  camp.  I  intend  sendin^^  him  to  Aloxandria 
to  bo  handed  over  to  the  Khedive.  Shall  do  the 
same  with  the  other  chief  rebels  whom  I  may 
capture,  unless  I  receive  other  orders  from  yoo." 

'*  You,"  of  course,  means  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War.  The  telegram  from 
Sir  Edward  Malet  of  the  22nd  of  August, 
stating  General  Wolseley's  intention  with 
regard  to  three  prisoners,  required  no 
reply,  and  remained  unanswered.  On 
the  28th  the  War  Office  received  from 
Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  the  telegram  giving 
the  proposal  which  I  have  just  read. 
Directions  wore  given  for  a  reply  to  this 
latter  telegram  to  be  sent  to  Sir  Edward 
Malet.  The  text  of  the  actual  telegram 
contains  no  reference  to  the  telegram  of 
the  22nd ;  but  in  drafting  the  recorder 
(that  is,  the  despatch  concerning  the 
telegram),  in  accordance  with  the  usual 
routine,  a  reference  was  sought,  and  on 
its  being  found  that  the  last  telegram 
on  a  similar  subject  addressed  to  the 
Foreign  Office  was  that  of  the  32nd, 
reference  to  that  telegram  was  by  mis* 
take  made.    As  far  as  I  am  aware,  the 
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three  officers  mentioned  are  not  among 
those  now  put  upon  their  trial. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  the  order  for 
the  surrender  of  Arab!  Pasha  to  the 
Egjrptian  Government  was  given  before 
the  Code  under  which  he  was  to  be  tried 
was  arranged  between  the  English  and 
Egyptian  Governments  ? 

SiE  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Baronet  a  Question, 
of  which  I  have  given  him  private  No- 
tice, and  which  will  enable  him  to  ex* 
plain  a  discrepancy  between  a  statement 
which  he  made  in  this  House  and  the 
despatch  of  Lord  Granville.  He  stated, 
in  answer  to  my  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  the 
other  day,  that  Araoi  Pasha  was  being 
tried  under  special  conditions  which 
were  to  be  found  in  no  Oode  whatever ; 
and  Lord  Granville,  referring  to  the 
despatch  of  Sir  Edward  Malet  on  the 
10th  of  March,  said — 

"The  Egyptian  GoTemment  had  informed 
him  (Sir  Edward  Malet)  that,  by  the  Code 
under  which  the  coart  martial  was  constituted, 
prisoners  were  not  allowed  counsel.*' 

I  should  like  to  know  under  what  Oode 
the  court  martial  is  to  be  formed  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  There 
is  no  contradiction.  Sir  Edward  Malet 
said  that  under  the  Oode  by  which  Arabi 
is  to  be  tried  there  was  no  provision  for 
counsel  for  the  prisoners,  and  we  under- 
stand that  they  are  now  to  be  allowed  to 
have  counsel.  Therefore,  they  are  not  to 
be  tried  under  that  Oode  to  which  refer- 
ence was  made.  In  answer  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord,  I  have  to  say 
that  I  stated  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
some  time  ago  that  there  never  was  at 
any  time  any  question  of  arranging  the 
Code  under  which  Arabi  was  to  be  tried 
between  the  English  and  Egyptian  Go- 
vernments— that  is,  as  regards  law.  The 
only  variations  in  the  procedure  usual 
in  such  cases,  according  to  Egyptian 
practice,  of  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  aware,  are  in  favour  of  the 
accused — that  is,  allowing  counsel  and 
a  public  trial. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS :  What  I 
want  to  know  is,  the  time  at  which  that 
alteration  in  the  procedure  was  arranged 
— whether  it  preceded  or  followed  the 
order  for  the  surrender  of  the  prisoners 
to  the  Egyptian  Government  ? 

SibOHARLES  W.  DILKE:  I  did 
not   appreciate  the  point  of  the  noble 


Lord.  There  are  no  facts  beyond  those 
which  are  already  in  possession  of  the 
House  on  this  subject.  The  noble  Lord 
will  see  the  dates.  The  arrangement 
was  concluded  piecemeal,  and  not  all  at 
once ;  and,  therefore,  it  is  difficult  to  give 
an  answer,  whether  affirmative  or  nega- 
tive, to  that  Question. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS :  May  I  ask 
whether  the  order  for  the  surrender  of 
Arabi  Pasha  was  given  before  any  of 
the  proposed  alterations  were  submitted 
to  the  Egyptian  Government  ? 

Sir  OHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  do  not 
know  the  facts  with  regard  to  any  orders 
that  may  have  been  given  to  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  by  the  War  Office. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS :  Then  may 
I  ask  the  Question  of  the  Representative 
of  the  War  Office  ? 

Sir  OHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  under- 
stand the  noble  Lord  to  refer  to  the 
actual  transfer  of  the  prisoner  from  the 
English  to  the  Egyptian  guard.  That 
would  be  under  tne  War  Office  orders. 
I  think  the  noble  Lord  had  better  ask 
the  same  Question  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  W^ar. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  hon.  Baronet  if  there  is  any  truth  in 
the  statement  which  appears  in  some  of 
the  morning  papers,  that  the  Egyptian 
Government  have  declined  to  confirm 
the  arrangement  with  regard  to  proce- 
dure which  was  come  to  between  the 
Government  and  prisoner's  counsel  ? 

Sir  OHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Manners)  has 
given  private  Notice  of  a  similar  Ques- 
tion, and  I  will  answer  it  now.  We  have 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  statement 
is  true.  We  have  stated  that  it  was  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  the  Egyptian  Government  have  ac- 
cepted the  procedure  agreed  to  between 
the  advocate  of  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment and  counsel  for  the  defence.  We 
have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  there  has 
been  any  departure  from  that. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  Is 
the  House  to  understand  that  Arabi  is 
to  be  tried  under  the  Egyptian  Military 
Oode  as  varied  by  the  conditions  subse- 
quently agreed  to  between  the  Egyptian 
Government  and  the  counsel  ? 

Sir  OHARLES  W.  DILKE :  That  is 
our  understanding. 

Mr.  BOURKE :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
hon.  Baronet  whether  one  of  the  Rules 
proposed  by  Lord  Granville,  under  which 
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drilling  Militia  recruits  immediately 
upon  enlistment  has  only  been  one  year 
in  operation.  Betums  are  being  pre- 
pared of  the  total  number  of  Militia  re- 
cruits enlisted  between  the  trainings  of 
1881  and  1882,  as  well  as  of  those  raised 
during  the  calendar  year.  The  condition 
of  the  recruiting  for  all  Militia  batta- 
lions, both  of  those  whose  recruits  train 
on  enlistment  and  of  those  whose  recruits 
do  not,  can  then  be  compared.  These 
points,  together  with  all  other  matters 
connected  with  the  Militia,  will  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
But,  at  present,  there  seems  no  reason 
for  altering  the  existing  arrangements. 
Lord  BURGHLEY:  In  the  mean- 
time one  regiment  will  havo  entirely 
disappeared. 


Arabi  Pasha  was  to  be  tried,  was 
not — 

"  That  no  arguments  or  evidence  as  to  politi- 
cal motives  or  reasons  in  justification  of  the 
offenro  charged  should  be  admitted,  but  only 
such  as  went  to  establish  or  disprove  the  truth 
of  the  charges  made." 

I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  hon.  Baronet 
considers  that  Hule  in  favour  of  the  pri- 
soner ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  read  the  con- 
text, he  will  see  that  the  very  language 
shows  that  what  was  in  view  was  trial 
for  ordinary  crime ;  and,  of  course,  that 
Rule  does  not  apply,  in  our  opinion,  to 
political  crimes. 

Mr.  BOURKE  :  Is  it  to  be  one  of  the 
Rules  under  which  Arabi  is  to  be  tried  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  be- 
lieve that  such  evidence  is  to  be  admitted 
as  regards  political  crime. 

Mr.  BOURKE :  Then  this  Rule  is 
not  to  be  one  of  the  Rules. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  No; 
we  inserted  this  Rule  when  we  had  in 
view  ordinary  crime. 

Mr.  GORST  :  May  I  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  any  information  has 
been  given  to  Sir  Edward  Malet  or  the 
Egyptian  Government  that  these  Rules 
have  been  withdrawn  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  VV.  DILKE:  No; 
we  understand  that  the  course  of  pro- 
cedure is  admitted  to  be  perfectly  satis- 
factory. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  :  Is  Arabi  to  be  tried 
under  an  Egyptian  Code  of  any  sort  or 
kind  whatever,  or  under  special  condi- 
tions laid  down  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  That  is 
the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord  which  is 
on  the  Paper,  and  which  has  been  al- 
ready answered. 

ARMY    (AUXILIARY  FORCES)  —  THE 

MILITIA. 

Lord  BURGHLEY  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  ho  will 
allow  those  Regiments  of  Militia,  whose 
recruiting  is  seriously  affected  by  the 
new  system  of  drilling  men  immediately 
upon  enlistment,  to  return  to  the  arrange- 
ment of  calling  all  recruits  up  together 
for  instruction  before  the  annual  train- 
ing of  their  regiments  ? 

Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER  (for  Mr. 
OiULDEBs) :  In  reply  to  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  North  Northampton- 
•hire,  I  beg  to  say  that  the  system  of 
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ARMY  (THE  EXPEDITIONARY  FORCE) 
—THE  REVIEW. 

Mr.  SCHREIBER  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  any, 
and,  if  so,  what  facilities  will  be  given 
to  Members  of  this  House  for  witnessing 
the  review  by  Her  Majesty  on  the  1 8th 
instant,  in  St.  James's  Park,  of  the 
troops  recently  engaged  in  the  Egyp- 
tian Campaign  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (for  Mr. 
Childers)  :  An  opportunity  will  be 
afforted  to  Members  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  of  seeing  the  review  of  the 
troops  on  the  18th  by  the  Queen.  A 
platform  will  be  erectea  for  that  purpose 
in  front  of  the  Horse  Guards.  If  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  will  apply  per- 
sonally to  the  Speaker's  Secretary  they 
will  receive  a  ticket  for  themselves  and 
for  a  lady.  I  say  they  must  apply  per- 
sonally, as,  the  space  available  being 
limited,  it  is  not  intended  that  Members 
who  have  left  London  should  obtain 
tickets  and  give  them  to  other  persons. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked 
whether,  considering  the  great  interest 
taken  by  the  public,  especially  the  work- 
ing classes,  in  the  Army  that  had  come 
from  Egypt,  it  would  not  be  possible  io 
hold  the  review  in  Hyde  Park  ? 

Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER  asked  that 
the  noble  Lord  should  repeat  his  Ques- 
tion on  Tuesday,  when  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  would  be  present. 

MADAGASCAR  — REPORTED  PROCEED- 
INGS  OF  FRANCE. 
Mr.  summers  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of   State  for  Foreign  AffairSi 


1305 


Tk»  Irish 


(November  13,  1882]         Land  Commission.       1306 


Whether  there  is  any  foundation  for  the 
statement  made  by  the  Paris  correspon- 
dent of  the  •*  Times  "  that— 

'*  The  Madagascar  envoys  have  been  apprised 
that  Franco  intends  to  take  possession  of  the 
coast  of  Madagascar  from  Diego  Suarez,  on  the 
north-east,  to  Majambo,  on  the  north-west,  a 
coast  line  of  the  same  extent  as  the  whole  south 
of  England?" 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  It  is  not 
in  my  power  to  give  information  to  the 
House  with  regard  to  the  negotiations  in 
Paris  between  the  French  and  Hova  Go- 
yernments.  The  subject  is  receiving  care- 
ful attention  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  account  of  the  important  in- 
terests of  England  and  Madagascar. 

EGYPT— TRIAL  OF  ARABI  PASHA. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  the  crimes 
charged  against  Arabi  Pacha,  and  the 
punishments  attached  to  those  crimes, 
nave  been  matters  of  arrangement  be- 
tween Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  Egyptian  Government,  or  whether 
the  negotiations  between  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment related  only  to  procedure;  whether, 
when  Arabi  Pacha  was  delivered  up  by 
Her  Majesty's  Forces  to  the  Egyptian 
Gt>vernment,  it  was  known  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  that  he  was  not 
to  be  tried  under  any  known  Code  ;  and 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
being  now  aware  that  Arabi  Pacha  can- 
not be  tried  under  any  known  or  speci- 
fied Code  of  Law,  Military  or  Civil,  will 
direct  the  Egyptian  Government  to  dis- 
continue the  present  proceedings,  and  to 
order  his  immediate  release?  Might  I 
aek  the  hon.  Baronet  to  answer  these 
Questions  seriatim  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  have 
already  repeatedly  answered  the  first 
branch  of  this  Question  in  the  negative. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  neither  knew 
when  Arabi  Pacha  was  captured,  nor 
now  know  that  he  was,  or  is  to  be,  tried 
in  any  other  manner  than  according  to 
Egyptian  law,  whether  codified  or  not. 
If  he  can  show  that  the  offences  charged 
against  him  are  not  military  offences 
against  Egyptian  law,  triable  by  court 
martial,  that  defence  will  be  open  to 
him.  As  to  the  forms  of  procedure,  the 
procedure,  according  to  the  existing 
practice,  would  have  denied  the  pri- 
soners the  benefit  of  counsel  and  of  the 


publicity  of  trial;  and  the  only  thing 
which  has  been  done  ex  post  facto,  to 
quote  a  phrase  that  has  been  made  use 
of  in  Questions  put  in  this  House,  is  to 
secure  these  benefits  to  the  prisoners. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  the  fact  that  he  has,  uninten- 
tionally, within  the  last  few  minutes, 
given  two  answers  absolutely  contradic- 
tory one  of  the  other.  In  answer  to  one 
Question  he  states  that  there  was  no 
arrangement  between  the  Egyptian  and 
English  Governments  with  respect  to  the 
crimes  charged  against  Arabi  Pasha  or 
the  punishments  to  be  inflicted  ;  and  he 
stated,  only  two  minutes  before,  to  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Bourke),  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  by  Lord  Granville's  de- 
spatch of  the  20th  of  August,  endea- 
voured to  arrange  that  Arabi  should  be 
tried  as  a  common  criminal. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  What 
was  in  view  at  that  time  was  his  trial  on 
pertain  charges.  He  is  being  tried  on 
these  charges  and  upon  other  charges ; 
but  there  has  been  no  arrangement  on 
the  subject,  and  the  charges  have  simply 
been  communicated  to  us. 

Me.  BOURKE :  Is  Arabi  not  to  be 
tried  by  court  martial?  I  understood 
the  hon.  Baronet  to  say  that  if  Arabi 
could  show  that  certain  charges  against 
him  could  not  be  proved,  then  he  is  not  in 
that  case  to  be  tried  by  court  martial. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
words  I  used  were  that  if  he  could 
show  that  the  offences  charged  against 
him  were  not  military  offences,  triable 
by  court  martial  under  the  Egyptian 
law,  that  defence  will  be  open  to  him. 

Mr.  GORST  :  The  hon.  Baronet  says 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  made 
no  arrangement  as  to  punishment.  Am 
I  to  understand  that  the  paragraph  of 
Lord  Granville's  despatch  on  that  point 
is  withdrawn  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  I  must 
refer  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to 
the  Prime  Minister's  answer  to  Question 
43,  which  turns  upon  this  subject. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  —  SUB- 

COMMISSIONERS  AND  COURT 

VALUERS. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked  the 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 

been  called  to  a  Resolution  adopted  by 
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the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Oranard 

Union,   county  Longford,    complaining 

of 

'^  The  want  of  sympathy  with  the  tenant 
farmers  evinced  by  the  selection  of  the  gentle- 
men appointed  as  Sub-Commissioners  and  Court 
Valuers  " 

under  the  Land  Law  Act,  affirming 
that 

"  their  close  connection  with  landlords,  many  of 
whom  are  rack  renters,  prevent  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners from  dealing  with  the  cases  that 
come  before  them  on  the  principle  of  '  lire  and 
thrive,*  " 

and  adding, 

**  that  we  believe  the  judgments  lately  g^ven  in 
the  cases  heard  at  liongf ord  and  Granard  will 
lead  to  a  total  withdrawal  from  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners* Court ;  " 

and,  whether,  in  view  of  this  expression 
of  opinion  and  others  of  the  same  kind 
from  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland, 
the  Government  are  prepared  to  take 
any  steps  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  I  have  not  seen 
a  copy  of  the  Besolution  referred  to  in 
this  Question ;  but  I  have  ascertained 
that  it  was  passed  at  a  meeting  of  four 
Guardians  of  the  Granard  Union,  where 
the  Board  consists  of  50  Guardians.  The 
Land  Commissioners  inform  me  that 
they  have  no  applications  for  the  with- 
drawal of  cases  from  the  Longford  and 
Granard  Sub -Commissioners'  Court. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY   FORCES)— THE 

MILITIA. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  true  that  the  equipment  of  nearly 
every  battalion  of  Militia  has  been  re- 
ported to  be  in  a  bad  state ;  and,  whe- 
ther it  is  intended  to  give  to  Militia  bat- 
talions the  valise  equipment,  as  well  as 
the  means  of  carrying  ammunition  ? 

Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER 
(for  Mr.  Childers)  :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  I  beg  to  say 
that  the  Militia  equipments  are  of  old 
pattern,  and  the  knapsacks  in  many  cases 
have  been  for  a  long  time  in  wear.  It 
is  intended  to  commence  gradually  re- 
placing them  with  the  valise  equipment, 
which  provides  means  for  carrying  the 
ammunition  ? 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— WITH- 
DRAWAL OF  APPLICATIONS  FROM 
THE  PURVIEW  OF  THE  COURT. 

Mb.  T.  A.  DICKSON  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

Jfr,  Juitin  McCarthy 


of  Ireland,  Whether,  taking  into  ac- 
count the  fact  that  a  large  number  of 
applications  to  fix  a  fair  rent  have  been 
withdrawn  from  the  Land  Courts,  the 
Government  will  be  able  to  make  an 
early  announcement  of  the  course  they 
intend  to  pursue  as  to  the  continuance 
of  the  official  valuers  at  tlie  termination 
of  their  temporary  appointments  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  Land  Com- 
missioners inform  me  that  they  are  not 
aware  of  any  withdrawals  of  applica- 
tions to  fix  fair  rents  in  consequence  of 
valuations  being  made  by  official  valuers, 
except  those  which  took  place  some  time 
ago  at  Balbriggan,  in  the  county  Dub- 
lin. Threats  of  withdrawal  have  been 
made  in  other  cases ;  but,  so  far,  have 
not  been  carried  out.  I  can  assure  mj 
hon.  Friend  that  I  look  forward  to  ex- 
pressing the  views  of  the  Government 
on  the  first  occasion  when  it  can  be  done 
fully  and  in  detail. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND)—"  GRUBB  « 
CHESTERTON  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS." 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  case  of  Grubb  r.  The 
Chesterton  Board  of  Guardians,  and  the 
decision  and  comments  of  the  Cambridge 
County  Court  Judge  thereon ;  whether 
the  Local  Government  Board  will  so 
modify  their  consolidated  orders  as  to 
prevent  in  future  the  contingency  of  a 
district  medical  officer  summoning  his 
Board  of  Guardians  to  pay  him  his 
extra  fees ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  copy  of 
the  Correspondence  between  Dr.  Martin 
O'Connor,  of  Chatteris,  Cambridgeehire, 
the  Local  Government  Board,  and  the 
North  Witchford  Board  of  Guardians, 
Cambridgeshire,  relative  to  the  refusal 
of  the  latter  body  to  pay  a  fee  claimed 
by  Dr.  Martin  O'Connor  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  :  I  have  seen  a  news- 
paper report  of  the  case  of  "  Grubb  f. 
the  Chesterton  Board  of  Guardians,"  in 
which  a  Poor  Law  medical  officer  ob- 
tained a  judgment  for  an  extra  medical 
fee  for  attending  a  poor  woman  who  had 
broken  her  leg.  The  County  Court 
Judge  appears  to  have  stated  that  the 
Guardians  had  no  sufficient  reason  for 
defending  the  action.  As  regards  the 
proposed  modification  of  the  General 
Consolidated  Order,  it  does  not  seem  to 
me  that  the  Xiooal  GK>vemment  coold 
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properly  bo  alter  it  as,  on  the  one  hand,  tlia  House  that  no'  calamity  will  oceur 

to  preclude  a  medical  ofRcer  from  tak-  from  any  obstinate  adherence  to  theory 

ing  legal  proceedings  against  his  Board  on  the  part  of  the  Eiecutive   Oovern- 

of  Quardiana  for  extra    medical    fees  ment. 

which  they  had  declined  to  pay,  or,  on  Coixinel  C0LTHTJR8T:  My   object 

the  other  hand,  to  require  Quardians  to  in  asking  the    Question    nas   that   the 

pay  euch  fees  where  they  consider  they  Qovernment  should  take  power  of  legis- 

u-e  not  legally  due.     If  my  hon.  Friend  lating  upon  the  subject. 

thinks  fit  to  move  for    the  Correspon-  Mb.  TBEVELYAN  :  Distress  can  be 

dence   in    the    matter    coDcemin^   Dr.  provided  against,  if  necessary,  by  other 

O'Connor,  I  shall  have  no  objection  to  means. 

produce  it.  Mb.  PAENKLL  said,   the  question 
was   whether   it    would    be     provided 
STATE  OF  IRELAND— ALLEGED  against  by  any  means. 
DANOEB  OF  FAMINE. 
CoLOKEL    COLTHtTEST    asked    the  post  OFFICE  APPOINTMENTS. 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  ,,     mT«Tx,     .    i ..     tt    .  t     j     < 
of  Ireland,  Whether,    in  view  of  the  Mr.  CAINE  (wked  the  Fmjt  Lord  of 
poeaibility  of  severe  distress  during  the  f''.  ^IT^^'^^l  ^  *?«  ^'"^  ""T^^  *^'' 
doming  months  in  certain   districts  in  desirability  of  placing  all  post  office  ap- 
Ireland,  he  wiU  consider  the  advieability  P<"''tm™ta  throughout  the  Country  un- 
of    giving    to    the   Local    Government  der  the  control  of  the  PoBtmaster  Gene- 
Board  the  eame  power  of  dealing  with  "■*!,;     „^  .  r^nm/^wn     ttt  l 
exceptional  distrete  in  individual  unions  ^f"  ^^A^^^^^^E  :  We  have  no  rea- 
by   provisional  orders    with  regard    to  son  to  bebeye  that  the  present  arrange- 
oitd^r  relief,   which  is  possessed    by  ment,  by  which  Post  Office  appoiutments 

the  Local  Qovernment  B^ard  in  Eng-  ?[  ^  ''^""°  '''^^  ?'^  P'*"""^  ""•''"■.  ^^* 

\g^A  J  Treaeury,  works  in  any    manner  inju- 

Ma.  TRETELYAN  :  It  is  not  in  the  """^^  *"  ^^^  public  interest  and  we  have 

power  of  the  Government  to  authorize  "" '°*^mV°t«^  mate  any  change, 

the  Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland  ^  Ma.OAINEsaid,  that,  as  there  would 

to  make  orders  with  regard  to  outdoor  be  plenty  of  opportunities  next  Session 

relief,  other  than  the  orders  specified  in  of  d'^uMing  the  question,  he  would  caU 

the   2iid   section   of  the  Act  10    Fict.,  attention  to  the  inconvenieuoe  of  certam 

o.  31,  under  which  section  the  Local  Go-  appo'itmente  in  the  Post  OfBce  being 

Temment    Board  can  only  empower    a  S"*^*"".  *^\  ".l"*^^    "^   *"    ^"^'^''^S^ 

Board  of  Guardians  to  administer  out-  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
door  relief  to   able-bodied   men     and 

their  families  when  the  workhouse  is  EGTFr  (RE-ORGANIZATION), 
full  or,  by  reason  of  fever  or  infectious  Sia  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
disease,  unfit  for  the  reception  of  poor  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
persons.  That  rule  can  only  be  altered  ther,  inasmuch  as  no  machinery  exists 
by  an  Act  of  Parliament.  The  Local  for  consulting  the  wishes  of  the  people 
Qovernment  Board  are  making  inquiries  of  Egypt  aa  to  their  future  government, 
as  to  apprehended  distress  iu  certain  Lord  Dufierin  will  be  instructed,  in  con- 
districts  to  which  special  attention  has  cert  with  the  Government  of  the  Khe- 
been  called,  and  the  reports  on  the  sub-  dive,  to  devise  such  a  machinery  before 
ject  which  they  obtain  shall  have  very  the  final  arrangements  are  concluded ; 
careful  and  anxious  consideration  ;  but  whether  Lord  Duffcrin  has  been  in- 
from  the  information  received  up  to  the  struotedtomakeprovisioninanyarrange- 
present  there  do  not  appear  to  be  any  meets  for  the  settlement  of  Egypt  to 
grounds  for  arriving  at  the  conclusion  which  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
that  the  relief  which  may  be  afi'orded  be  a  party  for  the  establishment  of  in- 
under  the  existing  Poor  Law  Acts  will  stitutions  in  which  the  Egyptian  people 
be  found  iaaufficient  for  the  wants  of  shall  be  represented,  and  giving  to  their 
the  destitute  poor  during  the  coming  representatives  control  over  the  legisla- 
wioter.  The  Irish  Government  are  in  tiou,  adminiatration,  and  expenditure  of 
daily  consultation  with  regard  to  the  their  Country;  and,  whether  it  is  ia- 
apprehended  diatress,  which  is  never  tended,  before  any  new  arrangements 
oat   of  their  miuda;   and  I  can  assure  ore  promulg;ated,  to  submit  them  to  the 
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flttn(^tion  of  the  Sultan  and 
of  Europe? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  The 
of  tho  Qiieetion  speaks  of  s< 
be  dono  before  the  final  ar 
are  concluded  in  Egypt.  T 
final  arranj^ementa  to  bo  co 
us.  Our  buBiuess  is  to  en 
make,  or  to  concur  in  ma 
arrangements  as  may  appear  I 
eary  and  URoful  for  tho  securii 
order  of  the  country  ;  but  t!i 
nothing  to  ehut  out  amendm 
arrangements  according  to 
whicb'time  and  experience 
on  Egyptian  aifaira.  Wecai 
Inks  to  define  machinery  foi 
the  wishee  of  the  people  of  E, 
such  arrangenients  as  I  ha' 
scribed  hare  been  concluded, 
spect  to  the  second  branch  ol 
tion — whether  Lord  Dufferir 
instructed  to  make  pro  vie  ii 
arrangemeiits  for  the  ssttleme 
to  which  Her  Majesty's  G 
will  be  a  party  fur  the  estabi 
institutions  in  wbicbtheEgy|: 
shall  be  represented  ?. — that  is 
coming  fully  and  fairly  withi 
of  the  assurances  we  hare 
given,  and  we  are  engaged  ii 
oation  with  Lord  Duffurin  tipi 
joct  of  it.  With  regard  t( 
branch — whether  it  ia  intem 
any  new  arrangements  are  pn 
to  submit  them  to  the  aanct 
Sultan  and  the  Concert  of  £ 
would  be  quite  premature,  un 
made  further  progress,  to  € 
the  question. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS 
HOUSE-THE    NEW    ItULES 

CEDURE-STANDING  COSIS 
SiE  STAFFOKD  NOH' 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
For  what  term  bo  proposes  tli 
Foliitioua  reepecting  Standing 
tees  shall  be  in  force,  seeii 
does  not  propose  to  make  thee 
Orders,  and  tltat  if  made 
Sessional  Orders  they  will  n 
into  practical  operation  F 

Mit.  GL.4D3rONE  i  The  C 
the  right  hon.  Ooutleman  is  q 
fii.d  by  the  state  of  facta  t< 
n-fyra.  This  Kesolutioas  respecl 
ing  Oumoiittecs  were  placed 
TuUe  at  a  period  when  a 
cherished  that  they  might  b 
Sir  U.  Druvimond  Wo^F 


!  319         ^ypl — Surrender 

relating  to  the  sn 
Fash  a,  and  Benertin 
condemns  it.  Nov,  i 
noble  Lord  oondemi 
I  submit,  would  bo  i 
as  you  ruled  me  oi 
ground  that  I  vaa  ai 
cuseion  of  a  Motion 
ask  vbether  the  nobl 
in  anticipating,  und 
Motion  for  the  ad. 
House,  diacusHion  o 
Btandg  on  the  Paper  \ 

Me.  SPEAKER: 
cannot,  under  cover  i 
adjournment  of  the 
the  discussion  of  a  1 
down  on  the  Paper, 
name  of  the  right  h< 
Member  for  King's 
Lord  cannot  advert  U 
by  that  Motion.  Ht 
Order. 

Lord  EANDOLP 
It  was  not  my  intc 
than  allude  in  passii 
What  I  have  a  perfc 
and  what  is  not  cove 
on  the  Paper,  is  the 
the  procedure  at  tlie  1 

Da.  CAMEEON: 
Order.  A  Motion  Hta 
the  Paper  as  to  the 
trial  of  Arabi  Pa^ha. 

Lord  EANDOLPI 
I  think  it  will  be  fou 
of  tbo  bon.  Member 
remarks  I  am  going  to 
pORition  in  trhich  tho 
['■Order!"]  I  must  a 
bers  opposite  to  exerc 
in  their  lives  a  little 
Government  have  taki 
Parliament.  It  ia  abi 
for  any  Member— be 
aide  of  the  House  or  bi 
or  no  matter  what  his 
to  bring  forward  Jloti 
without  tho  consent  o; 
and  tliis  is  literally  th 
on  which  the  attentioi 
be  drawn  to  tho  cond 
ment.  And  what  i 
"Why,  the  Governme 
refused  to  meet  the  I 
on  their  Ejfyptian  poI 
W..11,  what"  has  take 
of  the  few  occasiouB 
able  to  attend  the 
adjournment,  my  t__. 
i^.  Cawtfroit 
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the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Oranard 

Union,   county  Longford,   complaining 

of 

'*  The  want  of  sympathy  with  the  tenant 
farmers  evinced  by  the  selection  of  the  g^entle- 
men  appointed  as  Sub-Commissioners  and  Court 
Valuers  " 

under  the  Land  Law  Act,  affirming 
that 

*'  their  close  connection  with  landlords,  many  of 
whom  are  rack  renters,  prevent  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners  from  dealing  with  the  cases  that 
come  before  them  on  the  principle  of  '  lire  and 
thrive,*  " 

and  adding, 

**  that  we  believe  the  judgments  lately  given  in 
the  cases  heard  at  Ix>ngf ord  and  Granard  will 
lead  to  a  total  withdrawal  from  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners* Court ;  " 

and,  whether,  in  view  of  this  expression 
of  opinion  and  others  of  the  same  kind 
from  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland, 
the  Government  are  prepared  to  take 
any  steps  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  I  have  not  seen 
a  copy  of  the  Besolution  referred  to  in 
this  Question ;  but  I  have  ascertained 
that  it  was  passed  at  a  meeting  of  four 
Guardians  of  the  Granard  Union,  where 
the  Board  consists  of  50  Guardians.  The 
Land  Commissioners  inform  me  that 
they  have  no  applications  for  the  with- 
drawal of  cases  from  the  Longford  and 
Granard  Sub -Commissioners'  Court. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY   FORCES)— THE 

MILITIA. 

Colonel  ALEXANDEE  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  true  that  the  equipment  of  nearly 
every  battalion  of  Militia  has  been  re- 
ported to  be  in  a  bad  state ;  and,  whe- 
ther it  is  intended  to  give  to  Militia  bat- 
talions the  valise  equipment,  as  well  as 
the  means  of  carrying  ammunition  ? 

Sib  AETHUR  HAYTEE 
(for  Mr.  Childers)  :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  I  beg  to  say 
that  the  Militia  equipments  are  of  old 
pattern,  and  the  knapsacks  in  many  cases 
have  been  for  a  long  time  in  wear.  It 
is  intended  to  commence  gradually  re- 
placing them  with  the  valise  equipment, 
which  provides  means  for  carrying  the 
ammunition  ? 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— WITH- 
DRAWAL OF  APPLICATIONS  FROM 
THE  PURVIEW  OF  THE  COURT. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

ifr,  Justin  M*Carlhy 


of  Ireland,  Whether,  taking  into  ac- 
count the  fact  that  a  large  number  of 
applications  to  fix  a  fair  rent  have  been 
withdrawn  from  the  Land  Courts,  the 
Government  will  be  able  to  make  an 
early  announcement  of  the  course  thej 
intend  to  pursue  as  to  the  continuance 
of  the  official  valuers  at  the  termination 
of  their  temporary  appointments  ? 

Me.  TREVELYAN  :  The  Land  Com- 
missioners inform  me  that  they  are  not 
aware  of  any  withdrawals  of  applica- 
tions to  fix  fair  rents  in  consequence  of 
valuations  being  made  by  official  valuers, 
except  those  which  took  place  some  time 
ago  at  Balbriggan,  in  the  county  Dub- 
lin. Threats  of  withdrawal  have  been 
made  in  other  cases ;  but,  so  far,  have 
not  been  carried  out.  I  can  assure  mj 
hon.  Friend  that  I  look  forward  to  ex- 
pressing the  views  of  the  Government 
on  the  first  occasion  when  it  can  be  done 
fully  and  in  detail. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGIAND)— «  GRUBB  « 
CHESTERTON  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS." 

Db.  FABQUHAESON  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  case  of  Grubb  r.  The 
Chesterton  Board  of  Guardians,  and  the 
decision  and  comments  of  the  Cambridge 
County  Court  Judge  thereon ;  whether 
the  Local  Government  Board  will  eo 
modify  their  consolidated  orders  as  to 

Srevent  in  future  the  contingency  of  a 
istrict  medical  officer  summoning  his 
Board  of  Guardians  to  pay  him  his 
extra  fees ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  copy  of 
the  Correspondence  between  Dr.  Martin 
O'Connor,  of  Chatteris,  Cambridgeshire, 
the  Local  Government  Board,  and  the 
North  Witchford  Board  of  Guardians, 
Cambridgeshire,  relative  to  the  refusal 
of  the  latter  body  to  pay  a  fee  claimed 
by  Dr.  Martin  O'Connor  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  I  have  seen  a  news- 
paper report  of  the  case  of  "  Grubb  v. 
the  Chesterton  Board  of  Guardians,''  in 
which  a  Poor  Law  medical  officer  ob- 
tained a  judgment  for  an  extra  medical 
fee  for  attending  a  poor  woman  who  had 
broken  her  leg.  The  County  Court 
Judge  appears  to  have  stated  that  the 
Guardians  had  no  sufficient  reason  for 
defending  the  action.  As  regards  the 
proposed  modification  of  the  General 
Consolidated  Order,  it  does  not  seem  to 
me  that  the  Ix)oal  Government  could 
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properly  so  alter  it  as,  on  the  one  hand, 
to  preclude  a  medical  officer  from  tak- 
ing legal  proceedings  against  his  Board 
of  Guardians  for  extra  medical  fees 
which  thej  had  declined  to  pay,  or,  on 
the  other  hand,  to  require  Guardians  to 
pay  such  fees  where  they  consider  they 
are  not  legally  due.  If  my  hon.  Friend 
thinks  fit  to  move  for  the  Correspon- 
dence in  the  matter  concerning  Dr. 
O'Connor,  I  shall  have  no  objection  to 
produce  it. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— ALLEGED 
DANGER  OF  FAMINE. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
possibility  of  severe  distress  during  the 
coming  months  in  certain  districts  in 
Ireland,  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  giving  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  the  same  power  of  dealing  with 
exceptional  distress  in  individual  unions 
by  provisional  orders  with  regard  to 
outdoor  relief,  which  is  possessed  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  in  Eng- 
land? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  It  is  not  in  the 
power  of  the  Government  to  authorize 
the  Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland 
to  make  orders  with  regard  to  outdoor 
relief,  other  than  the  orders  specified  in 
the  2nd  section  of  the  Act  10  VicL^ 
c.  31,  under  which  section  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  can  only  empower  a 
Board  of  Guardians  to  administer  out- 
door relief  to  able-bodied  men  and 
their  families  when  the  workhouse  is 
full  or,  by  reason  of  fever  or  infectious 
disease,  unfit  for  the  reception  of  poor 

Eersons.  That  rule  can  only  be  altered 
y  an  Act  of  Parliament.  The  Local 
Government  Board  are  making  inquiries 
as  to  apprehended  distress  in  certain 
districts  to  which  special  attention  has 
been  called,  and  the  reports  on  the  sub- 
ject which  they  obtain  shall  have  very 
careful  and  anxious  consideration ;  but 
firom  the  information  received  up  to  the 
present  there  do  not  appear  to  be  any 
grounds  for  arriving  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  relief  which  may  be  afforded 
under  the  existing  Poor  Law  Acts  will 
be  found  insufficient  for  the  wants  of 
the  destitute  poor  during  the  coming 
winter.  The  Irish  Government  are  in 
daily  consultation  with  regard  to  the 
apprehended  distress,  which  is  never 
out    of  their  minds;   and  I  can  assure 


the  House  that  no'  calamity  will  occur 
from  any  obstinate  adherence  to  theory 
on  the  part  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment. 

Colonel  COLTHURST:  My  object 
in  asking  the  Question  was  that  the 
Government  should  take  power  of  legis- 
lating upon  the  subject. 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  :  Distress  can  be 
provided  against,  if  necessary,  by  other 
means. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  the  question 
was  whether  it  would  be  provided 
against  by  any  means. 

POST  OFFICE  APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr.  CAINE  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  If  he  will  consider  the 
desirability  of  placing  all  post  office  ap- 
pointments throughout  the  Country  un- 
der the  control  of  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  We  have  no  rea- 
son  to  believe  that  the  present  arrange- 
ment, by  which  Post  Office  appointments 
of  a  certain  class  are  placed  under  the 
Treasury,  works  in  any  manner  inju- 
rious to  the  public  interest,  and  we  have 
no  intention  to  make  any  change. 

Mr.  CAINE  said,  that,  as  there  would 
be  plenty  of  opportunities  next  Session 
of  discussing  the  question,  he  would  call 
attention  to  the  inconvenience  of  certain 
appointments  in  the  Post  Office  being 
under  the  control  of  the  Patronage 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 

EGYPT  (RE-ORGANIZATION). 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  "Whe- 
ther, inasmuch  as  no  machinery  exists 
for  consulting  the  wishes  of  the  people 
of  Egypt  as  to  their  future  government, 
Lord  Du fieri n  will  be  instructed,  in  con- 
cert with  the  Government  of  the  Khe- 
dive, to  devise  such  a  machinery  before 
the  final  arrangements  are  concluded; 
whether  Lord  Dufferin  has  been  in- 
structed to  make  provision  in  any  arrange- 
ments for  the  settlement  of  Egypt  to 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
be  a  party  for  the  establishment  of  in- 
stitutions in  which  the  Egyptian  people 
shall  be  represented,  and  giving  to  their 
representatives  control  over  the  legisla- 
tion, administration,  and  expenditure  of 
their  Country ;  and,  whether  it  is  in- 
tended, before  any  new  arrangements 
are  promulgated,  to  submit  them  to  the 
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the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Granard 

Union,   county  Longford,   complaining 

of 

"  The  want  of  sympathy  with  the  tenant 
farmers  evinced  by  the  selection  of  the  gentle- 
men appointed  as  Sub-Commissioners  and  Court 
Valuers  " 

under  the  Land  Law  Act,  affirming 
that 

<'  their  close  connection  with  landlords,  many  of 
whom  are  rack  renters,  prevent  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners from  dealing  with  the  cases  that 
come  before  them  on  the  principle  of  '  live  and 
thrive,'  " 

and  adding, 

**  that  we  believe  the  judgments  lately  given  in 
the  cases  heard  at  liongford  and  Granard  will 
lead  to  a  total  withdrawal  from  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners* Court ;  *' 

and,  whether,  in  view  of  this  expression 
of  opinion  and  others  of  the  same  kind 
from  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Lreland, 
the  Government  are  prepared  to  take 
any  steps  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELTAN  :  I  have  not  seen 
a  copy  of  the  Besolution  referred  to  in 
this  Question ;  but  I  have  ascertained 
that  it  was  passed  at  a  meeting  of  four 
Guardians  of  the  Granard  Union,  where 
the  Board  consists  of  50  Guardians.  The 
Land  Commissioners  inform  me  that 
they  have  no  applications  for  the  with- 
drawal of  cases  from  the  Longford  and 
Granard  Sub-Commissioners'  Court. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY   FORCES)— THE 

MILITIA. 

Colonel  ALEXANDEE  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  true  that  the  equipment  of  nearly 
every  battalion  of  Militia  has  been  re- 
ported to  be  in  a  bad  state ;  and,  whe- 
ther it  is  intended  to  give  to  Militia  bat- 
talions the  valise  equipment,  as  well  as 
the  means  of  carrying  ammunition  ? 

Sib  ARTHUE  HAYTER 
(for  Mr.  Childbrs)  :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  I  beg  to  say 
that  the  Militia  equipments  are  of  old 
pattern,  and  the  knapsacks  in  many  cases 
have  been  for  a  long  time  in  wear.  It 
is  intended  to  commence  gradually  re- 
placing them  with  the  valise  equipment, 
which  provides  means  for  carrying  the 
ammunition  ? 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— WITH- 
DRAWAL OF  APPLICATIONS  FROM 
THE  PURVIEW  OF  THE  COURT. 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

ifr,  Justin  3P  Car  thy 


of  Ireland,  Whether,  taking  into  ac- 
count the  fact  that  a  large  number  of 
applications  to  fix  a  fair  rent  have  been 
withdrawn  from  the  Land  Courts,  the 
Government  will  be  able  to  make  an 
early  announcement  of  the  course  they 
intend  to  pursue  as  to  the  continuance 
of  the  official  valuers  at  the  termination 
of  their  temporary  appointments  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAISf :  The  Land  Com- 
missioners inform  me  that  they  are  not 
aware  of  any  withdrawals  of  applica- 
tions to  fix  fair  rents  in  consequence  of 
valuations  being  made  by  official  valuers, 
except  those  which  took  place  some  time 
ago  at  Balbrigffan,  in  the  county  Dub- 
lin. Threats  of  withdrawal  have  been 
made  in  other  cases ;  but,  so  far,  ha?e 
not  been  carried  out.  I  can  assure  my 
hon.  Friend  that  I  look  forward  to  ex- 
pressing the  views  of  the  Government 
on  the  first  occasion  when  it  can  be  done 
fully  and  in  detail. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGIAND)—"  GRUBB  f 
CHESTERTON  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS." 

De.  FAEQUHARSON  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  case  of  Grubb  r.  The 
Chesterton  Board  of  Guardians,  and  the 
decision  and  comments  of  the  Cambridge 
County  Court  Judge  thereon ;  whether 
the  Local  Government  Board  will  so 
modify  their  consolidated  orders  as  to 

Srevent  in  future  the  contingency  of  a 
istrict  medical  officer  summoning  his 
Board  of  Guardians  to  pay  him  his 
extra  fees ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  copy  of 
the  Correspondence  between  Dr.  Martin 
O'Connor,  of  Chatteris,  Cambridgeshire, 
the  Local  Government  Board,  and  the 
North  Witchford  Board  of  Guardians, 
Cambridgeshire,  relative  to  the  refusal 
of  the  latter  body  to  pay  a  fee  claimed 
by  Dr.  Martin  O'Connor  ? 

Ma.  DODSON :  I  have  seen  a  news- 
paper report  of  the  case  of '*  Grubb  f. 
the  Chesterton  Board  of  Guardians,"  in 
which  a  Poor  Law  medical  officer  ob- 
tained a  judfi;ment  for  an  extra  medical 
fee  for  attending  a  poor  woman  who  had 
broken  her  leg.  The  County  Court 
Judge  appears  to  have  stated  that  the 
Guardians  had  no  sufficient  reason  for 
defending  the  action.  As  regards  the 
proposed  modification  of  the  General 
Consolidated  Order,  it  does  not  seem  to 
me  that  the  Local  Government  could 
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properly  bo  alter  it  as,  on  tho  one  haDd,  tlie  House  that  no'  calamity  will  occur 

to  preclude  a  medical  ofllcer  from  tak-  from  any  obstinate  adherence  to  theory 

ing  legal  proceedings  against  his  Board  on  the  part  of  the  Executive    QoTern- 

of  Guardians  for  extra    medical    fees  ment. 

which  they  had  declined  to  pay,  or,  on  Colosel  COLTHTJRST  ;  My  object 

the  other  hand,  to  require  Quatdians  to  in  asking  the    Question    was   that   the 

pay  auch  fees  where  they  consider  they  Qoverument  should  take  power  of  legis- 

are  not  legally  due.     If  my  hon.  Friend  lating  upon  the  subject, 

thinks  fit  to  moye  for    the  Correspon-  Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Distress  can  be 

dence   in    the   matter    concerning   Dr.  provided  against,  if  necessary,  by  other 

O'Connor,  I  shall  have  no  objection  to  means. 

produce  it.  Mr.   PARNELL  said,   the  question 
was   whether    it    would   be     provided 

STATE  OP  IRELANH-ALLEOED  against  by  any  means. 
DANGER  OF  FAMINE. 

CoLOKEL    C0LTHUH8T    asked    the  posT  OFFICE  APPOINTMENTS. 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  ,,     ■-i.-.»tt.      i    ji  .l    w    .  t     i     » 

«f  T™l,.nH    Wl,„fl,„    \r.   ^n-r  «f   tl,«  ^r.  OAINE  asked  tfae  First  Lord  of 


of  Ireland,  "Whether,    in  view  of   the  "•■  -"""^  ""■™ -"° '■'""' ""•" 

po«ibilitj  of  .e..re  di.lr.™  during  tie  ''"'.  ^''T"1;  'f  "l'  "'''  '»""«  ' 

£Sng  month,  in  certain   di.tri't.  in  d«?™b>l' 7  ft  placing  all  po.l  offlc.    . 

IrelanS,  ho  «iU  con.id.r  the  .d»i..bility  P""'"'!""  throughout  the  Oountr,  un. 

of   giring    to    the  Local    Government  dor  the  control  ot  tho  Po.tmMt.r  (}en.- 

Board  the  same  power  of  dealing  with  ™,,     ^^  .  Tvon-imTT^     -nr  i. 

oxcptlonal  di.troS.  in  indiridn.l  union,  ""■  ?""5™™  ■  ^' '"'«  »»  ""• 

bj   provUioual  orJer,   with  regard    to  "on  to  behoie  that  thopre.ent  arrange- 

oltdoor   relief,  which   i.  poueued    by  nient,  by  which  Po.t  OIBee  appomtmenta 

the   Local   OoYornment  Board  in  Eng-  of  a  certain  cla,,  are  placed  under  the 

ji^^p                                                    °  Troaeury,  work,  m  any  manner  inju- 

Ma.  TREVELTAN  :  It  ia  not  in  the  ""V" '"  '.'"  public  intere.l  and  we  have 

power  of  tho  Oovemment  to  authorije  °°,',°   J .'™S  "■•?'.?°7      .J*''         ij 

the  Local  Oovernm.nl  Board  for  Ireland  ^  "••  "^I™  '"''•  "'I'!'  "  "'"•»»?''' 

to  make  orJ.ra  with  regard  to  outdoor  '•  ploo'J.of  opportnnitie,  next  Se«iion 

roUef,  other  than  the  orSera  apMihed  in  'f  d>"»~»l!  A'  queation,  he  would  cjl 

tho  2nd  aectiou  of  the  Act  10   n,l.,  attention  to  the  inomTeni.no.  of  certain 

o.  31,  nndor  which  aection  the  Local  Qo-  appointinonte  in  the  Poat  Office  bemg 

Tommenl   Board  can  only  empower    a  ;«<'"  ""',  "»'S'   »'  ""■    P»"»»"B' 

Board  of  Guardian,  to  admini.lor  out-  a««»l«ry  to  tho  Trea.ury. 
door  relief   to    able-bodied    men     and 

their  families  when   the   workhouse  is  EGYPT  (RE-OROANIZATICN). 

full  or,  by  reason  of  fever  or  infections  Sm  H.  DRUUMOND  WOLFF  asked 

disease,  unfit  for  the  reception  of  poor  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Who- 

Eersons.  That  rule  can  only  be  altered  ther,  inasmuch  as  no  machinery  exists 
y  an  Act  of  Parliament.  Tbe  Local  for  consulting  the  wishes  of  the  people 
QoTBm ment  Board  are  making  inquiries  of  Egypt  as  to  their  future  government, 
as  to  apprehended  distress  in  certain  Lord  Dufferia  will  be  instructed,  in  con- 
districts  to  which  special  attention  has  cert  with  the  Government  of  the  Khe- 
been  called,  and  the  reports  on  the  sub-  dive,  to  devise  such  a  machinery  before 
jeot  which  they  obtain  shall  have  very  the  final  arrangements  are  concluded ; 
careful  and  anxious  consideration  ;  but  whether  Lord  Dufferin  has  been  In- 
from  the  information  received  up  to  the  struoted  tomake provision  inany  arrange- 
present  there  do  not  appear  to  be  any  ments  for  the  settlement  of  Egypt  to 

Sounds  for  arriving  at  the  conclusion  which  Her  Majesty's  Oovernmont  will 
at  the  relief  which  may  be  afforded  be  a  party  for  tho  establishment  of  in- 
under  the  existing  Poor  Law  Acts  will  stitutions  in  which  the  Egyptian  people 
be  found  insufficient  for  the  wants  of  shall  bo  represented,  and  giving  to  their 
the  destitute  ponr  during  the  coming  representatives  control  over  tbe  legisla- 
winter.  The  Irish  Government  are  iu  tion,  administration,  and  expenditure  of 
daily  consultation  with  rn^ard  to  the  their  Country  ;  and,  whether  it  is  in- 
apprehended  distress,  which  is  nevet  tended,  before  any  new  arrangemeots 
9at   of  their  minds ;   and  I  can  assure  are  promulgated,  to  submit  them  to  the 
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the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Oranard  of   Ireland,  Whether,   taking  into  a^- 

Union,   county  Longford,   complaining  count  the  fact  that  a  large  number  of 

of  applications  to  fix  a  fair  rent  have  been 

"  The  want  of  sympathy  with  the  tenant  withdrawn  from  the  Land  Courts,  the 

farmers  evinced  by  the  selection  of  the  gentle-  Oovernment  will   be    able  to   make  an 

men  appointed  as  Sub-Commissioners  and  Court  early  announcement  of  the  course  they 

Valuers                                                      ^  intend  to  pursue  as  to  the  continuance 

under  the    Land    Law  Act,   affirming  of  the  official  valuers  at  the  termination 

that  of  their  temporary  appointments  ? 

"  their  close  connection  with  landlords,  many  of  Mk.  TRE  VELY  A.'N  :  The  Land  Com- 

whom  are  rack  renters,  prevent  the  Sub-Corn-  missioners  inform  me  that  they  are  not 

missioners  from  dealing    with  the  cases  that  „„„«^    ^c  «^„  „;*i>/i.«««i«    ^^^  «^,*i;«. 

come  before  them  on  thf  principle  of  *  Ure  and  f.'^*'^®   ^^  ^^^^  withdrawals   of  apphca- 

tiu.ive,*  "  tions  to  nz  fair  rents  m  consequence  of 

and  adding  valuations  being  made  by  official  valuers, 

» .V  X      V  ?/      .^    .  ^        .  ,  X  ,  except  those  which  took  place  some  time 

••  that  we  beueye  the  judgments  lately  given  m  .^^  „.    ■Do1K-;«—««    ;«    *{.«  ^^^.^^^  n.,k 

the  cases  heard  at  lin^ordand  GraiSrd  wUl  ?.8?^  ''tu®*^^"^*".'.^^  **'®  ?^^''^  T^ 

lead  to  a  total  withdrawal  from  the  Sub-Com-  "n.     Ihreats  of  withdrawal  have  been 

missioners*  Court ;  *'  made  in  other  cases ;  but,  so  far,  have 

and,  whether,  in  view  of  this  expression  ^^t  been  carried  out.     I  can  assure  my 

of  opinion  and  others  of  the  same  kind  ^o^-  Friend  that  I  look  forward  to  ex- 

from  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland,  pressing  the  views  of  the  Government 

the  Government  are  prepared  to  take  ^^  ^^®  ^^*  occasion  when  it  can  be  done 

any  steps  ?  ^^^1  and  in  detail. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  I  have  not  seen  «,,^^  ^  .^  ^^-r^.^  .^t^v    .  ^«»t«« 

a  copy  of  the  Resolution  referred  to  in  ^I^2^^ltlL^^?lt'^^^^ 

this  Question  ;  but  I  have  ascertained  CHESTERTON  BOARD  OF  GUAKDIAN8." 

that  it  was  passed  at  a  meeting  of  four  !>».    FARQUHARSON    asked  the 

Guardians  of  the  Granard  Union,  where  President   of  the    Local     Government 

the  Board  consists  of  60  Guardians.  The  Board,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 

Land   Commissioners    inform  me  that  drawn    to    the   case  of  Grubb  r.  The 

they  have  no  applications  for  the  with-  Chesterton  Board  of  Guardians,  and  the 

drawal  of  cases  from  the  Longford  and  decision  and  comments  of  the  Cambridge 

Granard  Sub -Commissioners'  Court.  County  Court  Judge  thereon ;  whether 

the    Local  Government  Board  will  so 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— THE  modify  their  consolidated  orders  as  to 

MILITIA.  prevent  in  future  the  contingency  of  a 

Colonel    ALEXANDER  asked    the  l^strict  medical  officer  summoning  his 

Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  Board   of  Guardians   to   pay   him  his 

is  true  that  the  equipment  of  nearly  ®»tra  fees ;    and,  whether   he  wiU  lay 

every  battalion  of  Militia  has  been  re-  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  coyj  of 

ported  to  be  in  a  bad  state ;  and,  whe-  the  Correspondence  between  Dr.  Martin 

ther  it  is  intended  to  give  to  Militia  bat-  ^  Connor  of  Chatteris,  Cambndgedure, 

talions  the  valise  equipment,  as  well  as  t^®  ^^^^  Government  Board,  and  the 

the  means  of  carrying  ammunition  ?  Nort|i  Witchford  Board  of  Guardians, 

Sia     ARTHUR     HAYTER  Cambridgeshire,  relative  to  the  refusal 

(for  Mr.  Childers):    In  reply   to   my  of  the  latter  body  to  pay  a  fee  claimed 

hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  I  beg  to  say  ^y^^-  ^"*o^^  Connor  ? 

that  the  Militia  equipments  are  of  old  M»-  DODSON :  I  have  seen  a  news- 

pattern,  and  the  knapsacks  in  many  cases  papej,  '©Por*  of  the  case  of '«  Grubb  f. 

have  been  for  a  long  time  in  wear.     It  ^^®  Chesterton  Board  of  Guardians,"  m 

is  intended  to  commence  gradually  ro-  ^^i^h  a  Poor  Law  medical   officer  oh- 

placing  them  with  the  valise  equipment,  tamed  a  judgment  for  an  extra  medicd 

which  provides  means  for  carrying  the  fe®  f^r  attending  a  poor  woman  who  had 

ammunition?  broken    her    leg.     The   County    Court 

Judge  appears  to  have  stated  that  the 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— WITH-  Guardians  had  no  sufficient  reason  for 

DRAWAL   OF   APPLICATIONS   FROM  defending  the  action.     As  regards  the 

THE  PURVIEW  OF  THE  COURT.  proposed  modification   of  the    General 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  asked  the  Consolidated  Order,  it  does  not  seem  to 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  me  that  the  Local  Government  could 

Jfr,  Justin  M*  Car  thy 
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properly  so  alter  it  as,  on  the  one  hand,  the  House  that  no"  calamity  will  occur 

to  preclude  a  medical  oflicer  from  tak-  from  any  obstinate  adherence  to  theory 

ing  legal  proceedings  against  hia  Board  on  the  part  of  the  Executive    GoTern- 

of  Ouardians  for  extra    medical    fees  ment. 

which  they  had  declined  to  pay.  or,  on  Colonel  COLTHURST  :  My   object 

tha  other  hand,  to  require  Ouardlana  to  in  asking  the    Question    was    that   the 

pay  such  fees  where  they  consider  they  Qovernment  should  take  power  of  legia- 

are  not  legally  due.     If  my  hon.  Friend  lating  upon  the  subject, 

thinks  fit  to  move  for   the  Correspon-  Mr.  TBEVELYAN  :  Distress  can  ba 

donee    in    the   matter    concerning    Dr.  provided  against,  if  necessary,  by  other 

O'Connor,  I  shall  have  no  objection  to  means. 

produce  it.  Mr.  PARXELL  said,  the  question 
was   whether   it    would    be    provided 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— ALLEGED  against  by  any  means. 
DANGEB  OF  FAMINE. 

COLOHKL    COLTHXrEST    asked    the  posT  OFFICE  APPOINTMENTS. 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  „      _ ,  _„_      ,    .  ,■.    t.-    .  t     i      > 

of  Ireland,  Wlietlii.r,   in  ri.w  of  th.  M'-  OAINE  ..ked  the  F.nt  Lord  of 

po«ibilitj  of  .OTOO  diet™,  duriog  th.  ''".  ^"""1';  "  '!•  "?  "™i"  "" 

Sming  month,  in  c.rt.in   di.lrict.  in  do.ir.bil.ty  of  plac.ng  all  po.l  offloo  .p- 

Iroland.  ho  wiU  oon.id.r  the  advi.ability  P"'"'™"'"  Ihronghoul  the  Country  nn- 

of   giving   to    the  Local    Oorarament  <«"  Jho  control  of  the  Po.lma.ter  Oen.- 

Board  the  Mme  power  of  dealing  with  ""*.  J     „^  ,  T^«m/^»TTi     -nr   l 

eiception.1  di.tre..  in  individual  Snion.  "«•  ?"™™™  '  ^^  ■""  '°  "'" 

bj   ptOTi.ional  order,    with  regard    lo  "»  to  beheye  that  the  pre.ent  airange- 

oildMr  relief,  which  i.  pou.t.ed   bj  ™t.  bj  which  Po.l  Office  appomtment. 

the  Local  Qovernm.nt  Board  in  Eng-  2?  ■  """»  "'"»  ?'•  P'""''  "'"'".  *" 

1-qJ  «                                                         °  Treasury,  works  in  any    manner  inja- 

Mr.  TRETELYAN  :  It  is  not  in  the  "'''?''  *°  ""^  public  interest,  and  we  have 

power  of  the  Government  to   authorize  °° '"*''°V?^^  "i^tu"^  "  1?^^'         m 

&e  Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland  ^  Ma.OAINE  said,  that,  as  there  would 

to  moke  orders  with  regard  to  outdoor  be  plenty  of  opportunities  next  Session 

roUef.  other  than  the  orders  specified  in  «f  discussing  the  question,  he  would  call 

the   2nd  section  of  the   Act  10    Vict.,  attention  to  the  luconvemence  of  certain 

0.  81,  under  which  section  the  Local  Go-  «PP<»ntments  in  the  Post  Office   being 

Toroment    Board  can  only  empower    a  l^^^\  ^\   'l'?"'*'"'    "*    *^«    Patronage 

Board  of  Guardians  to  aaminister  out-  e^^etary  to  the  Treasury, 
door  relief  to    able-bodied   men     and 

their  families  when  the  workhouse  is  EGTFP  (RE-ORGANIZATION), 
full  or,  by  reason  of  fever  or  infectious  Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
disease,  unfit  for  tho  reception  of  poor  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
pereons.  That  rule  can  only  be  altered  ther,  inasmuch  as  no  machinery  exists 
by  an  Act  of  Parliament.  The  Local  for  consulting  the  wishes  of  the  people 
Government  Board  are  making  inquiries  of  Egypt  as  to  their  future  government, 
as  to  apprebended  distress  in  certain  Lord  DufTerin  will  be  instructed,  in  con- 
districts  to  which  special  attention  has  cert  with  the  Oovernmeut  of  the  Kbe- 
heen  called,  and  the  reports  on  the  sub-  dive,  to  devise  such  a  machinery  before 
ject  which  they  obtain  shall  have  very  the  final  arrangements  are  concluded ; 
careful  and  anxious  consideration ;  but  whether  Lord  Dufierin  has  been  in> 
from  the  information  received  up  to  the  etruotedtomakeprovisioninanyarrange- 
prosent  there  do  not  appear  to  be  any  ments  for  the  settlement  of  Egypt  to 

Sounds  for  arriving  at  the  conclusion  which  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
at  the  relief  which  may  be  afforded  be  a  party  for  the  establishment  of  in- 
onder  the  existing  Poor  Law  Acts  will  stitutions  in  which  the  Egyptian  people 
be  found  insufficient  for  the  wants  of  shall  be  represented,  and  giving  to  their 
the  destitute  poor  during  the  coming  representatives  control  over  the  legiala- 
winter.  The  Irish  Government  are  iu  tion,  administration,  and  expenditure  of 
daily  consultation  with  regard  to  the  their  Country;  and,  whether  it  is  in- 
apprehended  distress,  which  is  never  tended,  before  any  new  arrangements 
out    of  their  minds ;    and  I  can  assure  are  promulgated,  to  submit  them  to  tha 
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fianction  of  the  Sultan  and  the  Concert 
of  Europe? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  The  first  branch 
of  the  Question  speaks  of  something  to 
be  done  before  the  final  arrangements 
are  concluded  in  Egypt.     There  are  no 
final  arrangements  to  be  concluded  by 
US.     Our  business  is  to   endeavour  to 
make,   or   to  concur  in  making,    such 
arrangements  as  may  appear  to  be  neces- 
sary and  useful  for  the  security  and  good 
order  of  the  country ;  but  there  will  be 
nothing  to  shut  out  amendment  of  such 
arrangements    according  to    the    liglit 
which  •  time  and  experience  may  throw 
on  Egyptian  affairs.     We  cannot  under- 
take to  define  machinery  for  consulting 
the  wishes  of  the  people  of  Egypt  before 
such  arrangements  as  I  have  just  de- 
scribed have  been  concluded.     With  re- 
spect to  the  second  branch  of  the  Ques- 
tion— whether  Lord  Duflferin  has  been 
instructed  to  make    provision    in   any 
arrangements  for  the  settlement  of  Egypt 
to   which   Her    Majesty's   Government 
will  be  a  party  for  the  establishment  of 
institutions  in  which  the  Egyptian  people 
shall  be  represented  ?. — that  is  a  Question 
coming  fully  and  fairly  within  the  scope 
of  the  assurances  we  have  previously 
given,  and  we  are  engaged  in  communi- 
cation with  Lord  Dufferin  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  it.     With  regard  to  the  third 
branch — whether  it  is  intended,  before 
any  new  arrangements  are  promulgated, 
to  submit  them  to  the  sanction  of  the 
Sultan  and  the  Concert  of  Europe  ? — it 
would  be  quite  premature,  until  we  have 
made  further  progress,  to  enter  upon 
the  question. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS   OF    THE 

HOUSE— THE    NEW    RULES    OF    PRO- 

CEDURE-STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

SiE  STAFFORD  NOKTHOOTE 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
For  what  term  he  proposes  that  the  lie- 
solutions  respecting  Standing  Commit- 
tees shall  be  in  force,  seeing  that  he 
does  not  propose  to  make  them  Standing 
Orders,  and  that  if  made  as  merely 
Sessional  Orders  they  will  never  come 
into  practical  operation  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  The  Question  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  justi- 
fied by  the  state  of  facts  to  which  it 
refers.  The  Resolutions  respecting  Stand- 
ing Committees  were  placed  upon  the 
Table  at  a  period  when  a  hope  was 
cherished  that  they  might  be  brought 

Sir  IL  Drummond  Wolff 


into  operation  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion, and  that  the  House  might  have 
some  experience  of  them.  The  Session 
is  too  far  advanced  to  allow  that  hope 
any  longer  to   be   entertained,  and  to 

Eass  them  for  the  present  Session  would 
e  to  make  them  futile.  There  is  no 
intention  to  depart  trom  the  substance 
of  our  proposal  that  these  Committees 
should  be  of  a  temporary  and  experi- 
mental character;  and  I  shall,  there- 
fore, make  a  proposal  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  them  effect  through  the  next 
Session,  or  to  some  date  in  1 883.  With 
regard  to  the  precise  form  of  the  pro- 
posal, we  will  consider  it  carefully,  and 
give  the  House  Notice  of  it  before  it  is 
submitted. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  It 
would  be  convenient  that  Notice  should 
be  given  in  reasonable  time. 
Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  Quite  bo. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— ARABI  PASHA. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  can  name  a  day  for  discussing  the 
Resolution,  of  which  notice  has  been 
given  by  the  Right  honourable  Member 
for  King's  Lynn, 

'*  That  this  House  regrets  that,  after  the  un- 
conditional surrender  of  Arabi  Pasha  to  British 
authority,  he  was  delivered  over  to  be  dealt 
with  by  Egyptian  Tribunals  P  " 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  This  is  a  sub- 
ject  which  it  has  been  the  duty  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  consider  with 
much  care,  not  only  with  respect  to  the 
Government  and  the  House,  but  much 
more  especially  with  reference  to  the 
interests  of  the  chief  person  arraigned  in 
Egypt — namely,  the  interests  of  Arabi 
Pasha.  Now,  if  this  question  were  dis- 
cussed in  the  HoUse,  it  wooild  be  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, in  order  to  explain  the 
grounds  of  their  conduct,  to  consider  all 
the  circumstances,  whether  actual  or 
alleged,  belonging  to  the  conduct  of 
'Arabi,  which  led  to  his  arrest.  We 
should  necessarily  have  to  refer  to  alleged 
acts,  amounting  to  crimes — of  which  he 
may  or  ma}'  not  be  guilty — and  we  feel 
certain  that,  however  the  case  might  be 
stated  on  the  one  side  or  the  other,  we 
should  necessarily  be  anticipating  the 
proceedings  of  the  trial.  It  appears  to 
us  to  be  beyond  all  doubt,  that  if  we 
were  called  upon  to  state  even  the  poesi- 
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bilitj  of  his  guilt  in  connection  with  the 
imputation  of  certain  crimes  of  which  he 
may  be  entirely  innocent,  we  should  be 
most  seriously  affectiug  his  position  in 
the  coming  trial.  The  expression  of  our 
views  would  give  rise  to  statements 
which  might  unfairly  prejudice  him. 
There  is  a  consideration  more  important 
still  than  the  effect  which  speeches  and 
arguments  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  explanation  of  their  own  con- 
duct might  produce,  and  that  is,  the 
effect  that  might  be  produced  by  a  vote 
of  the  House;  because  I  need  hardly 
point  out  how  much  greater  weight 
would  follow  a  vote  of  the  House,  which, 
if  it  went  in  one  direction,  might  bo  re- 
garded as  condemnatory  of  the  conduct 
of  Arabi  Pasha.  I  am  not  prepared, 
therefore,  while  the  judicial  proceedings 
are  pending,  to  name  a  day  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  Motion.  Were  the  judi- 
cial proceedings  in  Egypt  to  be  in  any 
way  brought  to  a  close,  this  would  be  a 
matter  as  open  to  the  House  as  any 
other  portion  of  the  Egyptian  Question. 
What  I  have  now  said  is  in  no  way  to 
be  understood  as  a  departure  from  what 
I  have  already  said  in  regard  to  our 
general  conduct  of  affairs  in  Egypt. 
Should  there  be  any  desire  to  pronounce 
a  censure  on  that  conduct,  it  will  be  our 
duty  to  find  the  earliest  day  in  our  power 
for  the  purpose  of  discussing  that  sub- 
ject. 

Mb.  BOUEKE  :  I  should  like  to  ask 
one  Question  arising  out  of  the  answer 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — Whether 
all  the  difficulties  he  has  just  mentioned 
as  standing  in  the  way  of  finding  a  par- 
ticular day  for  this  discussion  do  not 
arise  from  the  fact  that  Arabi  Pasha 
was  surrendered  to  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment, and  that  they  would  not  have 
arisen  if  he  had  not  been  surrendered  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Of  course,  my 
answer  is,  that  if  the  same  difficulties 
had  not  arisen — which  they  might  have 
done  —  other  difficulties  would  have 
arisen  of  a  much  more  serious  na- 
ture. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER:  May  I 
ask  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
give  the  House  an  assurance  that  on 
the  conclusion  of  the  trial  of  Arabi 
Pasha,  and  before  any  step  has  been 
taken  to  carry  out  any  sentence  conse- 
quent upon  the  trial,  he  will  give  the 
House  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
question  ? 

yOL.  CCLXXIV.    [third  series.] 


Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  can  hardly  sup- 
pose that  I  will  give  an  assurance  that 
the  House  will  be  made  so  far  party  to 
the  procedure  —  whatever  sentence  is 
pronounced,  whether  just  or  unjust, 
whatever  facts  are  proved  or  not  proved — 
that  before  anything  is  done  the  House 
should  be  called  upon  to  give  its  judg- 
ment on  the  subject.  One  of  the  great 
objects  and  purposes  of  the  House  is 
that  a  substantial  Government  shall 
exist  in  Egypt,  with  real  authority  and 
real  dignity.  It  is  impossible  that  that 
result  can  be  attained  if  either  the 
British  Government  or  the  British  Par- 
liament is  to  endeavour  to  exercise  that 
authority,  or  take  it  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  Egyptian  Government.  I  say  this 
without  prejudice  to  the  answer  which  I 
have  presently  to  g^ve. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  when  he  expects  the 
trial  will  begin,  and  when  he  expects  the 
trial  will  actually  be  brought  to  a  close  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Considering  the 
Profession  to  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  belongs,  and  the 
total  impossibility  of  knowing  in  this 
country  when  any  legal  business  will 
begin  or  conclude,  I  think  it  is  sanguine 
on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  ask  me  that  Question.  All 
I  can  say  is  that,  in  the  interests  of  all  con- 
cerned, it  will  be  very  advantageous  to 
all  parties  that  those  proceedings  should 
be  as  expeditious  as  is  consistent  with 
the  substantial  ends  of  justice. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  whether  the 
date  of  the  trial  was  to  be  fixed  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  or  by  the 
Egyptian  Government  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  date  of  the 
trial  will  be  fixed  by  the  local  authori- 
ties, and  not  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If,  in  the  event  of  a 
verdict  to  that  effect,  can  Arabi  Pasha 
be  executed  without  the  concurrence  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  expedient  that  I  should 
enter  into  the  abstract  question  as  to  the 
power  or  authority  of  the  Khedive's 
Government  to  execute  Arabi ;  but  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  sajring  that  I 
entertain  no  doubt  that  Arabi  will  not 
be  put  to  death  without  the  assent  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government, 

2  U 
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SELFE.  CRIME    (IRELAND)— ATTACK    ON    MR. 

Mr.  J0NE8-PAERT  asked  the  First  JUSTICE  LAWSOJf. 

Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  be  a  Qy^^  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE;  I 
fflct  that  Mr.  W.  L.  Selfe,  called  to  the  ^igj,  to  ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
Bar  in  A.D.  1870.  has  been  appointed  tleman  opposite,  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
to  the  County  Court  JudRwhip  which  Ireland,  can  give  ua  any  information 
with  regard  to  a  etatement  that  faaabeen 
made  in  the  newspapers  as  to  the  attack 
which  had  been  made  in  Dublin  npon  a 
very  distinguished  Judge,  Mr.  Justice 
Law  son? 

Mk.  THEVELYAN  :  I  have  received 
several  private  letters  from  eminent  per- 
sons in  Ireland,  which  I  have  read  very 


includes  the  towns  of  Cardiff  and  New- 
port; if  Mr.  Selfe  has  had  considerable 
or  any  practice  at  the  Bar  \  and,  if  it  is 
the  fact  that  he  held  the  office  of  Secre- 
tary to  Lord  Cairns. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fSir 
Henry  Jaues)  :  The  Lord  Chancellor 
has  made  this  appointment,  not  from 
any  political  or  personal  grounds,  but    care>uilyr"b"uTi  Ynd 'it  eitremeTy  diffi' 


solely  because  he  regards  Mr.  Selfe 
gentleman  who  is  fully  qualified  to  fulfil 
the  duties  attaching  to  the  office  of  a 
County  Court  Judgeship.      Mr.    Selfe 


lit  to  make  out  from  tbem  anything 
which  I  think  it  would  be  right  to  make 
public.  All  the  information  I  have  got 
contained  in  a  report,  dated  jeeter- 


has    practised  as    a    conveyancer    and  ^         ^^^^  ^y^^   Superintendent  of   the 

equity  draftsman  for  12  years;  he  has  Detective  Division  in  Dublin.     I  am  al- 

been  engaged  as  assistant  editor  of  the  ^^^^   unwilling    to    take  up   the    time 

Revised  Statutes,  and  in  the  office  of  „£  the  House  by  reading  it.     [Crutof 

the  Parliamentary  counsel,   when  en-  "Read,   read!"!     "Very  well;   if  the 

gaged  in  preparing  Bills,  gave  proof  of  ^^^^  ^jghea  it,  t  will  read  it- 

ereat  ability.     The  Ijord  Uhaacellor  has  „, .        ,          _,,,  ,,,,,,      _,    , 

"i             I     ■_^    •      c            .-L              1    11-  "  1  have  to  report  that  at  0  odock  venanUT 

also  made  mquiry  from  others  as  to  Mr  ^^^^       (^^  jjj^j  jj^„    ^,,  j^^/  L«^ 

Belfe's  qualification,  and  I  am  permitted  laft  hU  home  in  Upper  Fitiwilliam  Street,  m- 

to  read  a  letter  from   the  Master  of  the  compnnied  bv  hU  *od  Heary,  intonilmg  to  walk 

Bolls,  in  which  he  says—  *«  ^^^  King's  Inns,  in  Henrietta  Street,  to  din* 
with  the  Banchen.    He  was  protected  bj  Con- 

"IknewMr.  Selfe  ;yeflrB  ago ;  he  i»  »  very  atablDB  Lawlor  and  Breonan,  of  the  B  Diri«ioo, 

clever  man,  and,  in  my  opinion,  qualified  for  a  and  PenaionerB  M'Donnell  and  Driver." 
higher  position  than  that  of  a  County  Court 

It  is  true  that  Mr.  Selfe  vaa  for  a  short 
time  Secretary  to  Lord  Cairns,  which 
afforded  some  proof  that  he  was  pos- 
sessed, not  only  of  ability,  but  also  of 
discretion  and  tact — qualities  to  be 
sought  for  in  a  County  Court— but  while 
the  Lord  Chancellor  did  not  make  this 
any  ground  for  the  appointment,  he  did 
not  look  upon  it  as  any  disqualification. 


EQYPT-POUCY  OF  HEH  MAJESTY'S 
GOVERNMENT. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister.  Whe- 
ther he  intends^  to-morrow,  as  he  inti- 
mated the  other  day,  to  make  a  etate- 
ment with  regard  to  our  poeitiou  in 
Egypt? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Yes, 


It  has  been  discovered  that  the  increased 
duties  of  the  Dublin  Police  requite  the 
addition  of  somo  lb  trustworthy  men, 
mostly  military  pensioners — 

"The  two  first-nsmed  ivalkcd  immediately 
behind  the  Judgo,  and  the  tvo  latter  aboat  SO 
naces  behind  him,  on  the  other  aide  of  Uie  my. 
When  they  had  got  about  midway  between 
Metrion  Square  and  Clare  Street,  M'DonneU'i 
attention  was  called  to  a  miin  who,  in  passing, 
touched  M'Donnell  on  the  elbow  in  a  very  vt- 
niHcant  way.  eaying, '  It  ja  all  right,'  or  woni 
to  that  effect.  U'Donnell  nt  once  concluded 
that  there  whs  somethiug  BUBpicioaa  about  the 
man,  and  kept  hie  eye  on  him.  When  thar 
rnached  I^inster  Street  Driver  and  M'Donnul 
walked  along  'I'nnity  College  wall,  and  tlie 
man  who  had  attracted  their  attention  alM 
walked  on  that  aide,  immediately  befcav  (bam. 
Judeo  Idwaon  and  his  son,  and  the  two  con- 
atablcs  of  the  B  Division,  walked  on  the  oppo- 
•ita  aide  aa  the  Judge  approached  Kildan  Street 
Club." 
very    Tlie  description  which  follows  ia  what 


brief  statement ;  but  containing  what  the  officer  who  gives  this  report  has 
we  consider  to  be  the  material  facts  in  gathered  from  the  evidence  of  othw 
respect,  not  of  the  general  position  in    persons  ;  hut  it  bears  out  the  extremely 
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oooraf^na  conduct  of  K'Donnell,  and  I  and  therefore,  to  put  myself  in  Order,  I 

think  it  shows  that  it  was  a  ver;  despe-  beg  to   move   the  adjournment  of  the 

rate  attack —  House.     At  the  present  moment  Arab! 

"  The  reToWerUken  from  him  wM  loaded  io  is   confined  in  an  Egyptian  gaol,  under 

ux  chambers,  and  was  &  good  clnss  weapon,  an  Egyptian  guard,  and  Her  Majesty's 

Judge  LawBon  went  into  the   Kildare   Street  GoTernment  cannot  guarantee   that  Ms 

SS'„"d"''di:2^.r.£^S.S."""  ■"•»'■  l;f.U..f,.l.h.p,..en.m.n,....  W, 
know  that  prisoners  in  pjgjptian  gaola 

I  may  say  that  the  pnvate  letters  I  have  are  treated  with  the  greatest  cruelly, 

got  from  persons  who  were  in  hia  com-  especialiy   in   Provindal   gaola  ;  and  I 

fany  say   hi8  demeanour   was,  in  the  challenge  any  Member  of  Her  Majestj'B 

ighest  degree,  quiet  and  gallant—  Government  to  get  up  and  say  that  the 

"At  the  CoUegs  Street   Police  Station  the  lifeof  Arabi  Tasha  is  not  in  the  greatest 

man  wai  recognized  as  a  penon  who  waa  con-  danger.  Yet,  knowing  the  danger  in 
Ticted  of  hurhwaT  robberv  on  a  nrevioiia  occa-        !_■  l  t.      ■       l  F   -n       ti  "    .   > 

don.  and  aentenceS  to  ^  ,eaJ  penal  ^-  }''"«''  ^^  '«  at   present.   Her  Majesty's 

tnde.      He  was  diacharged  on   licence  on  the  Oovsmment  refuse  to  give  a  day  for  the 

lath   of  December,    1874,      He  admitted    hia  discussion  of  the  question  of  hia  surren- 

idsntitf .     He  ia  a  house  oarpentor,  about  34  Jer.     And   why  ?     Because   they   know 

year,  of  age,  married,  with  foar  children.    He  ,ery  well  that  if  the  question  is  discusBed 

waa  formerly  in  the  employment  of  a  reepect-  .      ;.  .     „  ■!       U   j     -j     .i.    r  i 

able  timber  merchant  fn  Thomas  8trefrt,%nd  '°  *>"«   Ho"««   '*  ''""''i  ^^"^^  the  fat© 

recently   worked    at    the  reiidence   of    Chief  of  the  Egyptian  Government.    ["Order, 

Baion  Pallea.    On  a  previous  occasion  he  made  order !  "J    I  repeat  that,  should  the  re- 

an   attempt  to  ahoot  a  polieemao  with  a  re-  gult  of  the  discussion  be  to  pass  a  Vote 

t^-^^tw  P^v-T^  J  "^^        """^"f  "  Of  Censure,  the  natural  result  of  that 

wMk  on  the  evidence  of  M'Donnoll  end  tlie  Vote  of  Censure  will  be  to  force  the 

conatablei."  Egyptian  Qovernment  to  releaae  Arabi 

Th.1  i.,  pt.oticallj,  allthe  information  ''"''•■    /°''  '■°*  S,"  "*)•'.'''''  <'°- 

I  nan  gi.5  to  the  fiiu.e ;  but  it  i,  .alia-  ""»•»'.  •"■mej  Ibey  cannot  guarau- 
f^itorfto    know    tbat    the   protection     "  »■•  nan',  l.fo  for  24  hour.,  aTthough 

which  ha.  been  provided  for  iCe  Judge,  "'»?  k°™  Y'  ^"f  ti.  po...«,on  docu- 

who  wa.  liable  to  «i  much  danger,  hai  ""''■  7';?  ""'''  "'?'P.'°.'!"V?'7"' 

proved  to  be  aufflcient.  *  not  onlj  the  8u  tan,  but  the  Khed.vo 

'^  and  the  Khedive  s  Uintsters,  and  whose 
interests   are  to  put  Arabi  ont  of  the 

EGYPT-SURRENDER  OF  ARABI  PASHA  ^^y,  refuse  to  let  the  House  of  Com- 

TO  THE  AGENTS  OF  THE  KHEDIVB.  n,ons  express  its  opinion  as  to  hia  fate. 

LoBD    BANDOLPH    CHUBCHILL  I  venture  to  say  that  if  this  matter  is 

wished  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister,  with  allowed  to  be  discussed  a  large  number 

reference  to  the  answer  which  he  had  of  Members  will  place  upon  record  their 

i 'net  given  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for  opinion  that  the    surrender   of    Arabi 

forth  Devon,  In  what  manner  the  sur-  Pasha  was  one  of  the  most  disgraceful 

renderof  Arabi  Pasha  by  Her  Majesty's  acta  that  had  ever  stained  the  British 

Government   to   the  Egyptian  Govern-  name. 

ment  was  connected  with  the  trial  of        Db.  CAMKRON  :  I  rise  to  a  point  of 

Arabi  by  the  Egyptian  Government  ?  Order.      On  the  28th  of  June,   1881,1 

Mk.  GLADSTONE:  If  the  noble  proposed  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
liord  wishes  it  I  will  repeat  the  whole  House  in  order  to  bring  a  matter  which 
answer  I  have  given  already  ;  but  I  I  considered  of  very  pressing  import- 
think  that  I  gave  it  in  as  clear  a  manner  ance  under  the  notice  of  the  House, 
as  possible.  when  attention  waa  called  by  the  hon. 

LoBD  BANDOLPH  CHURCHILL:  Member  for  Knaresborough  (Mr.  T. 
As  it  appears  to  me  that  this  is  likely  to  Collins)  to  the  fact  tbat  a  Motion  re- 
be  the  very  last  night  on  which  it  may  lating  to  the  same  queetion  was  on  the 
be  in  the  power  of  any  Member  to  bring  Paper  ;  and  you,  Mr,  Speaker,  I  have 
matters  even  of  the  greatest  urgency  no  doubt  very  properly,  ruled  me  out  of 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  on  a  Mo-  Order.  Now,  I  beg  to  call  your  atten- 
tion for  the  adjournment,  I  wish  in  a  tion  to  the  fact  that  amongst  the  No- 
few  simple  sentences  to  show  the  import-  tices  of  Motion  standing  on  the  Paper 
ance  of  taking  some  immediate  steps  is  one  in  the  name  of  the  right  hon. 
vith  respect  to  the  trial  ol  Arabi  Pasha ;  Member  for  King's  Lynn  ^Mr.  Bo^tVa'i 
2  U  2 
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relating  to  the  surrender  of  Arabi 
Pasha,  and  asserting  that  the  House 
condemns  it.  Now,  any  remarks  of  the 
noble  Lord  condemnatory  of  that  act, 
I  submit,  would  be  out  of  Order ;  and 
as  you  ruled  me  out  of  Order  on  the 
ground  that  I  was  anticipating  the  dis- 
cussion of  a  Motion  on  the  Paper,  I 
ask  whether  the  noble  Lord  is  in  Order 
in  anticipating,  under  the  guise  of  a 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House,  discussion  of  a  Motion  which 
stands  on  the  Paper  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  noble  Lord 
cannot,  under  cover  of  a  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  anticipate 
the  discussion  of  a  Motion  which  is  set 
down  on  the  Paper,  and  stands  in  the 
name  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  King's  Lynn.  The  noble 
Lord  cannot  advert  to  any  point  covered 
by  that  Motion.  He  would  be  out  of 
Order. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
It  was  not  my  intention  to  do  more 
than  allude  in  passing  to  that  Motion. 
What  I  have  a  perfect  right  to  refer  to, 
and  what  is  not  covered  by  any  Motion 
on  the  Paper,  is  the  trial  of  Arabi,  and 
the  procedure  at  the  trial. 

Dk.  CAMERON:  I  again  rise  to 
Order.  A  Motion  stands  in  my  name  on 
the  Paper  as  to  the  procedure  on  the 
trial  of  Arabi  Pasha. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  think  it  will  be  found  that  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  does  not  cover  the 
remarks  lam  going  to  make.  Look  at  the 
position  in  which  the  House  is  placed. 
'*  Order  ! "]  I  must  appeal  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  to  exercise  for  the  last  time 
in  their  lives  a  little  spark  of  fairness. 
Government  have  taken  up  all  the  time  of 
Parliament.  It  is  absolutely  impossible 
for  any  Member— be  he  sitting  on  this 
side  of  the  House  or  below  the  Gangway, 
or  no  matter  what  his  position  may  be — 
to  bring  forward  Motions  on  any  subject 
without  the  consent  of  the  Government ; 
and  this  is  literally  the  only  opportunity 
on  which  the  attention  of  the  House  can 
be  drawn  to  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment. And  what  is  that  conduct  ? 
Why,  the  Government  had  absolutely 
refused  to  meet  the  House  of  Commons 
on  their  Egyptian  policy.  [**  No,  no  !**J 
Well,  what  has  taken  place?  On  one 
of  the  few  occasions  on  which  I  was 
able  to  attend  the  House  before  the 
adjournment,    my     hon.    and    learned 

J)r,  Cameron 


Friend  (Mr.  Gorst)  gave  Notice  of  a 
Motion  censuring  the  destruction  of 
Alexandria,  and  we  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  he  would  give  a  day 
for  the  discussion  of  that  Motion.  He 
refused  to  give  a  day  for  the  discussion 
of  that  atrocious  act — it  was  absolutely 
refused. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  I  beg  to  call  your 
attention,  Sir,  to  the  fact  that  a  Motion 
with  regard  to  the  destruction  of  Alex- 
andria stands  on  the  Paper. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
The  perseverance  of  the  hon.  Member  is 
creditable  to  his  race  ;  but  he  does  not 
give  me  a  chance.  He  does  not  allow 
me  to  finish  what  I  was  going  to  say.  I 
do  not  propose  to  discuss  the  Motion  re- 
ferred to.  I  only  say  that  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  refused  to  give  it  a  day.  And 
why  ?  Because  it  was  given  Notice  of 
by  a  private  Member,  and  the  Prime 
Minister  said  the  Government  coald  not 
think  of  giving  it  a  day  unless  it  was 
put  forward  by  someone  in  the  position 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  North  Devon.  Well,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  has  since  given  Notice  of  a 
Motion  which  appeared  to  me  to  be  a 
Vote  of  Censure.  It  said  the  House  was 
not  in  possession  of  certain  information 
which  it  was  desirable  the  Government 
should  give  it.  If.  therefore,  this  was 
not  a  Motion  of  Want  of  Confidence,  I 
do  not  know  how  such  a  Motion  could 
be  drawn.  The  Prime  Minister,  how- 
ever, evaded  it,  and  refused  to  give  it  a 
day.  Then  we  come  to  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  King's  Lynn — a  Motion  of  a  most 
important  and  pressing  character — and 
the  Prime  Minister  gets  up . 

Dr.  CAMERON  :  I  rise  to  Order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  noble  Lord 
must  be  perfectly  well  aware  that  he 
is  not  entitled  to  discuss  the  Motion 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  King's 
Lynn. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  do  not  mean  to  discuss  it.  I  only  want 
to  point  out — and  I  hope  the  public  out- 
of-doors  will  take  notice  of  the  fact — 
that,  in  spite  of  all  our  efforts,  in  spite 
of  those  Notices  of  Motion — that  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  that  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  King's  Lynn 
— the  Government  have  refused  to  give 
a  day  for  a  discussion.  More  than  that 
it  is  not  necessary  to  say ;  but  it  is  abso* 
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lutelj  necessary  to  mark  this  firm  refusal 
on  the  part  of  the  Prime  Minister  to 
allow  the  subject  to  be  brought  before 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  noble  Lord 
concluded  by  moving  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

8iR  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF 
seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed > 
*'  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 
— (Lord  Randolph  Churchill,) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  need  be  only 
brief  in  answering  the  noble  Lord.  He 
has  shown  his  usual  inaccuracy  in  his 
statement  of  fact.  I  have  given  as  yet 
no  answer  whatever  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  with  respect  to  his  Question  ;  and, 
consequently,  as  I  have  not  given  an 
answer.  I  cannot  possibly  have  refused 
him  any  request  which  he  may  associate 
with  it ;  but  I  have  stated  that  to-mor- 
row I  will  give  information  which,  as  I 
think,  may  throw  light  upon  the  subject 
sufficiently  to  assist  him  in  determining 
what  course  he  will  pursue.  So  much 
for  one  of  the  **  refusals."  It  does  not 
exist  at  all.  Let  us  look  at  the  other. 
The  first  **  refusal"  was  that  a  private 
Member — I  do  not  remember  who  it  was 
— proposed  that  we  should  arrest  the 
course  of  Government  Business  and  of 
the  regular  Sittings  of  the  House  in 
order  to  discuss  the  question  of  Egypt. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
The  burning  of  Alexandria. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Very  well ;  part 
of  the  question  of  Egypt.  I  stated,  in 
conformity  with  universal  practice,  that 
no  Government  ever  could  recognize  any 
Motion  of  that  kind  as  reasonable  for 
setting  aside  the  Business  of  the  House 
and  grant  a  special  day  unless  the 
Motion  was  made  on  behalf  of  some 
great  Party.  That  is  the  second  case. 
With  regard  to  the  third,  the  House  has 
heard  the  explanation  I  gave  to-day, 
and  my  belief  is  that  the  House  is  satis- 
fied. At  all  events,  it  is  open  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  question  it  at 
the  proper  time. 

Mr.  GORST  :  I  think  we  have  reason 
to  complain  that  the  Government  will 
not  condescend  to  give  the  House  such 
information  as  they  themselves  possess, 
and  that  the  answers  given  by  one  Minis- 
ter should  be  inconsistent  with  those  given 
by  another,  and  the  answers  given  by 
one  Minister  of  the  Crown  on  one  day 


should  not  be  consistent  with  the  an- 
swers given  by  the  same  Minister  on 
another  day.  What  I  understand  to  be 
the  feeling  of  the  House  is  not  a  desire 
to  discuss  the  general  Egyptian  Ques- 
tion. Hon.  Members  are  willing  to  wait 
until  they  hear  the  Statement  which  the 
Prime  Minister  has  promised  to  make 
to-morrow.  Nor  are  they  desirous  of 
discussing  the  guilt  or  innocence  of 
Arabi  Pasha.  But  what  they  think 
they  ought  to  know  is — what  are  the 
Government  themselves  doing?  What 
part  are  they  going  to  take,  and  how 
far  do  they  recognize  that  they  have  any 
responsibility  in  the  matter  ?  A  de- 
spatch from  Lord  Granville,  dated  Octo- 
ber 23,  1882,  has  been  laid  upon  the 
Table,  and  the  remarkable  feature  about 
this  despatch  is  the  essential  inconsis- 
tency between  it  and  the  language  used 
in  this  House  by  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  in  the  various 
answers  he  has  given.  An  example  of 
this  was  furnished  this  afternoon  in  the 
answer  that  the  Under  Secretary  gave 
to  a  Question,  when  he  stated  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  entered  into 
no  engagement  whatever  with  the  Egyp- 
tian Government  with  reference  to  the 
punishment  that  would  be  inflicted  on 
the  political  prisoners  in  Egypt  in  the 
event  of  their  being  found  guilty.  I 
innocently  asked  how  that  was  recon< 
citable  with  the  reservation  in  Lord 
Granville's  despatch  of  the  right  to  ap- 
peal to  the  Khedive  in  case  of  the  sen- 
tence being  unnecessarily  severe?  What 
was  the  answer  I  received  ?  I  was  told 
that  the  Prime  Minister  had  answered 
my  Question  in  reply  to  another  Ques- 
tion. No  such  answer  to  this  Question 
could  be  given ;  and  what  we  want  to 
know  is — do  the  Government  recognize 
that  they  are  responsible  for  the  trial  of 
Arabi  and  his  friends,  or  do  they  not  ? 
Is  their  position  this — that,  having  cap- 
tured these  prisoners  by  the  force  of 
British  arms,  and  having  handed  them 
over  to  a  Government  which  is  main- 
tained by  a  British  force  constituted  only 
by  British  bayonets,  and  able  to  main- 
tain its  position  only  so  long  as  it  is 
supported  by  the  military  power  of 
this  country,  do  they  put  it  before 
Parliament  that  they  have  exonerated 
themselves  from  all  responsibility  as  to 
the  fate  of  that  unhappy  man  and  his 
fellow-prisoners  by  handing  them  over 
to  be  tried  by  that  Government^  or  ex^ 
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thoy  prepared  to  take  Bteps  to  insure 
them  a  fair  trial  ?  Now,  there  is  a  point 
in  this  despatch 

Mb.SPEAKEE:  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  seems  to  me  to  be  raising  ques- 
tions which  are  involved  in  the  Motion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  King's  Lynn,  and  in  so  doing  he  is 
out  of  Order. 

Mr.  GOEST:  I  understand  the  Motion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  King's  Lynn  to  be  a  censure  on  the 
Government  for  having  delivered  the 
prisoners  over  to  the  Egyptian  authori- 
ties. I  am  not  enforcing  that  point  at 
all.  I  am  pointing  out  that  the  Govern- 
ment, having  so  handed  over  the  pri- 
soners, are  bound  to  make  conditions  to 
insure  them  a  fair  trial.  I  am  not  at  all 
trenching  on  that  part  of  the  subject 
which  is  covered  by  the  Hesolution  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  But  what  wo 
want  to  point  out  is  this — that  in  the 
despatch  of  Lord  Granville  a  condition 
was  laid  down  which  has  been  made 
the  subject  of  many  Questions  in  this 
House. 

Db.  CAMERON:  On  the  point  of 
Order,  does  not  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  trench  on  my  Hesolution 
which  calls  on  the  Government  to  give 
full  information  as  to  the  trial  of 
Arabi  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Both  one  Resolu- 
tion and  the  other  seem  to  me  to  shut 
out  the  observations  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member. 

Mr.  GORST:  The  hon.  Member's 
Motion  is  not  on  the  Notice  Paper. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  mistaken.  It  is 
on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  GORST :  It  is  surely  a  reason 
why  the  House  should  not  proceed  with 
its  Business  that  it  is  debarred  from  all 
discussion  of  such  an  important  matter. 
This  is  a  Motion  put  down  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preventing  discussion  —  very 
likely  a  Motion  put  down  by  the  advice 
of  the  Government.  Therefore,  I  do 
not  think  the  House  should  proceed 
with  Business  when  it  is  so  fettered  by 
Motions  put  down  by  Friends  of  the 
Government  at  the  instigation  of  the 
Government.  This  is  a  Motion  which 
cannot  possibly  be  brought  under  dis- 
cussion. [**  Order!"]  I  am  giving 
reasons  why  the  House  should  adjourn. 
The  hands  of  the  House  are  tied  by  the 
action  of  Friends  of  the  Gt}vemment  in 

Mr,  Oont 


putting  down  Motions  which  oannot  be 
discussed,  and  which  they  know  cannot 
be  raised.  If  this  is  the  way  in  which 
the  great  Liberal  Party  are  going  to 
treat  foreigners,  who,  at  all  events,  pro- 
fess to  represent  national  feeling  in  their 
own  country — if  they  are  going  first  of 
all  to  hand  them  over  to  the  authorities, 
and  then  prevent  this  House,  by  an 
abuse  of  the  Forms  of  the  House,  from 
expressing  an  opinion  on  this  infamous 
transaction,  I  Xie^^  to  protest  against 
it. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
think  we  must  all  recognize  that  the 
House  is  placed  in  a  position  of  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  connection  with 
this  great  and  important  question.  We 
recognize,  of  course,  the  g^eat  duty  which 
lies  upon  us  all  of  doing  nothing  that 
can  be  injurious  to  the  national  inte- 
rests. On  the  other  hand,  we  have  a 
duty  to  perform  to  this  House  and  to  the 
country ;  and  there  are  many  questions 
on  which  we  do  feel  it  is  our  duty  to 
express  our  dissatisfaction  with  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government,  and 
on  which  we  think  it  would  be  right 
that  the  House  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  its  opinion.  The 
Question  put  by  me  in  regard  to  the 
Motion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  King's  Lynn  was  put  with  no  in« 
tention  of  embarrassing  the  Government, 
but  with  the  intention  of  asking  whether 
the  Government  would  give  us  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  a  matter  which  we 
think  of  great  importance,  and  which, 
in  the  interest  of  all  parties,  we  think 
ought  to  be  discussed.  I  feel,  and  we 
all  feel,  that  the  answer  which  was 
given  by  the  Prime  Minister  to  my 
Question  was  one  which  would  not 
satisfy.  We  cannot  enter  into  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  question.  We  are  pre- 
cluded from  doing  so  by  the  fact  that 
you  have  ruled — and  very  necessarily 
ruled — that  the  presence  of  these  Motions 
on  the  Paper  prevent  us.  But  then  it 
is  necessary  that,  in  the  grave  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  we  should  consider 
what  course  we  ought  to  pursue.  To- 
morrow we  may  have  an  opportunity  of 
reviewing  a  portion  of  the  polioy  of  the 
Government,  and  I  desire  to  reserve  my- 
self until  the  Statement  promised  by  the 
Prime  Minister  has  been  made.  I  hope 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment  will  not  be 
pressed  to  a  division ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  1  think  it  is  necessary  that  we 
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should  take  this  opportanity  of  saying 
that  we  are  not  satisfied,  and  that  the 
course  we  ought  to  take  must  engage 
our  serious  attention. 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  he  was  sorry 
that  a  little  joke  of  his  should  have  so 
much  disconcerted  the  nohle  Lord  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site. It  80  happened  that  on  the  occa- 
sion to  which  he  had  referred  when  he 
was  ruled  out  of  Order,  because  a  Motion 
on  the  same  subject  stood  upon  the  Paper, 
he  had  incautiously  said  he  should  take 
off  that  Motion,  and  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  on  a  subsequent  day. 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill),  however,  with  that  great  in- 
genuity and  versatility  of  talent  which 
distinguished  him,  took  forcible  posses- 
sion of  his  Motion,  and  reinstated  it  on 
the  Paper  in  his  own  name,  and  so  pre- 
cluded him  from  bringing  forward  by 
way  of  adjournment  a  subject,  in  order  to 
call  attention  to  which  he  had  removed 
his  Motion.  In  that  way  the  noble  Lord 
had  thoroughly  succeeded  in  impress- 
ing upon  him  what  was  the  Kule 
of  Procedure  in  regard  to  this  tactic. 
Accordingly,  the  other  day,  when  the 
noble  Lord,  not  being  satisfied  with  the 
answer  of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  gave  Notice  to  re- 
peat his  Question,  and  that  in  the  event 
of  not  being  satisfied  with  the  answer 
he  should  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
House,  he  thought  he  could  not  do 
better  than  adopt  the  noble  Lord's  own 
manoeuvre,  used  so  successfully  against 
himself,  and  apply  it  in  his  Lordship's 
case.  Ho  accordingly  took  the  liberty 
of  appropriating  the  noble  Lord's  Ques- 
tion and  transposing  it  into  a  Resolution, 
sticking  closely  to  its  verbiage,  even  to 
the  extent  of  a  grammatical  error  and 
superfluous  inverted  commas,  and  that 
he  had  put  down  in  his  own  name  upon 
the  Paper.  Apparently  the  noble  Lord 
was  determined  that  on  some  excuse  he 
would  move  the  adjournment  to-night. 
He  got  a  satisfactory  answer  to  his 
Question  ;  but  that  was  not  sufficient  to 
mollify  him.  This  was  the  last  avail- 
able opportunity,  in  all  probability,  for 
raising  an  irregular  discussion  by  moving 
the  adjournment  of  the  House ;  ana 
as  **  any  stick  was  good  enough  to  beat 
a  dog  with,"  he  had  managed  to  obtain 
what  would  serve  as  an  excuse.  It 
was  a  pity  the  noble  Lord  did  not  in- 
form his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 


Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Qorst)  of  the 
state  of  matters.  He  had  no  doubt  the 
noble  Lord  was  acquainted  with  it,  and 
that  he  noticed  a  familiar  look  in  the 
Resolution,  which  had  been  evolved  from 
his  own  Question.  If  he  had  informed 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  it  would 
have  led  him  to  be  more  guarded  in 
his  denunciation  of  the  horrible  con- 
spiracy between  himself  and  the  Minis- 
try for  the  purpose  of  stifling  discussion 
on  a  disagreeable  question,  and  he  would 
have  been  less  ready  to  expose  the 
whole  thing  to  the  country.  He  trusted 
the  House  would  not  think  he  had 
acted  discourteously.  It  was  a  very 
fair  case  of  a  •*  Roland  for  an  Oliver  " 
between  himself  and  the  noble  Lord. 
He  quite  agreed  with  the  ruling  of  the 
Speaker  on  the  former  occasion.  So 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  believed  it 
was  doubtless  for  the  convenience  of 
the  House  that  he  should  not  have 
been  allowed  to  go  forward  with  his 
Question  under  the  guise  of  a  Motion 
for  Adjournment ;  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  the  noble  Lord,  in  preventing 
his  going  forward  with  it,  conferred 
a  service  on  the  House  in  the  shape  of 
saving  of  time.  He  had  also  no  doubt 
that  when  the  noble  Lord  came  to  re- 
flect on  the  matter  he  would  see  that 
imitation  was  the  sincerest  flattery,  and 
would  agree  with  him  that  it  was  pro- 
bably, after  all,  just  as  well  that  he  had 
not  had  the  occasion  of  signalizing  him- 
self as  the  last  Member  in  this  degene- 
rate Parliament  who  had  raised  an  irre- 
gular discussion  under  the  old  Rules  by 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
at  Question  time. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

CUSTOMS   DEPARTMENT— WRITERS. 

Sir  JAMES  LAWRENCE  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
Board  of  Customs  have  recently  recom- 
mended to  the  Treasury  that  some  of 
the  writers  in  the  Customs  Service 
should  be  promoted  to  the  position  of 
Examining  Oflicers ;  and,  if  the  Trea- 
sury have  approved  of  such  recommen- 
dation ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY:  Such  a  recom- 
mendation was  made  on  behalf  of  one 
case  only  by  the  Board  of  Customs  in 
July  last ;  but  the  Treasury  did  not  ap- 
prove of  the  proposal.  There  has  been 
no  other  instance. 
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PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE  — THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE  —  APPLICATION  OF  THE 
FIRST  RULE  (PUTTING  THE  QUES- 
TION). 

Mr.  lewis  wished  to  ask  a  Question 
of  which  he  had  given  private  Notice. 
Would  the  Prime  Minister  state  whe- 
ther the  Government  would  support  the 
application  of  the  1st  Procedure  Kule  to 
the  Business  of  the  House  during  the 
present  Session  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  had  no 
Notice  of  this  Question.  But  I  have  no 
power  whatever  to  give  it  an  answer. 
It  would  be  very  wrong  in  me  to  make 
any  statement  in  regard  to  it  anterior  to 
the  occurrence  of  a  state  of  things  that 
may  call  for  its  operation. 

Mr.  LEWIS  said,  his  Question  was, 
Whether  the  Government  would  sup- 
port the  application  of  the  Bule  in  the 
event  of  any  case  arising  ? 

PARLIAMENTARY  OATH  (MR. 
BRADLAUGH). 

OOMMTJiaOATlON  TO   TIIE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  Speaker  acquainted  the  House 
that  he  had  received  the  following  Letter 
fi*om  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers for  Northampton :  — 

To  the  Right  Honorable  the  Speaker  of  the 
IToute  of  Commont. 
Sir, 

On  the  2lMt  February  laet  I,  at  I  then  believed 
and  ttill  believe,  in  exact  eomplianee  tcith  the 
Statute  and  Standing  Orders  of  the  Home,  took 
and  tubteribed  the  oath  by  law  required,  and  took 
my  seat  at  Member  for  Northampton,  For  thit 
the  Houte  Judged  right  to  expel  me,  toithout  per^ 
mitting  me  to  he  heard  in  explanation^  or  in  state- 
ment of  the  reasons  which  seemed  to  me  under  the 
law  and  custom  of  Parliament  to  Justify  my  action. 
A  new  writ  being  issued,  I  was  on  the  2nd  March 
re-eleeted,  and  since  that  re-election  I  have  not 
yet  presefited  myself  at  the  table  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  my  seat  according  to  law.  From  the 
Votes  of  the  House  I  have  learned  that  by  an  order 
of  6th  Mar^h  the  House  has  resolved,  without 
having  heard  me  on  my  own  behalf,  that  I  shall 
not  be  permitted  lo  fulfil  the  statutory  requirement 
to  enable  me  to  take  my  seat. 

In  otder  to  avoid  the  repetition  of  J  he  appear, 
once  of  personal  conflict  with  the  House,  a  friendly 
suit,  exactly  at  the  tuit  of  Miller  v,  Salomont, 
wot  commenced  againtt  me  by  one  of  the  electort  of 
Northampton,  to  obtain  a  decition  of  the  High 


Court  of  Justice  at  to  my  legal  rigkU  etnd  duty, 
Thit  tuit  the  Court  hat  yetterday  formally  refut^ 
to  hear. 

I  have  therefore.  Sir,  through  you,  to  atk  that 
the  Houte  wiU  permit  me,  one  of  itt  Memhert,  to 
be  heard  at  the  Bar,  that  I  may  ttatc  the  groundt 
of  law  on  which  I  claim  to  be  entitled  to  fulfil  the 
law  and  take  my  teat, 

I  have  the  honor  to  be. 
Sir, 
Your  moti  humble  and  obedt.  Servant, 

Cha,  Bradlaugh, 

20,  CircHt  Road,  St.  John't  Wood,  N,  W. 
11  November  1882. 

Mr.  LABOnCHERE:  As  I  believe 
it  is  impossible,  as  a  matter  of  Privilege, 
to  move  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  heuti 
at  the  Bar  of  the  House,  and  as,  in  view 
of  the  Obstructive  tactics  of  hon.  Qen- 
tlemen  opposite  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion, I  do  not  wish  to  stand  for  a  mo- 
ment between  the  House  and  the  pasting 
of  the  Bules  of  Procedure  for  which  we 
are  called  together,  I  merely  rise  to  give 
Notice  that  the  first  time  I  can  do  so 
consistently  with  the  Hules  of  the  House 
I  shall  move  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be 
heard  at  the  Bar. 

Mr.  NBWDEOATE:  Mr.  Speaker, 
in  the  letter  you  have  read  from  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  he  refers  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
Alderman  Salomons ['*  Order !  "] 

Mr.  LABOUOHEBE  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  would  ask  you,  Sir, 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  Order 
in  discussing  the  matter  ?  I  am  ready 
to  discuss  it ;  but  I  believe  I  should  not 
be  in  Order  in  doing  so. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  In  pursuance  of  my 
duty  to  the  House  I  have  read  the  letter 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton, 
and  upon  that  letter  having  been  read 
Notice  of  a  Motion  has  been  given.  The 
matter  is  so  far  at  an  end  that  no  debate 
can  arise  upon  it,  because  it  is  not  a 
question  of  Privilege. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  :  I  do  not  wish 
in  any  way  to  transgress  your  ruling, 
Sir.  I  have  merely  to  state  that  it  is 
within  my  knowledge [**  Order!"] 

Mr.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
desires  to  debate  the  matter  in  any  form 
he  must  give  Notice  of  a  Motion. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE:  Then,  Sir,  I 
will  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 
for  the  purpose  of  saying  it  is  within 
my  knowledge  that  die  statement  in 
M!r.    Bradlaugh's  letter,  that  hia  case 
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was  competent  to  transact  the  Business 
of  the  House — namely,  40 — would  be 
a  reasonable  number.  They  were  not 
absolutely  wedded  to  that  number,  and, 
if  there  were  any  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  House  to  reduce  it,  they  would  not 
object,  even  if  it  were  reduced  to  the 
number  of  20,  for  which  there  was 
a  precedent  in  the  number  required  to 
caU  for  a  Division  in  Urgency.  That 
was  all  he  would  say  on  the  subject, 
because  this  was  a  question  entirely 
within  the  knowledge  and  experience  of 
the  House,  even  if  it  was  not  crowned 
by  the  experience  of  that  evening. 


before  the  Court  stood  on  the  same 
ground  as  that  of  Mr.  Alderman  Salo- 
mons, is  an  absolute  mis-statement.  I 
will  not  say  a  misrepresentation,  be- 
cause I  do  not  know  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
could  be  aware  of  the  difference  of  the 
circumstances  between  his  case  and  that 
of  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons — but  I  have 
special  knowledge  in  the  matter.  And 
now.  Sir,  having,  I  hope,  dispelled  what 
might  be  a  misunderstanding,  or  con- 
tributed towards  doing  so,  I  beg  to  with- 
draw my  Motion. 

ORDER   OF  THE  DAY. 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE—SECOND RULE  (MOTIONS 
FOR  ADJOURNMENT  BEFORE  PUBLIC 
BUSINESS) 

[twentieth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Further 
Consideration  of  the  New  Hules  of  Pro- 
cedure. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  his 
duty,  as  a  matter  of  order  and  regu- 
larity, to  move  the  2nd  Eule,  as  fol- 
lows:— 

"  That  no  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the 
Honae  shall  he  made  heforo  the  Orders  of  the 
Day,  or  Xotices  of  Motions  have  been  entered 
upon,  except  by  leave  of  the  House  ;  the  grant- 
ing of  such  leave,  if  disputed,  being  determined 
upon  Question  put  forthwith ;  but  no  Division 
shall  be  taken  thereupon  unless  demanded  by- 
forty  Members  rising  in  their  places,  nor  until 
after  the  Questions  on  the  Notice  Paper  have 
been  disposed  of.'* 

The  Kesolution  had  been  recast  and  put 
in  a  less  stringent  form  than  when  it 
was  first  presented  to  the  House,  in  order 
to  meet  what  might  be  called  cases  of 
Urgency,  and  to  allow  a  competent 
number  of  Members  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion for  the  decision  of  the  House, 
whether  a  Motion  for  Adjournment 
should  be  taken  or  not.  The  first  con- 
dition laid  down  was  that  a  Motion  for 
Adjournment  should  not  be  made  during 
Question  time,  as  had  often  been  done 
to  the  great  inconvenience  of  the  House 
and  the  prejudice  of  Public  Business ; 
and  the  second  was  that  the  number  of 
Members  desiring  such  a  Motion  to  be 
made  should  be  a  competent  number. 
The  Govemment  did  not  wish  to  make 
the  number  too  high  or  too  low ;  but 
they  thought  that  the  number  which 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  no  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of 
the  House  shall  be  made  before  the  Orders  of 
the  Day,  or  Notices  of  Motions  have  been 
entered  upon,  except  by  leave  of  the  House; 
the  granting  of  such  leave,  if  disputed,  being 
determined  upon  Question  put  forthwith ;  but 
no  Division  shall  be  taken  thereupon  unless 
demanded  by  forty  Members  rising  in  their 
places,  nor  until  after  the  Questions  on  the 
Notice  Paper  have  been  disposed  of.'' — {Mr. 
Oladttone.) 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  rose  to  move  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice — that  the 
Rule  should  operate  *^  on  days  when 
Government  Orders  have  precedence." 
The  alteration,  he  thought,  should  com- 
mand the  sympathy  of  the  Government. 
The  Government  appeared,  in  submitting 
the  Resolutions,  to  overlook  the  fact  that 
one  great  cause  of  obstruction  or  delay 
was  the  enormous  amount  of  Private 
Business  which  was  brought  forward 
by  private  Members,  whose  Bills  and 
Motions  were  generally  of  a  useless  cha- 
racter, and  seldom  came  to  fruition.  In 
the  present  Session  there  had  been  no 
fewer  than  170  private  Members'  Bills 
against  70  Public  Bills.  The  Amendment 
would  do  some  good  if  it  only  prevented 
private  Members  bringing  forvirard  Bills 
on  subjects  which  should  be  left  to  the  Go- 
vernment. Further,  he  would  be  glad 
to  see  some  Rule  introduced  to  give 
really  good  Bills,  brought  in  by  private 
Members,  ample  time  for  discussion  and 
amendment,  and  also  to  leave  time  to 
the  Government  to  carry  forward  their 
Bills  at  leisure.  It  appeared  to  him, 
also,  that  the  rights  of  private  Members 
should  be  consulted  rather  in  the 
matters  of  urgency  than  of  these  Bills. 
The  object  of  Members  being  sent  to 
the  House  was  rather  to  remcKiy  griev- 
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ances  than  to  assist  in  debates  on  ab- 
struse matters  which  often  required  no 
legislation  at  all.  He  agreed  with  the 
Government  that  restriction  should  be, 
perhaps,  placed  on  constant  Motions  for 
Adjournment ;  but  he  did  not  think  that 
that  restriction  should  be  imposed  on 
nights  devoted  to  private  Members. 
Very  often  the  subjects  brought  forward 
urgently  on  Motions  for  Adjournment 
were  of  far  greater  consequence  to  the 
public  than  the  Bills  or  Hesolutions  with 
which  they  interfered.  They  were  often 
of  a  nature  so  urgent  and  transitory  that 
the  opportunity  for  discussion  must  be 
taken  off-hand ;  for  if  Members  had  to 
wait  for  the  opportunity  of  discussion  it 
might  not  come  until  too  late,  and  thus 
a  grievance  might  pass  without  redress. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  show 
some  indulgence  in  this  matter.  They 
had  carried  their  1st  Besolution  by  a 
very  large  majority;  and  he  believed 
that,  by  showing  a  certain  desire  to  com- 
promise and  come  to  an  understanding, 
they  would  probably  carry  the  remainder 
of  the  Besolutions  much  faster  than  if 
they  drew  a  hard-and-fast  line  and  said 
they  would  listen  to  nothing  which  came 
from  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House. 

Amendment  proposed, 

After  the  word  "That,"  to  insert  the  words 
**  on  days  when  Government  Orders  have  pre- 
cedence."— {Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  admit  that 
the  Government  were  not  at  present 
chargeable  with  any  unconciliatory  dis- 
position with  respect  to  this  Eesolution. 
The  Government  had  already,  without 
waiting  for  any  prompting,  greatly  miti- 
gated and  altered  the  form  of  their  ori- 
ginal proposal,  and  had  intimated  their 
willingness  to  make  a  concession  in  tho 
matter  of  numbers  should  there  be  such 
a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  House. 
Hon.  Members  would  see  that  this 
was  not  a  cose  in  which  he  had  to  stand 
up  for  the  interests  of  the  Government. 
It  would  be  convenient  for  the  Govern- 
ment that  Motions  for  Adjournment 
should  be  excluded  on  Government 
nights.  It  was  assumed  that  no  other 
Party  was  interested  in  excluding  them; 
but  that  was  a  fundamental  mistake. 
Independent  Members  had  just  as  much 
interest  in  the  passing  of  this  Eule,  and 

Sir  IT,  Drummond  Wolf 


in  the  Amendment  they  had  an  exclosive 
interest.  That  Amendment  would  leave 
private  Members  entirely  undefended, 
because  a  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  House  at  Question  time  on  Tues- 
day night,  when  made  without  any 
restriction,  might  occupy  the  whole 
evening,  and  preclude  a  private  Member 
from  bringing  on  a  Motion  for  which  he 
had  previously  obtained  precedence  by 
ballot.  Down  to  the  present  moment 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment  had  never 
had  any  sanction  at  all.  He  would  not 
say  it  had  been  censured  by  the  Chair ; 
but  it  had  been  spoken  of  from  the 
Chair  ae  an  unauthorized  and  incon- 
venient practice,  and  it  had  been,  to  a 
considerable  extent,  discountenanced  by 
the  general  sense  of  the  House.  Now, 
however,  they  were  going  to  legislate 
about  it,  and  to  devise  a  plan  which  would 
give  Motions  for  Adjournment  an  en- 
tirely differ^it  character  from  unautho- 
rized and  inconvenient  Motions  as 
heretofore.  They  would  be  as  legiti- 
mate as  the  original  Motions  of  private 
Members,  provided  they  were  made  in 
the  terms  of  the  Eesolution  ;  and,  that 
being  so,  it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
Government  and  most  unfair  to  private 
Members  to  surrender  to  the  mercy  of 
uncontrolled  action  the  right  of  setting 
aside  on  Tuesdays  and  on  Wednesdays 
the  regular  Business  of  the  House.  Pri- 
vate Members  often  had  measures  in 
hand  which  were  not  interesting  to  the 
great  majority  of  the  House,  but  keenly 
interesting  to  some  section  of  the  House; 
but  if  this  Amendment  were  agreed  to, 
attempts  to  bring  on  such  subjects 
would  be  regularly  met  by  Motions  for 
Adjournment. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  that  the  Prime  Minister  had  taken 
a  view  of  tho  Amendment  which  he  had 
hardly  anticipated.  As  he  understood 
his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff),  his  object  was  to  reserve  some 
kind  of  right  on  particular  occasions  to 
bring  subjects  of  great  urgency  before 
the  House  ;  and  he  had  been  willing  to 
make  a  concession  on  this  point  to  the 
Government  that  on  the  days  when 
Government  Orders  had  precedence  such 
Motions  should  not  be  made.  It  was 
clear  that  Government  Business  was 
Business  of  the  greatest  importance  to 
the  country — Business  in  which  the 
country  at  large  was  interested— bat 
private  Members'  Business,  in  1 9  cases 
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out  of  20,  was  Business  in  which  the 
priyate  Member  alone  was  interested. 
His  hon.  Friend,   therefore,  had  sug- 

g3sted  a  very  great  concession  to  the 
ovemment,  and  was  preventing  hon. 
Members  from  interfering  with  the 
Qoyemment  Business  in  an  unauthorized 
manner.  Hon.  Members  balloted  for 
the  priority  of  their  Motions;  but  it 
often  happened,  as  the  Prime  Minister 
would  agree,  that  a  very  unimportant 
Motion  might,  on  a  Tuesday,  block  the 
way  of  a  Motion  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance, and  prevent  it  from  coming  on. 
That  was  constantly  happening,  with 
the  result  that  the  House  was  counted 
out  on  the  unimportant  Motion,  and  the 
important  Motion  had  no  chance  of 
coming  on  at  all.  He  had  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  subject  on  which  he  should 
produce  some  startling  figures  to  the 
House.  He  would,  however,  suggest,  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
accept  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Portsmouth,  that 
he  might  consider  whether  a  more 
satisfactory  arrangement  of  Business 
could  not  be  made  for  Tuesdays  and 
Fridays,  and  the  House  allowed  to  se- 
lect for  itself  out  of  the  Motions  put 
down  the  Motion  which  it  deemed  of 
the  greatest  importance.  *  *  Counts  out ' ' 
being  almost  the  rule  on  Tuesdays,  he 
thought  it  reasonable  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  allow  this  power  of  moving 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  to  be 
reserved  for  private  Members'  days.  It 
did  not  follow,  because  the  power  was 
reserved,  that  it  would  be  constantly 
used,  and  it  would  not  do  the  least  harm. 
In  proof  that  the  proposal  which  he  made 
was  reasonable,  he  pointed  to  the  fact 
that  in  the  arrangement  of  the  Paper  for 
Government  nights  the  most  important 
Business  was  always  put  first. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  thought  the 
noble  Lord  had  called  attention  to  a 
difficulty  which  would  not  be  met  by  the 
Amendment.  Even  if,  as  indicated,  un- 
interesting Motions  sometimes  had  pre- 
cedence of  interesting  Motions  on 
Tuesdays,  it  was  obvious  that  the  power 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
would  not  help  the  discussion  of  the  in- 
terestingMotions.  N  either  would  the  pre- 
servation of  the  power  of  moving  the 
adjournment  help  die  noble  Lord  in  cases 
of  "counts  out."  The  question,  too,  of 
whether  the  House  should  have  the 
power  of  departing  from  the  ballot  which 


now  regulated  the  order  of  private 
Members'  Motions  was  quite  indepen- 
dent of  the  Eesolution,  althougn  it 
might  be  one  well  worthy  of  considera- 
tion. Under  the  circumstances,  he 
suggested  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
move  an  Amendment  in  some  other 
form. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  entirely  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Ohurchill)  that  some  reconsideration  of 
the  order  of  Business  was  desirable,  for 
he  believed  that  g^eat  inconveniences 
often  arose  from  the  system  of  balloting. 
He  was,  however,  afraid  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond  WolB) 
would  rather  tend  to  increase  the  present 
difficulty,  and  lead  to  some  unfairness  to 
private  Members.  He  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not  think  it  necessary  to 
divide  the  House.  The  Amendment  of  his 
noble  Friend  was  in  an  opposite  sense 
to  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth, and  he  thought  it  met  the  case 
better. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  had  hoped,  when  the  Prime  Minister 
introduced  the  Resolution,  that  there 
would  have  been  some  discussion,  in 
order  that  the  House  might  express  an 
opinion  on  its  principle,  because  until 
they  knew  what  the  Resolution  meant 
tbey  could  not  discuss  any  Amendment 
which  might  be  made  upon  it.  The 
Prime  Minister  said  that  he  would  make 
a  concession  by  changing  the  number  40 
into  20 ;  but,  in  his  (Lord  George 
Hamilton's)  opinion,  the  Resolution  as 
it  stood  meant  that,  no  matter  what  an- 
swer was  given  to  any  Question,  no 
Member  could  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  House,  however  great  might  be  the 
number  of  Members  who  held  his  views, 
if  there  was  a  single  person  in  the  House 
who  objected  to  that  course.     That  was 

the  argument [Mr.  Gladstone  :  The 

first  part.]  He  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) presumed  that  it  meant  by  leave  of 
the  House.  But  he  wanted  to  know 
what  was  meant  by  ''leave  of  the 
House?"  The  ''evident  sense  of  the 
House  "  had  been  interpreted  to  mean 
the  evident  sense  of  the  majority  of  the 
House.  As,  therefore,  there  was  much 
confusion  as  to  the  way  in  which  this 
word  "  House ''  was  used  in  the  different 
Resolutions,  he  thought,  if  this  Resolu- 

ITiffentt'eth  iViy^/.] 
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tion  was  to  be  passed,  that  they  ought 
to  clearly  indicate  whether  what  was 
meant  was  the  unanimous  consent  of 
every  Member  in  the  House.  If  one 
person  could  stop  the  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment being  employed,  what  con- 
cession was  the  Prime  Minister  going  to 
make  ?  The  great  mass  of  the  House, 
he  thought,  was  strongly  against  an 
improper  use  being  made  of  this  power ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  there  were  times 
when  it  facilitated  Public  Business  by 
the  discussion  of  matters  of  paramount 
importance.  With  regard  to  Questions, 
the  present  Government  had  a  great 
advantage  over  their  Predecessors.  In 
the  late  Parliament  the  House  insisted 
upon  every  Member  reading  his  Ques- 
tion ;  whereas  in  the  present  Parliament 
the  House  would  not  allow  any  Member 
to  read  his  Question,  but  required  him 
simply  to  name  the  number  of  it,  and 
the  Government  could  give  almost  any 
answer  they  chose.  But,  surely,  there 
ought  to  be  some  remedy  against  an- 
swers which  were  either  improper  or 
evasive.  He  asked  the  House  to  con- 
sider whether  they  would  assent  to  this 
principle,  or  that  there  should  be  some 
limitation  in  it.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
if  a  certain  portion  of  the  House  was  in 
favour  of  a  Motion  for  Adjournment,  that 
Motion,  under  certain  conditions,  should 
be  possible;  and  he  initiated  this  dis- 
cussion in  order  that  there  should  be  a 
clear  opinion  as  to  what  must  be  .the 
wish  of  the  House,  so  that  when  they 
got  further  down  the  Resolution  they 
should  not  be  told  that  they  could  not 
raise  the  principle. 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  that  the  privilege 
of  asking  Questions  of  Ministers  was  one 
of  the  most  valuable  possessed  by  Mem- 
bers of  that  House,  and  the  power  of 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
was  a  great  means  of  compelling  the 
Government  to  give  full  and  satisfactory 
answers.  If,  however,  that  power  were 
taken  away,  the  House  might  expect  a 
large  number  of  answers  from  the 
Treasury  Bench  practically  refusing  the 
information  asked  for.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  very  fair  in  giving  answers  to 
Questions  addressed  to  him  ;  but  ho  had 
Colleagues  who  would  not  scruple  to 
evade  Questions  put  to  them  if  the 
power  of  moving  the  adjournment  were 
taken  away.  What  they  wanted  was  a 
day  on  which  they  could  put  Questions 

Zord  George  Hamilton 


with  the  certainty  of  being  able  to  force 
nu  answer  from  the  Treasury  Bench. 
If  that  power  were  allowed  them  on 
Tuesday,  it  would  practically  re-act  on 
the  other  days  of  the  week.  Tuesday 
was  selected  for  the  purpose,  because 
Tuesday's  Sittings  were  almost  in  variably 
wasted  in  their  Parliamentary  Business. 
By  the  ballot  a  string  of  Notices  were 
placed  on  the  Paper  which  Members  did 
not  care  about,  and  therefore  they  sanc- 
tioned the  rising  of  the  House  at  an 
early  hour.  By  giving  the  right  of  mov- 
ing the  adjournment  of  the  House  on 
Tuesday,  in  the  event  of  an  evasive  reply 
being  given,  they  would  insure  that, 
throughout  the  week,  Ministers  woald 
reply  to  the  Questions  put  to  them.  He 
hoped  that  the  House  would  not  part 
with  this  valuable  power  altogether. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  thought  that  the  House  hardly  appre- 
ciated the  very  grave  and  great  import- 
ance of  the  2n(l  Rule.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  Rule  must  be  of  great 
importance  hereafter,  particularly  after 
the  1st  Resolution  had  been  passed. 
They  had  to  consider  the  Rules  in 
regard  to  the  Resolutions.  He  admitted 
that  great  abuses  had  taken  place  with 
regard  to  Motions  for  Adjournment ;  but 
they  should  not  in  consequence  consent 
to  give  up  the  power  entirely.  He  might 
state  that  he  had  attended  a  long  time  in 
the  House,  and  he  had  never  once  moved 
a  Motion  for  Adjournment ;  but  on  one 
occasion  he  had  seconded  one  on  a  Ques- 
tion with  regard  to  the  Afghan  War, 
when  the  answer  was  of  a  most  un- 
satisfactory character,  given  to  one 
whom  he  regretted  was  no  longer  alive 
(Sir  William  Palliser).  He  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  seconded  the  adjourn- 
ment simply  in  order  that  his  hon. 
Friend  might  receive  a  fair  and  proper 
answer  from  the  Government  on  a  very 
important  question.  What  he  wished 
to  put  before  them  was  this — Would  not 
the  Government  allow  an  Amendment 
to  be  introduced  to  the  effect  that  a  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment  might  be  made  in 
case  of  a  certain  number  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers rising  in  their  places  in  favonr  of 
it.  He  said  that  a  certain  number  of 
Members,  and  not  the  majority,  should 
determine  the  question  when  it  arose. 
If  otherwise,  the  Government  would 
always  be  able  to  prevent  an  adjourn- 
ment. In  his  opinion,  the  House  would 
be  most  unwise  to  part  absolutely  with 
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such  a  right.  Unless  some  such  con- 
cession as  that  he  had  indicated  were 
made,  he  feared  the  Eesolution  would 
be  debated  at  great  length. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  he 
thought  the  House  should  consider  that 
the  power  under  discussion,  much  as  it 
had  been  abused,  was  the  only  safety- 
valve  existing  in  all  their  proceedings, 
and  therefore  ought  not  to  be  abolished 
under  colour  of  the  comprehensive  re- 
formation with  which  they  were  con- 
fronted. This  was  a  power  which  secured 
everything  moving  evealy  and  seriously, 
because  the  Government  knew  that  if 
the  Questions  put  were  not  properly 
answered  the  remedy  would  be  resorted 
to.  They  knew  that  emergencies  arose 
in  the  life  of  Parliaments  as  of  nations, 
and,  knowing  that,  they  must  not  sit 
down  on  the  safety-valve  of  their  Parlia- 
mentary system.  That  which  the  Go- 
vernment was  now  proposing  proved  they 
hardly  understood  the  nature  of  the  pro- 
ceeding. What  they  proposed  was  that 
those  who  were  on  their  trial  should  be 
called  upon  to  decide  whether  or  not 
they  would  hear  and  disprove  the 
charges  brought  against  them.  The 
persons  accused  were  those  who  were 
to  say  whether  they  would  shut  the 
mouths  of  their  accusers  and  so  acquit 
themselves  untried.  For  any  one  Mem- 
ber to  be  able  to  jump  up  and  move  the 
adjournment  when  he  was  a  little  mor- 
tified was,  he  admitted,  excessive  ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  did  not  think  the 
Parliament  of  England  should  be  alto- 
gether deprived  of  that  old  freedom.  If, 
however,  that  were  done,  something 
would  happen  one  day  that  would  make 
them  regret  the  levity  with  which  it  had 
parted  with  its  undoubted  privilege. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  thought  that 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  the  Member  for  West  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  was  an  ex- 
ceedingly practical  one.  On  both  sides 
of  the  House  there  was  a  feeling  that 
the  Resolution  as  it  stood  was  somewhat 
strigent,  and  a  little  too  much  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  Ministers.  He  did  not  say 
that  Ministers  absolutely  tried  to  evade 
answering  Questions,  but  the  House 
knew  that  sometimes  a  Minister  did  not 
answer  a  Question  very  clearly ;  and  if, 
when  he  did  that,  there  was  no  appeal 
except  to  a  majority  of  the  House,  it 
was,  practically,  an  appeal  from  Pontius 
Filate  to  Caiaphas — that  was   to  say, 


from  the  Government  to  the  Govern- 
ment's mechanical  majority.  Of  the 
numerous  Amendments  to  the  Resolu- 
tion, that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  was 
about  the  worst,  because  the  practical 
outcome  of  his  proposal  was  that  Tues- 
days should  be  devoted  to  Motions  for  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House.  The  most 
practical  Amendment  was  that  which 
stood  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) ; 
but  he  could  not,  and  would  not,  enter 
upon  a  discussion  of  the  merits  of  it. 
The  effect  of  it  was  that  if  40  Members 
wished  that  the  Motion  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with,  it  should  be  allowed  with- 
out there  being  any  subsequent  appeal 
to  the  House.  He  would  not  stand  upon 
40  Members  ;  but  that  number  seemed 
to  him  to  be  a  reasonable  compromise, 
which  many  hon.  Members  were  inclined 
to  support.  It  would  much  simplify 
matters  if  the  Prime  Minister  would  say 
that  such  an  Amendment  would  be 
accented 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE  said,  he  thought 
the  Prime  Minister,  in  bringing  forward 
these  Resolutions,  might  have  done  what 
was  usual  on  the  Motion  for  reading 
Bills  a  second  time.  He  might  have 
given  a  general  sketch  of  the  Amend- 
ments which  the  Government  were  pre- 
pared to  accept,  in  a  modified  form  or 
not,  and  also  of  those  to  which  they 
would  give  a  determined  opposition. 
In  his  opinion,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  himself  mainly  responsible 
for  the  desultory  character  of  the  dis- 
cussion that  had  arisen.  It  was  his  (Mr. 
J.  R.  Yorke's)  intention  to  support  the 
Amendment.  It  was  perfectly  true,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff)  had  said,  that  the 
condition  of  private  Members  had  long 
been  getting  worse  and  worse.  The 
term  **  private"  Members  was  altoge- 
ther a  misnomer.  It  would  be  much 
more  exact  to  speak  of  them  as  ''un- 
official Members."  When  he  first  came 
into  the  House  those  Members  had  their 
fair  share  of  the  public  time,  and  it  was 
always  held  private  Members  could  ad- 
vantageously bring  forward  the  manifold 
grievances  which  arose  from  time  to 
time.  Now,  however,  all  that  was 
changed,  and  the  Government  almost 
monopolized  the  time  of  the  House.  As 
it  stood,  this  Resolution  was  a  second 
edition  of  the  eldture.    He  should  sup- 
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port  the  Amendment  for  the  reasons 
urged  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Oorst) — namely,  that 
if  jbhe  power  of  adjournment  were  taken 
away,  as  proposed,  great  temptation 
would  be  given  to  Members  of  the  Oo- 
vernment  to  give  evasive  and  dis- 
courteous replies  to  Questions.  The 
Amendment  would  put  a  considerable 
screw  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  and  that 
would  have  a  very  good  effect.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  had  also  expressed  a  very 
true  opinion  when  he  said  that  the  Rule 
was  altogether  too  stringent.  He  (Mr. 
J.  R.  Yorke)  thought  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  intimate  their  consent  to 
the  acceptance  of  the  principle  that  40 
Members  rising  in  their  places  could 
demand  that  a  Motion  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment should  be  moved,  it  would  do 
much  to  simplify  the  passage  of  the 
Resolution. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
that  the  complaints  of  the  hon.  Member 
as  to  the  course  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment were  most  unreasonable.  It  was 
impossible  for  the  Prime  Minister  to 
have  made  a  statement  with  reference  to 
all  the  Amendments  upon  the  Paper  in 
introducing  the  Resolution.  Such  a 
course  would  be  most  irregular  and 
most  inconvenient.  When  an  Amend- 
ment was  reached  which  raised  the  point 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member,  then 
the  Government  would  state  the  reason 
why  the  Amendment  could  not  be  ac- 
cepted. At  present  the  Prime  Minister 
had  stated  what  modification  he  was  dis- 
posed to  accept — namely,  a  change  in 
the  numbers.  That  was  the  only  change 
which  the  Government  upon  reflection 
was  disposed  to  accept  on  the  Resolu- 
tion. If  it  were  not  irregular  to  raise 
the  discussion  on  the  present  Amend- 
ment, he  could  inform  the  House  why 
the  proposal  for  allowing  40  Members 
to  move  the  adjournment  would  defeat 
the  object  of  the  Resolution  altogether. 
There  would  be  no  room. for  anybody  to 
bring  forward  those  grievances  of  which 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke) 
spoke ;  but  there  would  always  be  some 
eloquent  patriot  who  would  come  down 
and  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 
What  they  had  now  to  consider  was  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth,  which  had  not  been  as  yet 
supported  by  any  Member  of  the  Oppo- 
sition.   Indeed,  the  hon.  Member  who 

Mr.  J,  R.  Torh 


had  just  sat  down  spoke  against  it 
What  would  be  the  effect  of  it  ?  The 
private  Member  who  had,  he  would  say, 
the  greatest  amount  of  assurance  would 
move  the  adjournment,  and  then  it  would 
become  impossible  for  any  hon.  Member 
to  put  a  Question  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice  until  that  Motion  was  disposed 
of.  It  was  quite  plain  that  if  they  re- 
cognized the  right  of  moving  the  ad- 
journment at  the  beginning  of  Business, 
they  would  disorganize  the  whole  oon« 
duct  of  Business  in  the  House.  They 
could  have  no  arrangements  which  would 
not  be  broken  up  by  Motions  for  Ad- 
journment, whether  on  private  Mem- 
bers' nights  or  on  Government  nights. 
It  was  said  there  might  be  an  emer- 
gency when  there  ought  to  be  an  oppor- 
tunity of  making  such  a  Motion  ;  but 
hon.  Members  appeared  to  forget  that 
they  had  such  an  opportunity  eveiy 
day  at  the  close  of  the  Sitting,  [ifitr- 
mur$,'\  He  knew  that  some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  prefer  the  hours  between 
5  and  8  o'clock  in  the  evening  for  those 
Motions  for  Adjournment,  which  would 
disarrange  Business;  but  if  there  was 
some  great  national  emergency  when  the 
Government  must  be  asked  for  an  ex- 
planation and  some  statement  should  be 
made,  it  would  involve  too  g^eat  a  sacri- 
fice for  hon.  Gentlemen  to  come  down 
in  white  neckties  at  1 1  o'clock  at  night. 
He  trusted  that  the  House  would  not 
assent  to  the  proposal  that  on  Tuesdays 
and  Wednesdays  any  Member  should  be 
at  liberty  to  occupy  as  much  of  the  time 
of  the  House  as  he  pleased  by  a  Motion 
for  Adjournment. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  promised  to 
confine  himself  to  the  question  imme- 
diately before  the  House;  but  he  had 
given  the  House  clearly  to  understand 
not  only  that  the  Government  did  not 
agree  to  the  very  wise  and  prudent  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  but  that 
they  would  yield  to  no  proposal,  and 
would  insist  on  carrying  the  whole  scope 
and  spirit  of  the  Resolution  intact.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
sought  to  justify  that  determination  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  by  an  argu- 
ment which  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  must,  he  thought, 
feel  to  be  unworthy  of  his  position.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  told 
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them  that  the  privilege,  which,  he  ad- 
mitted, in  great  emergencies  might  be 
usefully  employed,  of  moving  the  ad- 
journment, might  always  be  had  recourse 
to  at  the  end  of  the  Sitting — that  was  to 
say,  at  2  or  3  in  the  morning,  on  a  great 
national  or  international  emergency, 
some  hon.  Member,  when  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  Press  had  retired  and  Mr. 
Speaker  and  everybody  else  were  ex- 
hausted, might  rise  and  exercise  that 
privilege.  Yet  that  was  the  deliberate 
advice  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
speaking  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
gave  to  independent  Members  on  both 
aides  of  the  House.  He  protested  against 
the  view  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
taken  of  the  whole  of  thatBesolution,  and 
also  against  the  suggestion  he  had  made 
with  reference  to  it.  He  was  not  dis- 
posed to  deny  either  that  during  recent 
years  the  number  of  Questions  put  at 
the  commencement  of  Business  had 
greatly  increased,  or  that  the  exercise  of 
the  privilege  of  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment had  also,  to  some  extent,  but  to  no 
very  great  extent,  increased.  But  why 
had  that  increase  taken  place  ?  Simply, 
he  maintained,  because  the  time  at  the 
disposal  of  private  Members  had  been 
BO  restricted  by  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  matters  which  formerly 
formed  the  subject  of  distinct  Motions 
had  been  put  down  in  the  form  of  Ques- 
tions, very  much,  he  thought,  to  the 
saving  of  the  time  of  the  House,  and 
much,  also,  to  the  convenience  of  the 
Government.  But  if  the  present  Beso- 
lution  passed  as  it  was  introduced,  what, 
he  asked,  would  be  the  value  of  those 
Questions  ?  Under  the  present  system 
an  hon.  Member  who  received  an  un- 
satisfactory reply  to  a  Question  ad- 
dressed to  a  Member  of  the  Government 
was  able  to  make  himself  disagreeable 
to  the  Government  by  moving  the  ad- 
journment, and  so  obtaining  the  infor- 
mation that  he  desired ;  but  if  an  essen- 
tial modification  was  not  made  in  this 
Bule  there  would  be  absolutely  no 
guarantee  that  a  question,  perhaps  of 
the  greatest  interest  and  importance, 
would  receive  an  adequate  answer  from 
the  Ministers  of  the  day.  The  House 
and  the  country  would  thereby  be  de- 
prived of  that  information  which  they 
had  a  right  to  demand,  and  they  would 
be  left  at  the  mercy  of  a  powerful  Mi- 
nister with  a  mechanical  majority  at  his 
back.     He    deeply  regretted  that  the 


Government  should  have  devised  that 
scheme  for  rendering  the  Questions, 
when  put,  less  useful  than  they  were 
now,  and  also  that  they  had  not  assented 
to  the  reasonable  and  moderate  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
for  amending  it. 

Mr.  WABTON  said,  he  had  never 
himself  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
House,  and  he  believed  that  the  privi- 
lege of  doing  it  had  been  often  grossly 
abused  ;  but  he  complained  that  the  Go- 
vernment now  sought  to  take  advantage 
of  that  fact  to  inflict  on  the  House  a 
grievous  wrong,  and  to  deprive  them  of 
a  resource  which  was  frequently  of  much 
importance.  He  wished  that,  on  the 
contrary,  they  would  lend  their  ear  to 
the  request  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton), and  condescend  to  enlighten  the 
House  as  to  their  ideas  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  Bule ;  but  instead  of  that 
they  maintained  a  studied  reticence,  all 
except  the  Home  Secretary,  who  was  as 
flippant  as  his  Colleagues  were  silent. 
That  was  not  the  way  they  should  deal 
with  a  question  of  this  vital  importance. 
He  wished  to  hear — and  the  Conserva- 
tive Party,  who  were  never  flippant  or 
reticent,  wished  to  hear — from  them  what 
was  intended  by  the  phrase  ''the 
leave  of  the  House."  Was  that  to 
be  ascertained  by  a  division,  or  by  a  cer- 
tain number  of  Members  getting  up  in 
their  places  and  declaring  their  opinion 
that  an  hon.  Member  should  be  allowed 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House  ? 
In  his  opinion,  the  only  merit  of  the 
Amendment  was  that  it  limited  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Besolution.  The  Besolu- 
tion  itself  seemed  almost  unnecessary 
after  the  cidture  Besolution  which  had 
been  passed .  In  presenting  this  and  the 
following  Besolutions  to  the  House,  the 
Government  must  bear  in  mind  that,  as 
they  had  taken  their  stand  upon  the 
cidture  Besolution,  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  were  far  less  disposed 
to  consider  the  remaining  Besolutions, 
which  he,  for  one,  was  prepared  stoutly 
to  oppose. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  attached  very 
high  importance  to  the  Besolution  be- 
fore the  House,  and  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  take  an  early  oppor- 
tunity to  make  some  reasonable  con- 
cessions to  wishes  which  were  not  con- 
fined to  one  side  of  the  House.  The 
Prime  Minister,  in  moving  the  Besolu- 
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tion,  had  adopted  a  conciliatory  tone ; 
but  what  he  undertook  to  do  practically 
came  to  nothing.  It  had,  no  doubt, 
often  happened  that  Motions  had  been 
made  of  a  wholly  immaterial  character, 
prompted  sometimes  by  temper  and 
sometimes  by  vanity  ;  but,  nevertheless, 
occasions  might  arise  of  some  important 
crisis  in  home  or  foreign  affairs,  when 
the  Opposition,  who  differed  strongly, 
resolutely,  and  conscientiously  from  the 
Government,  would  have  a  right  to 
present  their  views  to  the  House  and 
the  nation  by  moving  the  adjournment. 
It  was  no  answer  to  say  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers could  ballot  or  might  wait  until  3 
or  4  o'clock  in  the  morning.  It  was  no 
answer  to  say  the  Opposition  could,  if 
they  pleased,  by  framing  a  Motion  of 
Want  of  Confidence,  practically  compel 
the  Government  to  gp-ant  them  a  day, 
for  it  might  be  that  the  question  was 
one  upon  which  the  House  ought  to  have 
immediate  information.  Within  the  four 
corners  of  the  Resolution  now  before 
the  House,  even  with  the  very  moderate 
suggestion  to  substitute  20  for  40,  no 
power  was  given  to  any  Member  of  the 
Opposition,  or  to  any  section  of  the  Op- 
position, however  respectable  or  power- 
ful, or  to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
even  if  supported  by  a  section  of  the 
Ministerial  side,  to  rise  to  move  the  ad- 
journment without  the  leave  of,  per- 
haps, the  very  Minister  whose  conduct 
was  at  stake.  This  was  little  short  of 
a  gross  scandal.  In  short,  whether 
leave  was  to  be  granted  or  not  depended 
upon  the  will  of  the  Minister  of  the 
day  ;  but  it  was  not  to  be  expected  that 
hon.  Members  could  rely  upon  the  con- 
sideration of  Ministers  as  a  sheet-anchor. 
He,  therefore,  urged  the  Government  to 
reconsider  their  attitude,  and  to  make 
a  modification  of  the  Rule  which  might 
be  acceptable  to  the  House  generally. 
He  did  not  accept  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff)  with  pleasure, 
because  he  had  no  desire  to  interfere 
with  the  already  limited  time  of  private 
Members.  But  there  was  no  alterna- 
tive. If  the  Government  refused  to 
give  them  public  time,  they  must  ask 
for  a  portion  of  the  time  of  private 
Members.  Should  a  reasonable  conces- 
sion be  made,  he  did  not  see  why  the 
discussion  on  this  Resolution  should 
occupy  a  considerable  time,  as,  no  doubt, 
in  various  instances  the  right  of  moving 
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the  adjournment  of  the  House  at  Ques- 
tion time  had  been  abused,  and  some 
remedy  was  necessary. 

Sib  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
he  considered  that  they  had  now  before 
them  a  most  important  question  dealing 
with  a  practical  evil;  and  he  thought 
the  Government  were  responding  to  the 
sense  of  the  House  when  they  afforded 
a  moans  of  relief  against  a  tyranny 
under  which  they  had  been  groaning 
for  several  years  past.  The  evil  was 
one  which  they  felt  so  much  that  they 
would  go  almost  any  length  in  order  to 
bring  their  proceedings  into  something 
like  order,  and  make  the  transaction  of 
their  Business  fairly  ef&cient.  It  was 
perfectly  intolerable  that  when  the  House 
had  arranged  the  Orders  of  the  Day  in 
a  certain  way  any  one  Member  might 
get  up  and  propose  a  Motion  on  some 
grievance,  and  so  lead  to  a  discussion 
that  might  last  for  three  or  more  hours, 
and  prevent  the  Orders  coming  on. 
Still,  he  felt  some  difficulty  in  going  the 
whole  length  of  this  Resolution;  and 
he  should  be  glad  if  the  Gk>Temment 
could  see  their  way  to  some  middle 
course.  They  might  put  a  check  on  the 
objectionable  practice,  without  abso- 
lutely forbidding  a  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment on  an  occasion  of  extremity  and 
urgency.  For  his  own  part,  he  was 
much  inclined  to  accept  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  which  woiild  sub- 
sequently come  on  for  consideration. 
Whatever  was  done  at  present  must  be 
experimental  and  tentative  ;  and  they 
ought,  therefore,  to  be  careful,  lest  they 
went  to  such  an  extreme  that  a  reaction 
would  result. 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  said,  that,  as  the 
Rule  6tood,no  hon. Membercould  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  for  any  pur- 
pose, or  however  urgent  and  importont, 
without  the  consent  of  the  Government. 
If  such  a  Rule  were  adopted,  hon.  Mem- 
bers knew  what  they  had  to  expect.  He, 
however,  ventured  to  appeal  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  not  to  make  this  Re- 
solution a  Party  question,  as  the  first 
had  been ;  and  he  was  certain  that  any 
concession  which  the  Government  miffht 
make  in  reference  to  it  would  be  hailed 
with  general  applause  by  the  House. 
As  one  who  was  anxious  that  the 
House  should  be  enabled  to  prevent  the 
scandals  which  had  been  occurring  of 
late  years,  he  was  ready  to  make  any 
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reasonable  change  in  their  Procedure; 
but  the  present  proposal  was  too  drastic, 
and  was  far  beyond  the  necessities  of 
the  case.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  not  alter  their  Procedure  in  such 
a  way  as  would  do  violence  to  the  feel- 
ings of  moderate  men — a  course  which 
would  result  in  an  agitation  that  would 
necessitate  the  withdrawal  of  the  ob- 
noxious Eule. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  he  trusted  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  not 
accept  as  the  law  of  the  Medes  and  Per- 
sians the  dictum  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
who  had  chosen  to  express  his  opinion 
prematurely  upon  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  an  Amendment 
which  was  not  before  the  House.  He 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  also  ventured  to  hope 
that  the  House  would  not  be  detained 
much  longer  on  the  Amendment  now 
under  discussion. 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  the  tone  of 
the  Home  Secretary  showed  them  what 
they  had  to  expect.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  told  the  House 
in  so  many  words  that  the  Government 
would  not  accept  any  Amendment  which 
would  seriously  modify  the  provisions  of 
the  Hesolution,  and  had  set  down  his 
foot  in  advance  upon  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton. 
But  unless  that  were  accepted  the  House 
would  have  no  safeguard  afc  all.  The 
fact  was,  that  in  this  as  in  many  other  of 
the  Resolutions  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  been  too  prodigal  of  their 
words.  To  carry  out  their  intention  the 
Besolution  should  have  run  —  *'  No 
Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House  shall  be  made  at  any  time  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  Government  of 
the  day."  If  this  Hesolution  were 
agreed  to  in  its  present  form,  hereafter 
it  would  be  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Prime  Minister  of  the  day  whether  any 
pressure  should  be  put  upon  him  or  not 
in  respect  of  any  particular  subject. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  COWEN  said,  there 
were  two  points  on  which  the  House  was 
agreed — first,  that  the  power  of  moving 
the  adjournment  at  Question  time  was  a 
very  valuable  privilege ;  and,  second, 
that  it  had  sometimes  been  abused. 
Members  were  willing  to  assist  the 
€h)vernment  in  regulating  the  exercise 
of  that  power,  but  they  were  not  willing 
to  tfid  them  in  abolishing  it.  The  Bule 
as  it  stood,  however,  would  abolish  it. 

VOL.  OCLXXIV.     [third  series.] 


If  it  passed,  it  would  place  the  House 
absolutely  at  the  mercy  of  the  Ministry 
for  the  time  being.  It  might  be  con- 
venient and  agreeable  for  the  present 
Ministers  to  be  &eed  from  the  annoy- 
ance of  impromptu  debates  on  Egypt  or 
Ireland.  Doubtless,  some  of  these  dis- 
cussions were  disturbing  and  a  source  of 
trouble ;  but  they  had  better  submit  to 
them  than  part  with  a  power  that  they 
themselves  would  find,  when  once  again 
in  Opposition,  the  value  of.  If  the 
Government  would  consent  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler), 
the  discussion  might  close  there.  It  was 
not  all  that  Members  wanted,  but  it 
was  an  improvement  on  the  Ministerial 
proposal,  and  as  a  compromise  the  House 
would  be  willing  to  agree  to  it.  But  as 
the  Government  did  not  seem  disposed 
to  accept  it,  he  would  ofifer  another  sug- 
gestion .  His  proposal  was  even  less  than 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton, and  it  was  simply  this.  If  a 
Member  asked  a  Question,  and  did  not 
get  a  satisfactory  answer,  he  mijo^ht  have 
the  power  of  explaining  his  Question. 
It  might  be  said  that  if  he  had  such 
power  he  would  abuse  it.  He  might 
take  a  lengthened  time — half-an-hour, 
an  hour,  or  two  hours — to  make  his  ex- 
planation. That  certainly  would  be  an 
abuse  of  the  privilege  ;  but,  to  provide 
against  that,  the  time  at  which  he  was 
at  liberty  could  be  restricted.  He  was 
very  much  opposed  to  the  practice  of 
restricting  speakers,  as  it  was  highly 
objectionable  ;  but  they  had  introduced 
the  system  of  measuring  out  speeches, 
and  this  would  only  be  a  development 
of  the  same  idea.  If  they  allowed  the 
Member  who  wished  to  move  the  ad- 
journment to  make  a  statement,  and 
they  allowed  a  Minister  to  make  another 
in  reply,  the  matter  in  many  instances 
would  end  there.  The  House  would  be 
satisfied,  the  aggrieved  Member  would 
be  satisfied,  and  no  further  discussion 
could  take  place.  If  any  discussion  did 
take  place,  then  it  would  only  be  with 
the  sanction  of  the  House.  But  by  this 
plan,  the  power  of  explaining  a  Ques- 
tion and  getting  a  detailed  reply  would 
be  retained.  He  might  add  that  the 
plan  was  in  operation  in  France  and 
America,  and  he  believed  worked  satis- 
factorily in  both  countries. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  admitted  that 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Mexx^^^^t  1q>t 
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Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen)  would  be  an 
improvement  on  the  proposal   of    the 
Government,  but  it  would  be  a  very 
small  improvement.     He  thought  that 
too  much  emphasis  had  been  laid  on  the 
necessity  of  moving  the  adjournment  in 
order  to  compel  the  Government  to  give 
a  civil  an  s wer.     He  had  a  higher  reason , 
which  was  that  the  right  might  be  re- 
quired to   enable  the   House   at  some 
grave  crisis  to  discuss  some  important 
question  relating  to  affairs  at  home  or 
abroad.     If  they  took  away  the  power 
to  move  the  adjournment,   except  with 
the  assent  of    the   Government — [Mr. 
Gladstone  :  The  assent  of  the  House.") 
He  assumed  that  the  Government  might 
have  a  mechanical  majority  in  the  future 
as  they  had  in  the  past,  and  therefore  he 
substituted  the  word  '*  Government "  for 
**  House."     If  some  important  question 
were  suddenly  to  arise,  the  Government 
would  be  able  to  put  pressure  upon  their 
followers  to  prevent  the  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment from  being  accepted.     That 
was  the  reason  why  the  House  should  be 
in  possession  of  some  provision  by  which 
large  minorities  might  be  enabled  to 
force  a  discussion  when  absolutely  neces- 
sary upon  the  Government.     He  could 
not  make    out  what  the  Government 
meant  to  do  on  this  question,  for  the 
Home  Secretary  certainly  did  say  that 
no  Amendment  that  would  put  it  into  the 
power  of  the  minority,  however  large, 
to  interfere  with  the  Government  Busi- 
ness would  be  accepted — [**  No,  no !  "] 
— but  he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  believed 
that  if  the   Government  would   accept 
some  such  Amendment  as  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler),  the  discussion  on  this 
Eesolution  would  be  greatly  facilitated. 
The  Marquess    of   HARTINGTON 
said,  that  the  words  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  been  very  much  misunderstood. 
His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  did 
not  say  that  the  Government  absolutely 
refused  all  Amendments  to  this  Rule, 
but  that  on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff)  it  would  be  irregular  to 
bring  forward  arguments  with  regard  to 
other  Amendments.     And  his  right  hon. 
and  learned   Friend   added  that  when 
they  came  to   the  Amendments  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the   University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.   H.  H.  Fowler), 

Ur.  A,  J.  Balfour 


the  Government  would  be  prepared  to 
state  why  they  had  made  their  original 
proposal  and  their  objections  to  those 
Amendments.  Nothing  had  fallen  from 
any  Member  of  the  Gt)vemment  to  show 
that  there  was  an  inflexible  determina- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
force  their  views  on  the  House.  It 
might  have  been  convenient  if  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  made 
a  statement  when  moving  the  Resolu- 
tion with  regard  to  the  Amendments  on 
the  Paper ;  but  when  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  was 
once  moved,  it  was  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  make  a  statement  with 
regard  to  the  other  Amendments. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  there  were 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  before  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  which  might  take  days 
to  discuss,  and,  in  his  opinion,  nothing 
would  facilitate  the  discussion  more  than 
a  statement  of  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  that  and  the  other 
Amendments.  The  position  taken  up 
by  independent  Members  on  one  side 
and  the  other  was  that  it  would  be  im- 
mensely to  the  public  danger  that  any 
Government  should  have  it  in  their  power 
to  say  to  their  majority — "Refuse  to 
listen  to  the  Motion,  which  is  one  that 
impugns  our  dignity  and  which  demands 
inK)rmation  which  it  is  of  vital  conse- 
quence to  us  not  to  give."  He  put  aside 
Party  considerations  when  he  said  that 
it  would  be  dangerous  that  any  Govern- 
ment, Liberal  or  Tory,  should  be  able  to 
say,  ''  You  shall  not  raise  this  ques- 
tion," though  it  might  be  of  the  highest 
importance  in  relation  to  matters  at  home 
or  abroad.  He  believed  it  would  be 
disastrous  to  deprive  the  House  of  this 
power,  which  had  often  been  exercised 
to  the  advantage  of  the  State,  and  he 
therefore  hoped  the  Government  would 
be  disposed  to  come  to  a  compromise  on 
the  subject.  He  was  convinced  that  if 
some  such  proposal  as  that  which  had 
been  shadowed  forth  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton  were  adopted 
by  the  Government  it  would  meet  with 
general  acceptance.  He  confessed  that 
he  should  hesitate  before  voting  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth,  because  that  Amendment 
contemplated  the  abolition  of  the  power 
of  moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
at  Question  time  on  Government  days ; 
and  it  was  to  be  remembered  that  to* 
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irarda  the  end  of  the  Session  the  QoTern*  tempted  to  ohange  them    when   they 

ment  took  precedence  on  almost  every  could ;  but  it  would  be  otherwise  if  the 

day  of  the  week.  In  the  public  interests,  Qovernmont  accepted  Amendments  with- 

therefore,  no  matter  what  Government  out  caring  from  which  quarter  of  the 

was  in   power,  it  was  desirable  there  House  they  came. 

■hoold  be  th,  power  of  Mkinglh.  sll.n.        ji„„a„,„i  p„p„,ed,  .tlor  the  word 

tion  of  Parliamonl  and  Iho  eoantpy  to  „  ^i^;  „  ^  j^,,^  ,^,  ,^,^,  „  ,m,  ,t, 

mailer,  of  grave  .nterejl  and  prejaing  Oo„„;t,„  „£  g       ,     ;,  „pea."_(£„J 

omorgeaoy.andlbatilahouldnolboii,  s„i,^j  ctar.j.SJ  ' 

the  power  of  the  majonty  behind  the        „        .  ,     .m,    .  ..  ■■ 

Government  to  refuse  them  that  liberty.  ^  auestiou proposed,  "That  those  words 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  asked  permission  be  there  inserted, 
to  say  that  the  Government  wished  to  Mr.  VEWDEGATE  said,  he  con- 
meet  the  Opposition  in  an  equitable  fesaed  that  he  sympathized  with  the  Go- 
spirit,  and  he  would  therefore  observe  vemment  in  their  objections  to  making 
this  much,  that  although  the  Govern-  the  Motion  for  Adjournment  during  the 
meut  could  not  accept  the  terms  of  the  time  set  apart  for  Questions.  He  hod 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  himself  been  obliged  to  move  tbe  ad- 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  joumment  in  the  early  part  of  that 
yet,  if  the  sense  of  tbe  House  was  gene-  evening,  because  the  hon.  Member  for 
rally  in  its  favour,  they  would  be  pre-  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouohere)  at- 
pared  to  entertain  the  principle  of  it  in  tempted  to  prevent  him  from  corn- 
preference  to  that  which  they  themselves  pleting  the  remarks  he  desired  to  make; 
preferred — namely,  the  reference  to  the  but  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  had  sufficient 
vote  of  tbe  m^ority.  respect  for  the  House  to  withdraw  the 

Sm  HENBY  lYLEB  said,  he  was  in  Motion  immediately  after  he  had  rr 

favour  of  retaining  the  present  power  of  opportunity   of  setting    himself    right, 

calling  attention  to  urgent  affairs  on  any  He  must,  however,  say  that  this  habit 

day.  of  putting  a  mass  of  insignificant  Ques- 

Mr.  THOMAS  COLLINS   appealed  tions  in  &e  House  ought  to  be  curtailed, 

to  the  hon.  Member  for  Fort«moutb  to  The  bon.  Member  for  Northampton  had 

withdraw    hie    Amendment    after    the  spoken  of  the  House  as  having  degene- 

statement  of  tbe  Prime  Minister.  rated    in    recent    years,    and  he   (Mr. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn.  Newdegate)  ascribed  this  apparent  de- 

'  generation  more  to  tbe  habit  of  putting 

Lord  KANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  Questions  to  the  Government  than  tQ 
moved  to  insert,  after  "that,"  in  the  anything  else;  because,  although  those 
first  line  of  the  Resolution,  the  words  Questions  were  put  in  the  presence  of 
"  while  the  Committee  of  Supply  is  the  House,  the  House  itself  had  no 
open."  Tbe  principle  of  the  Amend-  power  whatever  of  expressing  an  opi- 
ment  was  that  while  Committee  of  Sup-  nioa  either  upon  the  matter  of  Questions 
ply  was  open,  Members  had  proper  or  upon  tbe  matter  of  the  answers.  In 
opportunities  of  bringing  questions  be-  fact,  hon.  Members  sat  there  as  so  many 
fore  the  House  and  ventilating  griev-  lay  figures  during  this  questioning  and 
anoes;  but  they  hod  not  such  oppor-  very  questionable  process,  and  the  only 
tunities  when  Supply  was  not  before  tbe  escape  they  had  was  by  moving  the 
House,  which  was  in  tbe  opening  and  adjournment  of  the  House,  which  often 
closing  weeks  of  tbe  Session,  and  his  led  to  excessive  debate,  and,  at  the  same 
Amendment  was  designed  to  meet  that  time,  precluded  tbe  House  from  express- 
case.  The  importance  of  tbe  Amend-  ing  an  opinion  by  means  of  a  division 
ment  was  relative  to  others  to  come  upon  any  of  tbe  subjects  thus  anoma- 
after,  about  which  be  hoped  the  Leader  lously  brought  before  it.  He  thought, 
of  the  Opposition  woiud  express  as  then,  that  the  Government  would  do  ths 
favourable  an  opiniou  as  he  had  about  House  a  service  in  endeavouring  to  pnt 
this.  If  the  Government  were  resolved  a  check  upon  this  horrible  mass  of 
to  carry  the  Bules  in  the  exact  words  in  Questions,  which,  so  far  as  their  impoit- 
which  they  had  submitted  them,  the  ance  was  concerned,  wore  not  worthy  of 
Rules  would  not  have  much  validity,  the  attention  of  the  Local  Government 
because  they  would  be  carried  in  the  Board,  or,  in  very  many  oases,  even  of 
teeth  of  the  Opposition,  who  would  be  a  parish  vestry.  He  had  heard  hon. 
8  X  2  VTw«**"*  HigUrX 
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Members  say  that  the  time  of  the  House 
had  been  so  monopolized  by  the  Govern- 
ment that  it  was  impossible  for  them  to 
bring  forward  subjects  which  interested 
their  own  constituents,  and  might  inte- 
rest the  country,  otherwise  than  by  put- 
ting Questions.  He  admitted  that  the 
exti*ayagant  action  of  a  certain  section 
of  the  Irish  Members  during  the  last 
four  or  five  years,  and  the  kind  of  mono- 
poly which  they  had  been  allowed  to 
establish  for  Irish  Questions  and  for 
their  own  views,  was  a  course  of  pro- 
ceeding unjustified  by  the  importance 
of  the  country  they  represented,  and 
apparently  attributable  to  nothing  but 
their  own  view  of  their  own  self-inte- 
rest. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  Question  then  before 
the  House  was  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock*. 

Me.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  thought 
that  the  Amendment,  no  matter  by 
whom  moved,  had  reference  to  the 
Resolution  before  the  House;  but  he 
would  beg  pardon  if  he  had  trans- 
gressed. He  had  thought  that  he  was 
entitled  to  speak  to  the  Ilesolution  as  a 
whole ;  but  if  he  was  limited  to  the 
Amendment — which  was  a  mere  modi- 
fication of  one  of  the  proposed  Kules, 
intended  to  limit  the  time  during  which 
the  Bule  was  to  operate — in  that  case 
he  could  only  say  that  he  did  not  wish 
for  a  limitation  of  the  Eule  at  all ;  and 
he  assip^ned  as  his  reason  that,  while  he 
knew  that  he  differed  from  many  hon. 
Gentleman  on  his  side  of  the  House,  he 
was  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bule  as  proposed  by  tne  Government. 
He  had  no  wish  to  trespass  on  the 
time  of  the  House ;  and  if  he  had  in- 
fringed the  Bules  of  the  House  in 
speaking  upon  the  Eesolution  gene- 
rally he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (the  Speaker)  and  the  House 
would  forgive  him,  because  his  only 
desire  was  to  express  the  strong  opi- 
nion he  entertained  against  the  pre- 
sent system  of  questioning  the  Go- 
vernment with  the  view  of  eliciting 
from  the  Government  absolute  opinions 
on  subjects  upon  which,  according  to  its 
present  Forms,  the  House  had  no  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  its  opinions.  The 
great  body  of  the  House  were  thus 
treated  as  a  set  of  mere  lay  figures. 
This  practice  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  New- 

Mr,  NewdegaU 


degate)  unjustifiable.  He  knew  that  it 
did  not  tend  to  promote  the  dignity  of 
the  House,  and  he  believed  that  it 
did  not  advance  the  interests  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  DODSON  was  disposed  to  agree 
with  much  that  had  been  said  by  the 
Mover  of  that  Amendment.  He  would, 
however,  remind  the  House  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  had  promised  to  accept  the 
principle  of  the  important  Amendment 
which  the  hon.  Member  forWolverhamp- 
ton  intended  to  move.  That  being  the 
case,  he  thought  it  would  be  better  if  the 
present  Amendment  were  withdrawn, 
and  the  Government  would  consider  how 
best  to  deal  with  the  question  at  a  sub- 
sequent stage. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  OEOSS  said,  he 
was  glad  to  hear  the  views  of  the  Prime 
Minister  confirmed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken ;  but  he 
did  not  know  how  these  speeches  were 
to  be  reconciled  with  that  delivered  by 
the  Home  Secretary  a  quarter  of  an 
hour  ago.  He  was  glad  to  hear  that 
there  was  some  prospect  of  concessions 
being  made ;  but  he  thought  the  time 
had  come  when  the  Government  might 
go  further,  and  tell  them  at  once  hov 
far  these  concessions  were  to  go.  Were 
they  going  to  accept  his  own  or  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton's  Amend- 
ments? Though  he  admitted  that  the 
Amendment  was  being  met  in  a  concilia- 
tory spirit,  it  would  be  pressed  to  a  divi- 
sion unless  some  more  definite  statement 
were  made  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. 

Sir  HENEY  TYLEE  said,  he  con- 
curred in  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Herschell)  said,  that  a  disous- 
sioh  was  being  raised  on  Amendments 
yet  to  come.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
said  that  the  Government  would  be  dis- 
posed to  consider  Amendments  when 
they  came  to  them,  with  a  view  of  seeing 
what  concessions  could  be  made.  But  it 
was  absurd  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  ask  them  what  concessions  they  were 
going  to  make  on  Amendments  which 
had  not  been  discussed.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers thought  the  Amendment  a  right 
one,  and  that  they  could  not  trust  the 
Government  to  deal  fairly  in  the  matter, 
let  them  vote  for  the  Amendment.  After 
Supply  was  closed  on  the  Appropriation 
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BiU,  Members  had  many  opportunities 
for  bringing  questions  f orwaSrd.  Supply, 
too,  was  always  set  up  early  in  the 
Session.  There  was  really  no  reason  for 
giving  exceptionally  large  powers  of 
moving  the  adjournment  at  such  a  time. 
The  House  met  to  transact  Business, 
and  it  was  a  large  power  for  Members 
to  move  that  no  Business  be  done  and 
the  House  adjourn.  The  privilege  was 
an  abnormal  one,  and  ought  only  to  be 
used  on  grave  occasions. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  this  was 
all  very  true  of  ordinary  Sessions ;  but 
he  reminded  the  Solicitor  General  that 
at  present  the  House  was  sitting  after 
the  Appropriation  Bill  had  been  passed ; 
and  though  they  had  before  them  a 
matter  of  the  importance  of  the  Egyp- 
tian Question,  they  had  no  opportunity 
of  discussing  it  except  through  the 
courtesy  of  the  Government.  This  being 
the  case,  he  thought  that  hon.  Members 
would,  in  view  of  the  increased  restric- 
tions, hesitate  before  allowing  that  Bill 
to  pass  out  of  their  hands  again  in  the 
same  way,  with  the  opportunities  it 
afforded  for  the  discussion  of  grievances. 

Mb.  J.  E.  YOBKE  said,  that  a  great 
deal  too  much  had  been  said  about  the 
abuse  of  the  custom  of  putting  Ques- 
tions to  Ministers.  That  abuse  was,  in 
a  great  measure,  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
Government  had  been  appropriating  more 
and  more  of  the  time  of  private  Mem- 
bers. If  the  Government  would  give 
gome  clear  indication  of  the  course  they 

E reposed  to  take,  they  would  very  much 
icilitate  the  attainment  of  the  object  in 
view ;  but  he  believed  they  had  not 
made  up  their  minds,  and  were  fishing 
for  a  policy,  anxious  to  regulate  their 
concessions  by  the  amount  of  support 
they  were  likely  to  receive. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  had  not  produced  any  reason 
why  the  noble  Lord  should  not  persevere 
with  his  Amendment,  or  why,  in  view  of 
the  New  Rules,  private  Members  should 
not  be  chary  about  parting  with  the 
limited  opportunities  for  the  discussion 
of  grievances  which  they  now  possessed. 
The  argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  cut  both  ways,  for,  if  this 
power  was  only  made  use  of  on  rare 
occasions,  it  might  be  all  the  more  ne- 
cessary to  retain  it.  cEe  quite  agreed 
with  what  had  fall  a  from  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 


(Mr.  E.  Stanhope(.  It  would  be  quite 
possible  for  a  future  Government  to  get 
rid  of  Supply  earlier  than  they  did  in 
past  years,  and  thus  to  shut  out  from 
hon.  Members  one  of  the  legitimate 
opportunities  of  bringing  grievances  for- 
ward. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the  two 
Front  Benches  appeared  to  be  engaged 
in  an  an ti- Irish  plot.  By  requiring  40 
Members  to  support  a  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, the  majority  of  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  the  Irish  people  would  be 
shut  out  from  making  such  a  Motion. 
For  another  reason  he  thought  the  pro- 

Eosal  a  bad  one.  If  an  hon.  Member 
ad  the  opportunity  of  explaining  the 
cause  of  ms  moving  the  adjournment, 
he  might  get  100  or  200  Members  to 
support  him  ;  but  the  proposal  was  that 
20  or  40  Members  should  rise  to  sup- 
port the  Motion  before  they  had  heard 
the  hon.  Member's  reasons  for  making 
it.  With  the  grand  measure  of  reform 
which  the  Government  had  just  ob- 
tained, they  had  now  no  excuse  for  pre- 
venting the  exercise  of  the  privilege  of 
Members  in  cases  of  grave  necessity,  for 
they  possessed  the  power  to  shut  up  the 
debate  by  using  the  cldture.  This  Bule, 
if  passed  in  its  unamended  form,  far 
from  checking  the  abuse  of  interroga- 
tories, would  add  to  it,  for  hon.  Mem- 
bers and  their  Friends  would  multiply 
Questions  in  order  to  obtain,  in  a  tort  u 
ous  way,  information  which  might  easily 
be  brought  out  in  a  three  minutes' 
speech.  The  only  time  when  the  Bulo 
ought  to  apply  was  on  an  occasion  when 
Public  Business  was  declared  urgent. 
He  renewed  his  protest  against  the  little 
anti-Irish  conspiracy  between  the  two 
Front  Benches  and  their  expressed  readi- 
ness to  accept  the  40-Member  provision, 
both  well  knowing  that  until  the  Irish 
franchise  had  been  extended  the  people 
would  continue  to  be  misrepresented  Dy 
a  majority  of  the  Irish  Members.  He 
should  support  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  it  ought 
to  go  much  further. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  he  thought  that 
unless  the  Amendment  were  carried, 
when  Committee  of  Supply  was  closed 
Members  of  the  House  would  be  actually 
muzzled.  The  Government  would  be  ab- 
solute masters  of  the  situation.  They 
could  stifle  every  complaint  and  every 
murmur,  and  reduce  the  country  to  a 
condition  of  discontented  silence.     The 
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Government  was  really  in  the  hands  of 
the  permanent  officials,  who  were  all 
men  of  far  greater  experience  than  the 
Members  of  the  Qovemment  with  the 
exception  of  the  Prime  Minister.  Take 
the  Home  Secretary.  The  permanent 
officials  in  his  Department  were  all  men 
of  far  greater  experience  than  he  was, 
and  their  opinion  was  intrinsically  worth 
far  more  than  his  on  all  matters  relating 
to  the  Home  Department.  But  the  rea- 
son why  the  Home  Secretary  had  really 
more  weight  than  they  had  was  because 
he  had  to  defend  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  House.  Instead  of  hav- 
ing the  Home  Secretary  sitting  on  the 
Bench,  they  might  as  well  have  phono- 
graphs at  the  Table  to  grind  out  the  an- 
swers which  had  been  inspired  by  the 
permanent  officials  of  the  Home  Office. 
But  the  reason  why  the  people  of  this 
country  submitted  to  all  kinds  of  petty 
tyranny  in  every  Public  Department 
was  because  every  act  of  every  Depart- 
ment could  be  called  into  questibn  in 
this  House  by  means  of  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  and  that  kept  the  people 
contented  with  the  bureaucracy  under 
which  they  were  governed.  For  that 
reason  he  intreated  independent  Mem- 
bers to  join  the  noble  Lord  in  forcing 
from  the  Government  such  a  concession 
as  would  enable  any  grievance  which 
exibted  to  find  expression  in  the  place 
where  it  ought  to  find  expression — on 
the  floor  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  he 
should  not  discuss  the  principle  of  the 
Hesolution  ;  if  any  material  change  were 
desirable  in  it,  the  question  could  be 
raised  by  an  Amendment.  At  present, 
he  would  confine  himself  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill), 
which,  he  maintained,  ought  not  to  be 
adopted,  for  it  was  intended  to  allow 
Motions  for  the  adjournment  when  the 
Committee  of  Supply  was  not  open.  The 
speech  they  had  just  heard  was  wholly 
foreign,  with  the  exception  of  the  last 
few  words,  to  that  Amendment,  which 
would  primarily  apply  to  the  remainder 
of  the  Session  ;  and  if  it  were  adopted, 
Motions  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  might  be  made  without  limit. 
This  might  lead  to  a  great  prolongation 
of  their  Sittings,  and  a  large  amount  of 
time  would  be  expended  at  a  great  in- 
convenience to  the  House.  That  impor- 
tant operation  of  the  Amendment  was 

Jlr.  Ooret 


one  which,  in  their  view,  constituted  a 
strong  practical  objection  to  its  accept- 
ance. Let  him  observe  that  there  was 
not  the  slightest  likelihood  in  the  future, 
any  more  than  in  the  past,  but  that 
Committee  of  Supply  would  not  be 
closed  till  shortly  before  the  Appropria- 
tion Bill  was  brought  in,  towards  the  end 
of  the  Session.  To  close  it  before  was 
so  rare  and  inconvenient,  that  it  was  on 
all  sides  admitted  to  be  a  process  that 
ought  jonly  to  be  resorted  to  under  ex- 
traordinary and  pressing  circumstances; 
and  he  would  put  aside  the  question  of 
its  being  prematurely  closed.  They 
would,  therefore,  only  have  to  consider 
the  question  when  Committee  of  Supply 
was  set  up  and  closed  at  the  usual 
times.  The  Committee  of  Supply  was 
set  up  immediately  after  the  Report  in 
Answer  to  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious 
Speech,  and  was  not  closed  till  shortly 
before  the  passing  of  the  Appropriation 
Bill ;  consequently,  there  was  practically 
no  time  during  which  this  Amendment 
could  have  any  operation.  But,  in  or- 
dinary times,  there  might  be  a  few  days 
when  the  Committee  was  closed — namely, 
the  days  when  the  Appropriation  Bill 
was  in  progress.  Those  were  the  days 
when  there  was  no  occasion  or  oppor- 
tunity for  preliminary  Motions  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  because,  on 
those  days,  the  Business  of  the  House 
did  not  last  more  than  two  three  hours, 
as  the  Appropriation  Bill  was  almost 
the  only  Business  on  the  Paper,  and 
Motions  for  Adjournment  could  be  made 
at  the  close  of  the  Notices  without  any 
inconvenience.  He  submitted  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  was  not 
applicable  to  ordinary  times,  whereas, 
at  other  times,  it  would  inflict  cruel  in- 
convenience on  many  hon.  Members  of 
the  House.     He,  therefore,  regarded  it 

as  unnecessary.  

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  the 
natural  and  only  inference  which  could 
be  drawn  from  the  Prime  Minister's 
speech  was  that  he  had  considerable 
dread  of  the  result  of  the  Motions  for 
Adjournment;  and  it  was  naturally  to 
be  concluded  also,  that  there  were  sub- 
jects which  the  Government  did  not 
wish  to  be  discussed  during  the  pre- 
sent Session.  They  knew  that  pri- 
vate Members  had  no  ordinary  means 
of  bringing  forward  Motions ;  and  it 
must  be  taken  for  granted,  then,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  looked  with 
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dread  upon  any  unusual  opportunity 
being  afforded  to  any  Member  to  bring 
forward  a  Motion,  the  discussion  of 
which  might  prove  to  be  disagreeable. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  in  ordinary  Sessions  there  would  be 
no  opportunity  for  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment, even  if  the  Amendment  were 
adopted,  and  that  he  did  not  imagine 
that  in  future  Autumn  Sessions  would 
be  the  rule  of  the  House.  If  that  was 
80,  he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  failed  to 
understand  his  great  reluctance  to  ac- 
cept the  Amendment.  If  the  Amend- 
ment were  carried,  it  would  have  very 
little  effect  during  the  course  of  an  ordi- 
nary Session.  But  there  was  no  security 
that  there  would  be  no  Autumn  Session, 
and  during  an  extraordinary  Session 
like  the  present  the  Amendment  would 
have  an  important  and  powerful  opera- 
tion. The  argument  urged  against  the 
proposal  by  the  Prime  Minister  appeared 
to  him  to  be  the  strongest  argument  in 
its  favour.  He  thought  every  Govern- 
ment should  be  made  to  understand  that 
it  could  not  call  Parliament  together 
with  impunity,  in  order  to  carry  through 
exclusively  Government  Business,  with- 
out giving  it  power  to  discuss,  while  in 
Session,  such  matters  as  it  might  think 
proper.  The  right  of  moving  adjourn- 
ments before  Supplies  were  asked  for, 
and  after  they  had  been  granted  in  or- 
dinary Sessions  could  have,  as  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  had  pointed 
out,  only  a  limited  operation ;  but  it 
would  come  into  powerful  operation 
if  the  Government  called  Parliament 
together  for  an  Autumn  Session,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  general  legislation,  but 
for  the  sole  purpose  of  carrying  some 
Government  measure  which  they  were 
unable  to  carry  during  the  ordinary 
Session.  Consequently,  the  noble  Lord's 
Amendment  would  act  as  a  check  upon 
the  practice  of  the  abuse  of  Parliamen- 
tary Procedure  which  the  Government 
had  initiated,  and  which  future  Govern- 
ments, following  their  pernicious  ex- 
ample, might  perpetuate,  and  would 
make  it  impossible  for  the  Government 
to  call  Parliament  together  in  order  to 
pass  Government)  measures,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  gag  the  mouth  of  Parlia- 
ment BO  that  it  could  do  nothing  else. 
That  argument  alone  was  sufficient  to 
induce  him  to  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  50 ;  Noes 
87  :  Majority  87.  —  (Div.  List,  No. 
364.) 

SiK  HENRY  TYLER  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  the  insertion,  after  the 
opening  word  of  the  Resolution  **  That," 
of  the  words  **  unless,  as  it  shall  appear 
to  Mr.  Speaker,  in  conformity  with  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House."  The  hon. 
Member  said,  that  the  words  which  he 
sought  to  introduce  would  govern  the 
whole  of  the  remainder  of  the  Resolu- 
tion, and  that  whatever  words  might 
hereafter  be  adopted,  in  the  spirit  of 
conciliation  indicated  by  the  Govern- 
ment, would  not  be  affected  by  their 
insertion.  Moreover,  the  words  were 
those  for  which  the  Government  them- 
selves had  warmly  contended  in  the  1st 
Resolution. 

Amendment  proposed. 

After  the  word  "  That,"  to  insert  the  words 
''unless,  as  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
conformity  with  the  evident  sense  of  the  House." 
— (iSir  Henry  Tyler.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  objected 
to  the  Amendment,  on  the  ground  that 
it  introduced  the  discretion  of  the 
Speaker,  and  thereby  placed  a  serious 
burden  on  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
this  matter,  where  there  was  no  necessi^ 
for  it  whatever.  They  were  all  agreed, 
he  thought,  that  a  restraint  ought  to  be 
put  on  the  present  licence  in  moving  the 
adjournment,  and  that  it  ought  to  be 
put  on,  either  by  referring  the  matter 
to  the  judgment  of  the  House,  or  of  a 
certain  portion  of  the  House.  It  was, 
he  thought,  equally  agreed,  that  they 
ought  not  to  make  a  gratuitous  addition 
to  the  burdens  of  the  Chair,  which  had 
been  always  serious,  which  were  at 
present  great,  and  which  were  not  likely 
to  be  lighter  in  future.  Under  the  1st 
Resolution  a  burden  was  laid  on  the 
Speaker,  because  the  matter  was  one  of 
considerable  difficulty  and  delicacy,  and 
the  Government  did  not  see  any  other 
mode  of  proceeding  that  would  not  im- 
port the  element  of  Party  feeling. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said,  he 
would  admit  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister,  while  rejecting 
the  Amendment,  had  at  least  done  so  in 
a  conciliatory  spirit.     He  (Lord  George 
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Hamilton),  therefore,  was  emboldened 
to  point  out  to  him  that,  as  there  was 
generally  a  fuller  attendance  of  Members 
at  Question  time  than  during  the  rest  of 
the  evening,  it  would  be  easier  for  the 
Speaker  to  ascertain  what  was  the  "  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House"  then  than  at  any 
other  time.  The  Government,  however, 
had  intimated  that  they  were  prepared 
to  consider  some  Amendment  which 
would,  to  some  extent,  mitigate  the  ob- 
jections almost  universally  felt  to  the 
Kesolution  as  it  stood ;  and  he  would 
urge,  in  compliance  with  a  feeling  which 
he  thought  was  prevalent  throughout 
the  House,  that  no  words  should  be  left 
in  the  Kesolution  which  were  capable  of 
a  double  construction.  There  was  no 
question,  whatever,  but  that  the  words 
"by  leave  of  the  House  "  should  be  in- 
terpreted in  the  sense  that  the  leave 
given  should  be  universal  ;'and  to  make  it 
certain,  he  now  gave  Notice  that  he  would 
by-and-bye  move  an  Amendment  re- 
quiring that  the  **  leave  of  the  House  '* 
should  be  that  '*  of  the  majority  of  the 
House." 

SiE  E.  A8SHET0N  CROSS  said,  he 
agreed  very  much  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  that  it 
would  not  do  to  put  that  duty  on  the 
Speaker;  and  he  was  glad  also  to  ac- 
knowledge the  fair  and  conciliatory  tone 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
spoken.  That  was  not  a  Party  question, 
and  it  ought  not  to  be  dealt  with  in  the 
spirit  of  Party.  They  all  agreed  that 
only  on  matters  of  great  importance 
should  that  privilege  be  exercised ;  but 
nobody  would  deny  that  cases  arose  now 
and  then  in  which  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  public  interest  that  a 
question  of  great  importance  should  be 
brought  forward  in  the  House,  and  that 
Ministers  should  give  an  answer  or  an 
explanation.  The  question  might  be  a 
very  inconvenient  one,  and  one  which 
the  Government  of  the  day  desired  to 
stifle,  and  was  the  reason  why  in 
the  public  interest,  the  minority  of  the 
House  should  be  able  to  have  the  ques- 
tion discussed,  when  they  showed  that 
there  was  a  real  desire  for  its  discussion. 
He  was  inclined  to  ask  his  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  Henry  Tyler)  not  to  press  his 
Amendment. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  thought  it  would  be  useful,  in 
oonnection  with  the  Amendment,  if  they 
could  have  an  authoritative  declaration 

Lord  Qeorge  Hamilton 


irom  the  Chair  of  what  was  meant  by 
'*the  leave  of  the  House."  Did  it 
mean  an  unanimous  leave,  or  the 
leave  of  a  majority?  Sometimes  it 
happened  that  when  a  Bill  was  con- 
sidered as  amended,  the  Member  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  proposed  to  read  it  a 
third  time  immediately.  That  could  be 
done  by  the  leave  of  the  House,  and  it 
had  been  done  once  or  twice  in  that  Par- 
liament. He  had,  in  the  case  of  some 
minor  Bills,  objected  to  its  being  done, 
and  had  been  informed  that  the  leave  of 
a  majority  was  sufficient.  But  he  under- 
stood that,  in  regard  to  leave,  there  was 
a  difference  between  a  Bill  being  read  a 
third  time  and  the  case  under  the  pre- 
sent Resolution,  and  it  would  be  highly 
desirable  to  have  an  authoritative  state- 
ment  from  the  Chair  as  to  what  "  leave 
of  the  House  "  meant. 

Me.  SPEAKIER:  I  may  say,  in 
answer  to  the  noble  Lord's  Question, 
that  the  understanding  with  reference  to 
the  leave  of  the  House  is  that  it  involves 
unanimity  on  the  part  of  the  House. 
[Lord  Randolph  Churchill  :  Unani- 
mity.] Whenever  the  Question  is  put 
from  the  Chair,  '*  Is  it  your  pleasure  that 
so  and  so  be  done  ?  ''  if  there  is  a  single 
dissentient  voice,  the  leave  of  tiie 
House  is  not  given. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCELHiL 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  the  further  Ques- 
tion, Whether  the  reading  of  a  Bill 
the  third  time,  immediately  after  its 
consideration  as  amended,  was  by  the 
leave  of  the  House?  He  asked  the 
Question  because  of  the  fact  that  on  a 
recent  occasion,  when  he  had  objected 
to  the  third  reading  of  a  Bill  imme- 
diately after  consideration  of  the  Bill  as 
amended  being  taken  at  one  Sitting,  he 
had  been  told  by  the  Speaker  that  the 
leave  of  the  House,  meant  the  leave  of 
the  majority. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  case  mentioned 
by  the  noble  Lord  is  not  a  case  of  ques- 
tion as  to  the  leave  of  the  House  being 
obtained.  Occasionally  two  stages  of  a 
Bill  are  taken  at  one  and  the  same 
Sitting,  and  more  especially  is  that  the 
case  when  the  end  of  the  Session  is  near, 
and  when  urgency  is  pleaded,  and  that 
is  done  not  by  leave  of  the  House,  but 
by  vote  of  the  House. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tcithdrawn. 

Mr.  SHEIL,    who  had   an  Amend- 
ment upon  the  Paper,  to  insert,  after 
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flie    word    "made,"    in    line    1,    thi  n^ative;  in  short,  hedid  not  think  it 

vords —  would  bo  poflaibU  to  conoentrete  it  to 

"  UnlenB  inch  Motion  is  made  in  conBoquenci  many  pointa  of  objection,  and  he  there- 
of a  raply  to  >  Queatton,  when,  on  tha  demuii  fore  opposed  it. 
of  fifteen  Membera,  it  uuiy  ba  dabated,"  n       i-  .         ji  .  ■     i 

•J    .1.  .   ..     .,  .  ,.  Question  put,  and  tieaaUvta. 

aaid,   that  for  the  convenience  of  dis 
coMion,  he  would  posrtwne  it.  !««»  EANDOLPH  CHDHCHILL, 

Mr.  O'DONNBLL,  in  moving  an  in  rieing  to  move,  a«  an  Amendment,  in 

Amendment  for  the    purpose  of    pro-  ^^  ^<  to  leave  out  all  the  worde  after 

serving  the  right  of  moving  the   ad-  "made,"  and  insert — 

i"oumment  of  the  debate  when  Urgencj  "  Unta  «U  tha  Quaationa  on  tha  Notioe  Paper 
lad  not  been  voted,  said,  he  could,  undei  lu>ve  been  diipoaed  of ;  and,  if  «ich  Motion  b« 
those  circumstances,  understand  thai  dedded  in  the  n™tivB,  no  other  auoh  Motion 
there  might  be  a  reason  for  interfering  ;  ^  *",'^''  '"'^."'^  °^^^  "'  ^'>  ^«y  ^^« 
but  he  c^nld  not  see  the  object  of  cur^  ^  ^^"^  "P""" 
tailing  the  valuable  Privilegea  of  the  said,  he  believed  that  it  waa  one  of  the 
House  when  the  state  of  Business  waa  °"»st  important  Amendments  proposed 
not  urgent.  He  did  not  suppose  the  ^  ^^^  aesolution,  as  it  went  against  ita 
Government  would  accept  his  Amend-  whole  principle,  and  it  would  also  giv« 
ment ;  but,  considering  the  number  of  *^8  Govemment  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
times  the  Motion  had  been  resorted  to  plaining  the  reason  why  they  introduced 
with  benefit  to  the  country,  he  thought  *^^  fieaolution.  There  might  be  an 
the  right  of  making  it  ought  to  be  pre-  overwhelming  reason  for  it ;  but,  at 
aerved.  present,  the  Government  had  not  taken 

Mr.   8HEIL  seconded   the    Amend-  '!»»  trouble  to  state  any  at  all.    There 

ment.  vs  "»  opinion  widely  spread  that  the 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word  P«wer  belonging  to  individual  Members 

"That,"  to  inwrtthe  words   "when  "J  !?^^'°?  ^''^'^"V^"  *''?  ^^J^'ST".' 

Public    Business    baa     been    declared  °^  ""*  ^?^^^^  ^"^  ^"°  *''"?'"^  ■  *>".*  ^' 

urgent."-(J/r.  0'J)f.nn»ll.)  ^"^  entirely  an  erroneous  impression. 

n      ..  ,  ,,„,,    .1  ,  It  was  a  wonderful  thing  sometimes  to 

Question  proposed,  "Thatthose  words  ^^teh  how  a  belief  of  that  kind  was 
b     here  inserted.  a„^  on  from  one  person  to  another; 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  felt  bound  but  he  had  taken  the  trouble  to  look 
to  compliment  the  hon.  Member  op-  Dver  the  Beoords  of  the  whole  of  the  last 
pOMte  (Mr.  O'Donnelt)  on  his  sagacity  Parliament,  and  his  astonishment  had 
m  disoemingthattheGovernmentwould  been  rather  at  the  small  number  of 
not  accept  the  Amendment  ;  atthe  same  times  it  had  been,  compared  with  the 
time,  he  must  be  allowed  to  consider  that  large  number  in  which  it  might  have 
far  loss  than  the  hon.  Member's  sagacity  been,  used.  The  whole  basis  of  the  Mi- 
would  have  sufficed  to  convince  him  of  listerial  argument  was  that  it  was  a 
its  hopelessness.  It  introduced  a  fun-  nonstrous  thing  to  place  this  power  in 
damental  innovation,  and  invited  the  :he  hands  of  Members,  because  they 
House,  without  Notice,  to  take  upon  ivonid  be  apt  to  use  it  frequently.  But 
themselves  to  legislate  upon  the  subject  before  the  House  parted  with  a  power 
which  at  other  times  was  baaed  upon  rhich  was  almost  as  old  as  the  House 
the  decisions  of  the  Speaker.  Why  the  tself,  and  which  was  the  only  hold 
Speaker  was  to  legislate  upon  it  in  vhtch  an  Opposition  bad  upon  the  Go- 
general,  while  they  were  to  take  that  remment,  they  should  see  whether  it 
particular  pKiiut  into  their  hands,  did  not  lad  been  abused.  Let  them  take  the 
appear.  The  Amendment  would  in-  tresent  Parliament,  and  see  whether 
Tolve  the  most  inconvenient  conse-  hey  had  had  many  Motions  for  Ad- 
quences,  and,  under  the  name  of  pre-  ournment.  How  many  times  did  the 
serving  the  liberties  of  private  Mem-  Prime  Minister  suppose  it  waa  moved 
bere,  would  throw  the  whole  Business  of  luring  the  first  Session  of  the  present 
the  House  into  chaos  and  confusion.  It  Parliament,  from  the  commencement  in 
vas  totally  nhsuited  to  the  period  of  hlay  to  the  end  on  the  7th  of  Septem- 
Urgency,  and  there  was  already  a  Bule  )er  P  Only  six.  In  fact,  the  first  in- 
fer Urgency  of  a  far  more  stringent  itanco  in  which  it  was  employed 
kind.    The  Amendment  waa  simply  a  rhen  the  hon.  Member  for  Si — 
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(Mr.  Dillwyn)  moved  the  adjournment, 
he  must  confess  with  a  very  trivial  and 
ridiculous  object,  in  order  to  call  atten- 
tion to  Lord  Byron's  Indemnity  Bill. 
It  was  only  once  employed  by  the  Irish 
Members,  and  that  was  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had 
made  a  violent  attack  on  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber^for  Tipperary  (Mr.  Dillon),  in  conse- 
quence of  a  speech  he  made  at  Kildare, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  was 
obliged  to  employ  this  method  of  vindi- 
cating himself.  With  regard  to  the 
second  Session  of  that  year  and  the  first 
of  this  Parliament,  he  must  say  that 
hon.  Members  were  placed  in  a  peculiar 
position,  for  the  Prime  Minister  came 
down  one  day  in  June,  and  requested 
the  House  to  give  him  the  remainder  of 
its  time ;  and  from  June  till  the  7th  of 
September  every  single  day  was  de- 
voted to  the  measures  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  should  like  to 
have  your  dates ;  the  question  is  one  of 
fact  only. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
No  doubt  it  is,  and  the  Prime  Minister 
is  as  good  a  judge  of  fact  as  I  am. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  so. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  that  the  Government  had  mono- 
polized every  day  of  the  Session  from 
the  7th  of  June  to  the  end  of  the 
Session. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Do  you  mean  to 
say  that  we  appropriated  every  day  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  did  not  mean  to  include  Sun- 
days. His  allegation  was  that,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes,  from  the  7th  of 
June  to  the  end  of  the  Session,  the 
Government  monopolized  the  whole 
time  of  the  House,  and  that,  there- 
fore. Motions  for  Adjournment,  in  such 
circumstances,  were  not  only  permis- 
sible, but  were  actually  forced  upon 
hon.  Members.  What  happened  in  the 
second  Session  of  this  Parliament  ?  Un- 
doubtedly therQ  was  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  Motions  for  Adjournment  in 
that  Session,  for  they  amounted  to  19. 
It  must  be  remembered,  however,  that 
the  House  met  in  January,  and  did 
not  separate  until  the  27th  of  August. 
During  the  whole  of  that  period,  this 
frightful  abuse  of  the  Forms  of  the 
House,  BO  scandalous  and  so  unconstitu- 
tional,  as  described  by  Her  Majesty's 
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Government,    was  exercised    only    19 
times    in    eight    months.     How    many 
times  did  the  Irish  Members  move  the 
adjournment  ?    [Sir  Georob  Oahfbkll  : 
How  about  the  Fourth  Party  ?]     Well, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Fourth  Party 
moved  the  adjournment    exactly    four 
times  during  the   Session.     The    Irish 
Party  moved  the  adjournment  1 1  times 
out  of  the   19   times  the   Motion  was 
made.     But  what  was  the  state  of  Ire- 
land at  that  time  ?    Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vemment  were  then  engaged  in  alter- 
nately fomenting  disaffection  in  Ireland 
when  it  suited  their  own  purposes,  and 
in    suppressing   it   when     it    did    not 
Every  day  there  were  arrests  being  made, 
evictions  were  being  carried  out,  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  were  being  sent  to 
gaol,  and  murders  were  being  committed. 
In  such  a  lamentable  state  of  things,  the 
only  wonder  was  they  had  so  seldom 
exercised  their  privilege ;   and  he  was 
astonished  that,  instead  of  11  Motions 
for  Adjournment  being  made  by  the 
Irish  Members  during  a  long  Session, 
such  Motions  were  not  made  every  day. 
Moreover,  of  those  11    Motions,   more 
than  two-thirds  were  brought  about  by 
the  unsatisfactory  and  evasive  character 
of  the  answers  which  were  given  to  the 
Questions  put  by  Irish  Members  by  the 
then  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant.    Had  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
recollected  the  maxim,  that  "  a  soft  an- 
swer tumethaway  wrath,"  he  might  have 
prevented  most  of  those  Motions  for  Ad- 
journment.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  must  have  forgotten  it,  for  he, 
time  after  time,  deliberately  went  out  of 
his  way  to  provoke  the  wrath  of  the 
Irish    Members.     And,   again,   in  that 
Session    the   time  of  the    House  wai 
monopolized  by  the  Government.    The 
Prime  Minister  had  devised  his  beauti- 
ful Rules  of  Urgency,   which  remained 
in  force  up  to  the  end  of  April,  during 
the  discussions  on   the  Arms  Act,  ana 
from  that  date  to  the  end  of  the  Session, 
the  Government  appropriated  the  whole 
time  of  the  House,  the  result  being  that 
no  private  Member  had  an  opportunity 
of  calling  the  attention  of  the    House 
to  any  subject  whatever.     Was   it  a 
matter  of  surprise,  then,  that  the  power 
of  moving  the  adjournment  was  resorted 
to    in  exceptional  circumstances,  consi- 
dering the  provocation  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  daily  receiving  ?     He  hoped 
these  facts  would  dispel  the  aBsumption 
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ihat  the  power  of  moying  the  adjoum- 
tnent  had  been  abused.  In  the  first 
part  of  the  present  Session  the  Motion 
for  Adjournment  had  been  made  13 
kimes,  and  again  Government  monopo- 
lized the  time  of  the  House  from  the 
middle  of  April  to  the  end  of  August. 
From  the  time  when  the  Govemment 
introduced  their  Prevention  of  Crime 
Bill  to  the  end  of  the  Session,  the 
rights  of  private  Members  had  been  en- 
tirely set  aside,  and  no  private  Member 
sould  bring  any  matter  before  the  House 
except  by  leave  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. Of  the  1 3  Motions,  only  seven 
w^emade  by  the  Irish  Members,  who 
srere  held  up  to  reprobation  as  the 
cause  of  all  that  trouble ;  and  yet  during 
two  Sessions,  notwithstanding  the  very 
^reat  provocation  they  received,  they 
Bxeroised'  the  privilege  only  1 8  times. 
One  of  the  most  important  occasions  on 
which  the  Motion  for  the  Adjournment 
was  made  was  that  in  order  to  elicit 
Bome  light  on  the  transactions  arising 
out  of  the  "Kilmainham  Treaty."  Sup- 
posing this  Bule  were  in  force,  and 
bhey  had  parted  with  that  right,  would 
it  have  been  possible  to  have  brought  to 
light  that  most  disgraceful  transaction 
— a  transaction  so  obnoxious  that  its 
precise  terms  had  never  been  made 
know  down  to  this  day?  On  another 
3Cca8ion,  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion moved  the  adjournment  in  refer- 
Bnce  to  the  resignation  of  the  then  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford.  Everybody  knew 
that  that  most  extraordinary  occurrence 
was  looked  upon  as  an  indication  of  the 
complete  break-up  of  the  Liberal  Party. 
"*•  Oh,  oh  !  "  and  laughter,']  Hon.  Mem- 
bers appeared  to  have  lost  either  their 
minds  or  their  recollections.  Why,  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bipon  (Mr. 
Gk)8chen)  had  got  up,  and  had  denounced 
the  circumstances  that  had  led  to  the 
resignation  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford.  What  subject  could  have 
been  more  important  to  the  country 
than  that  ?  But,  under  this  Bule,  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  could  not  have 
brought  that  matter  under  the  Notice  of 
the  House  without  the  leave  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  On  the  whole,  in  this 
Parliament,  which  had  sat  more  days 
uid  hours  so  far  than  any  other  Parlia- 
ment, there  had  been  only  38  Motions 
for  Adjournment,  and  for  the  majority 
of  those  the  greatest  excuses  could  be 


alleged,  for  several  of  them  might  have 
been  avoided  if  Government  had  been 
more  courteous  in  their  replies.  He 
ventured  to  say  that,  if  another  Gt)vem- 
ment,  more  happy  and  more  fortunate 
in  public  affairs,  oame  into  power,  even 
the  very  small  abuse  of  this  power  of 
moving  the  adjournment  which  could 
be  pointed  to  would  disappear.  But 
what  had  been  the  conduct  of  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Members  opposite  when  they 
were  out  of  Office  ?  Going  back  to  the 
last  Parliament — that  elected  in  1874 — 
he  found  that  these  Motions  were  nearly 
as  common  as  they  had  been  during  the 
present  Parliament;  but  not  a  word 
was  then  said  by  the  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  now  sitting  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  who  were  then  in  Opposition,  as 
to  this  frightful  abuse  of  the  Forms  of 
the  House,  which  they  declared  required 
instant  and  extraordinary  remedy.  In 
the  first  Session  of  the  Parliament  of 
1874,  the  Motion  was  made  four  times; 
and  on  one  occasion,  most  extraordinary 
to  say,  it  was  made  by  the  present 
Prime  Minister,  and  why — because  Mr. 
Disraeli  made  a  statement  on  Public 
Business.  On  the  21st  of  July,  1874— 
a  time  when  the  Liberal  Party  were 
very  active — the  hon.  Baronet  the  pre- 
sent Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
moved  the  adjournment,  because  of  a 
statement  made  on  behalf  of  the  then 
Government  in  relation  to  the  Fiji 
Islands.  He  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
did  think  that  was  an  abuse  of  the 
Forms  of  the  House.  In  the  second 
Session  of  that  Parliament,  the  Motion 
was  made  eight  times,  nearly  always  by 
Liberals.  In  the  first  place,  it  was 
made  by  Mr.  Lowe,  who  brought  for- 
ward the  case  of  Dr.  Kenealy.  On  the 
19th  of  July,  1875,  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  made  the  Mo- 
tion, in  order  to  bring  before  the  House 
the  state  and  progress  of  Public  Busi- 
ness; and  on  another  occasion  it  was 
moved  by  an  Irish  Member,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry) — the  only  time  Irish  Members 
made  it  during  the  Session.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  had  said  just 
now  that  Motions  for  the  Adjournment 
were  made  only  by  **  pushing  patriots," 
and,  assuming  all  the  airs  of  a  burly 
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Democrat,  something  like  Mr.  Wilkes, 
lie  added,  ^'who  possessed  a  suit  of 
evening  clothes."  \Yas  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  a 
pushing  patriot  who  possessed  a  suit  of 
evening  clothes  ?  Was  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister? In  the  third  Session  of  that 
Parliament  the  adjournment  was  moved 
only  nine  times  —  on  one  occasion  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford,  and  on  two  occasions  by 
the  present  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Fawcett).  In  the  fourth  Session  it  was 
only  moved  seven  times ;  and  here  he 
found  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Border  Burghs  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford  asserting 
themselves  of  their  privilege.  And  it 
should  be  remembered  that  in  these  Ses- 
sions of  the  late  Parliament  there  was 
no  monopolizing  of  time  by  the  Govern- 
ment, who  plodded  along  as  best  they 
could.  And  the  late  Government  had 
carefully  cultivated  the  art  of  polite 
answers  to  Questions,  and  did  not  pro- 
duce the  scenes  with  which  the  House 
had  for  some  time  past  been  familiar. 
In  the  fifth  Session  the  adjournment 
was  moved  nine  times,  once  by  the  Post- 
master General,  and  another  tim  e  by 
that  pushing  patriot,  the  noble  Marquess. 
In  the  sixth  Session  it  was  moved  alto- 
gether 1 4  times,  once  by  the  Postmaster 
General,  and  on  two  other  occasions, 
once  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  once  by 
another  pushing  patriot,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  ^Mr.  Chamberlain),  who,  as 
they  knew,  originated  those  unfortunate 
scenes  of  Obstruction  which  had  led  to 
these  Besolutions.  In  that  Session,  on 
the  5th  of  March  and  on  the  11th  of 
March,  the  adjournment  was  moved  by 
two  right  hon.  Liberal  Members,  one 
of  whom  was  the  ex-Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.-  John 
Bright),  and  the  other  the  Vice-Pre- 
sident of  the  Committee  of  Coun- 
cil for  Education  (Mr.  Mundella).  So 
that  in  less  than  a  week,  these  two 
pushing  patriots  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  on  very  futile  and 
frivolous  subjects.  The  result  of  all 
these  figures  went  to  show  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  made  out  a  case  for 
this  Besoltttion ;  and,  so  far  from  the 
assumption  on  which  they  based  their 
case,  that  there  had  been  an  abuse  of 
this  privilege,  being  true,  he  maintained 
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that  there  had  been  no  abuse.  It  was 
quite  true  that,  on  more  than  one  occa- 
sion, hon.  Members  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment when,  the  general  "  sense  of  the 
House"  was  against  them ;  but  there  was 
no  such  case  of  abuse  as  would  warrant 
the  House  in  passing  this  Besolution. 
The  House  haa  parted  with  its  power 
of  initiating  a  debate  on  presenting 
Petitions,  and  of  continuing  debates  at 
g^eat  length  ;  and  now  they  were  asked 
to  part  with  this  one  power  which,  far 
beyond  every  other,  kept  a  check,  not 
only  upon  the  Government  generally, 
but  upon  individual  Ministers,  and  pre- 
vented them  from  trampling  upon  pri- 
vate Members  who  really  had  cases  to 
bring  before  the  House.  In  the  Parlia- 
ment of  1859 — Lord  Palmerston's  last 
Parliament — the  privilege  was  compa- 
ratively frequently  exercised.  In  the 
first  Session  the  adjournment  was  moved 
three  times — on  one  occasion  by  that 
eminent  Member  of  the  House,  Sir 
George  Grey ;  in  the  second  twice,  one  of 
which  was  by  Mr.  Kinglake  when  he 
brought  forward  the  question  of  the 
cession  of  Savoy  and  Nice ;  in  the  third, 
only  once;  and  in  the  fourth,  onlj 
twice.  In  the  fifth  Session  it  was  moved 
nine  times,  once  by  x>ne  of  the  most  re- 
spected Members  of  the  House — the 
senior  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Colonel 
North)  —  and  another  time  by  Mr. 
Ayrton.  It  was  moved  three  times  in 
the  sixth  Session ;  on  one  occasion  Ijy 
Mr.  Hennessy,  when  it  led  to  the  resig- 
nation of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld),  in  consequence 
of  his  relations  with  Mazzini.  In  the 
seventh  Session  it  was  moved  three 
times,  and  during  the  whole  of  that 
Parliament  23  times.  That  was  no 
such  great  disproportion,  considering 
what  Parliament  was  then,  before  the 
lato  Eeform  Bill,  and  what  it  was  now. 
But  there  was  one  conclusive  argument 
against  giving  Government  the  power 
which  this  Resolution  would  confer,  and 
that  was  that  they  had  carried  the  Ist 
Eesolution.  He  could  not  conceive  a 
more  legitimate  use  of  the  cldture—yi 
there  were  any  legitimate  use  of  it— 
than  for  the  Speaker  to  put  it  in  force 
when  a  Member  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment against  the  wish  of  the  whole 
House,  when  he  had  concluded  his 
speech  and  the  Minister  had  repUed. 
But  by  adopting  the  eldture,  the  Govern- 
ment had  put  themselvoB  out  of  Court 
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His  Amendment  did  not  meet  the  Gh)- 
▼emment's  proposal  with  a  direct  nega« 
tive,  though  it  had  very  high  authority 
in  its  favour.  He  wished  it  was  in  his 
power  to  mention  that  authority ;  but  he 
might  say  it  was  one  to  which  the  House 
was  accustomed  to  pay  very  great  atten- 
tion. The  effect  of  the  Amendment  was 
that  no  adjournment  could  be  moved 
until  all  the  Questions  on  the  Paper  had 
been  put  and  answered.  The  object  of 
that  was  very  clear.  Hon. Gentlemen  often 
xnoved  the  adjournment  in  a  moment 
of  bad  temper  or  excitement,  resulting 
from  what  they  might  consider  to  be  the 
unsatisfactory  nature  of  the  replies  they 
might  have  received ;  and  if  they  had 
time  to  reflect  on  those  answers,  and  to 
consult  their  friends,  they  might  feel 
disposed  not  to  persevere  with  their  ori- 
g^al  intention.  He  also  proposed  that, 
should  the  adjournment  be  negatived,  it 
should  not  be  competent  for  anyone  to 
move  the  adjournment  again  until  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  had  been  entered  on. 
He  doubted  whether  it  was  in  the  power 
of  any  Member  of  the  House  to  over- 
value that  privilege,  and  he  hoped  the 
Opposition  would  not  part  with  it,  with- 
out putting  on  record  one  of  the  most 
obstinate  stands  that  could  be  made 
against  the  tyranny  of  a  Ministry.  Ho 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

After  the  word  ^'made,*'  to  insert  the  words 
**  nntQ  all  the  Questions  on  the  Notice  Paper 
have  been  disposed  of ;  and,  if  such  Motion  be 
decided  in  the  ne^tire,  no  other  such  Motion 
■hall  be  made  until  the  Onlers  of  the  Day  have 
bean  entered  upon." — {Lord  Randolph  Churchill.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  they 
were  sometimes  told  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  that  Party  considerations 
and  Party  topics  ought  not  to  be  intro- 
duced into  these  discussions.  He  did 
not  remember  to  have  recently  heard 
anyone  on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side  in- 
troduce Party  topics ;  and  he  was  further 
bound  to  say  that  the  great  majority  of 
hon.  Members  on  the  side  opposite  had 
abstained  from  doing  so.  But  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
had,  with  the  most  perverse  ingenuity, 
•and  without  the  smallest  necessity  or 
pretext,  introduced,  only  on  hearsay, 
into  his  speech  two  of  the  most  ofifensive 


and  personal  charges  he  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
had  ever  known  made  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  In  the  first  place,  the  noble 
Lord,  who  was  not  in  the  House  in  May 
last,  spoke  of  what  he  chose  to  call  the 
^'Kilmainham  Treaty''  as  a  most  dis- 
graceful transaction.  There  was  no  Kil- 
mainham  Treaty.  [Mr.  J.  R.  Yorze: 
Oh,  oh !]  He  challenged  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Gloucestershire,  who  scoffed 
at  him  for  that  assertion,  which  he  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  seriously  made,  to  move  for 
a  Committee  of  Inquiry  into  the  matter. 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  grant  me  a  day,  I 
will  do  so. 

Mb.  GIADSTONE  :  I  will  agree  to 
that  inquiry  without  granting  any  day. 
As  I  have  answered  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's question,  he  has  evaded  answer- 
ing mine.  [**  No,  no  ! "]  Most  cer- 
tainly I  understand  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  he  will  move  for  an  inquiry,  if 
I  grant  him  a  day.  I  say,  I  will  ag^ee 
to  the  inquiry  without  granting  any  day. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  flinches  from  an- 
swering me. 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE :  I  will  move  for 
it  as  an  unopposed  Return.  I  will  move 
for  a  Committee  of  this  House. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
not  oppose  it.  Let  the  hon.  Member 
make  a  Motion,  and  pledge  himself  by 
that  Motion  to  prove  the  existence  of  that 
Treaty.  He  would  repeat  there  was  no 
such  Treaty ;  and  he  said  further,  that 
those  who  made  these  allegations  with- 
out proof,  instead  of  fastening  disgrace- 
ful transactions  upon  their  opponents, 
brought  the  disgrace  upon  themselves. 
He  was  sorry  to  have  been  obliged  to 
deviate  from  the  path  of  legitimate  dis- 
cussion, for  the  purpose  of  noticing  an 
imputation  to  which  he  would  attach  no 
epithets,  though  it  deserved  them — 
except  to  say  that  it  was  one  which  the 
noble  Lord  himself  would  feel  that  it 
was  absolutely  impossible  to  pass  by 
without  a  word.  Then  the  noble  Lord 
went  on  to  attack  his  (Mr.  Gladstone's) 
right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster), 
and  said  that  he  had,  time  after  time, 
deliberately  gone  out  of  his  way  to  pro- 
voke the  Irish  Members  by  his  answers. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Hear,  hear! 

Mr.  BIGGAR  :  It  is  perfectly  true. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  That  was  not  an 
unnatural  thing  for  the  hon.  Member 
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for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  to  say,  and  he 
did  not  find  fault  with  it ;  but  he  must 
say  that,  to  bring  a  personal  charge  of 
that  kind  against  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
without  Notice  and  in  his  absence,  was 
a  course  totally  unworthy  of  any  Mem- 
ber of  that  House. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHn.L : 
I  have  brought  it  often  before  now. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  as  he 
knew  something  of  the  answers  given 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  he  would  at 
once  say  that  he  was  of  opinion,  though 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  the  misfortune 
to  differ  on  many  and  most  serious 
points,  which  could  not  be  mitigated, 
from  the  Irish  Members,  or  what  the 
noble  Lord  chose  to  call  the  hond  fid$ 
Irish  Members,  he  was  careful,  in  a 
degree  beyond  almost  any  Minister  he 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  had  ever  known,  to 
supply  full  and  detailed  information  in 
his  answers.  In  fact,  the  spirit  and 
character  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  formed 
a  sufScient  answer  to  the  imputations  of 
the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  purpose  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  in  view.  He 
would  now  pass  from  that  very  offensive 
part  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech  and  come 
to  the  arguments  of  the  noble  Lord,  as 
to  which  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  must  say 
the  noble  Lord,  upon  that  occasion,  had 
had  his  usual  infelicity  in  many  state- 
ments of  fact  that  he  had  made.  The 
noble  Lord  had  obligingly  referred  to 
an  occasion  on  which  he  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
had  been  guilty  of  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  but  had  not  the  good 
taste  or  courtesy  to  refer  to  the  reason 
for  which  it  was  made.  He  said  it  was 
after  a  statement  regarding  the  Business 
of  the  House.  Yes  ;  but  he  omitted  to 
state  that  that  was  a  most  important 
occasion,  when  it  was  necessary  to  make 
a  declaration  of  a  most  important  change 
of  policy  of  the  Government  of  the  day 
in  regard  to  a  Bill  which  had  been  long 
and  hotly  contested,  and  which  abso- 
lutely required  Notice  from  the  House. 

LoKD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Like  Arabi's  trial. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  was  a  sub- 
ject which  required  Notice,  and  in  re- 
gard to  which  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say 
that,  if  there  had  been  a  Rule  in  opera- 
tion requiring  it,  not  20  or  40  Members, 
but  100,  had  it  been  requisite,  would 
have  risen  in  their  places  to  sanction  the 
Motion.  The  noble  Lord  ought  to  have  had 
the  common  candour  to  have  made  that 
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explanation,  and  to  have  noticed  that  it 
was  the  occasioD,  and  the  only  oocasioii, 
on  which  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  moved 
the  adjournment  before    Business  had 
begun.  But  if  that  was  the  noble  Lord'a 
way  of  conducting  Business,  some  day 
he  would    probably  be  sorry  for  the 
example  he  had  set ;  but  he  would  pass 
on  from  that,  only  remarking  further 
that  1 8  Members  showed  the  importance 
they  attached  to  the  occasion  by  taking 
part  in  the  debate  which  ensued.    Then 
the  noble  Lord  made  a  complaint  that  in 
1 880,  practically  and  to  all  intents  and 
purposes,  every  day  from  the  end  of 
June  or  beginning  of  July,  was  mono- 
polized by  the  Government.     Now,  he 
found  that  what  happened  in  1880  was 
this  —  on  Fridays  Motions  by  private 
Members    were     brought    forwurd   on 
Supply  on  every  day  when  it  was  put 
down  up  to  the  20th  of  August.    So 
much  for  the  noble  Lord's  allegation 
about  the  end  of  June  or  the  beginning 
of  July;  but  in  that  year  it  was  not 
until  the  14th  of  July  tiiat  priority  was 
taken  on  Wednesdays;  on  the  20th of 
July  that  priority  was  taken  on  Tues- 
days ;  and  yet,  with  those  limits  of  the 
14th  of  July,  the  20th  of  July,  and  the 
subsequent  20th  of  August,  the  noble 
Lord  said  that  the  Government  took, 
practically,  every  day  from  the  end  of 
June  or  the    beginning  of  July.    So 
much  for  the  accuracy  of  the  noble  Lord 
when  he  ventured  to  instruct  them  on 
matters  of  fact,  a  proceeding  on  which 
he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  before  tendered 
him   some  friendly  admonitions.    Per- 
haps it  would  be  rash  of  him  to  suppose 
that  the  noble  Lord's  other  figures  were 
right ;  but,  supposing  they  were,  they 
seemed  in   a  great  measure    to  prove 
their  case.     This  practice  of  moving  the 
adjournment  of  the  House    before  the 
commencement  of  Public  Business  was 
one  which,  20  or  25  years  ag^,  was  ab- 
solutely unknown  to  the  House ;  and  he 
thought  he  was  quite  correct  in  saying 
that,  until  about  10  years  ago,  it  had 
not  become  a  serious  fact  for  the  con- 
templation of  the  House.     He  was  him- 
self responsible  for  the  conduct  of  the 
Business  of  the   House  between  1868 
and    1874,  and  he  certainly  could  not 
recollect  that,  in  any  period  during  the 
existence  of  that  Parliament,  that  matter 
of  preliminary  Motions  for  the  Adjourn* 
ment  became  a  burning  serious  question 
for  consideration.     He  did  not  recoUect 
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any  occasion  on  which  it  was  made  use 
of.  The  noble  Lord  gave  four  times  in 
1874,  and  then  he  proceeded  to  give 
eight,  seven,  and  nine  times. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUROHILL  : 
I  said  in  1874  the  number  was  the  top 
one. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
point  out,  as  a  fact,  that  last  Parlia- 
ment, unless  he  was  very  much  mis- 
taken, was  the  first  in  which  it  had 
become  a  serious  evil ;  and  it  was  quite 
evident  that  in  the  present  Parliament 
it  had  become  a  very  serious  evil  indeed. 
The  adjournment  was  moved  19  times 
in  1881,  and  13  times  in  1882.  He  said 
nothing  about  Irish  Members  in  the 
matter  —  he  looked  at  it  apart  from 
either  England,  Ireland,  or  Scotland — 
but  one  of  these  Motions  represented  a 
serious  invasion  of  the  time  of  the 
House.  Moreover,  he  believed  it  would 
be  found  that,  out  of  those  Motions,  at 
the  very  least  five-sixths,  and  probably 
more,  were  on  evenings  of  Government 
Business ;  and  their  consequence  was  to 
take  away  from  one- third  to  one- half, 
and  sometimes  even  the  entire  evening. 
The  noble  Lord  said  that  though  it  had 
been  slightly  abused  it  was  a  valuable 
privilege.  His  answer  to  that  was  that 
the  occasions  were  very  rare  on  which  it 
was  a  valuable  privilege ;  and  he  confi- 
dently said  that  not  I  in  10,  and  he 
thought  not  1  in  20,  of  the  occasions  on 
which  those  adjournments  had  been 
moved  were  occasions  on  which  the 
"  general  sense  of  the  House  "  would 
ratify  the  arrangement.  But  they  were 
not  going  to  propose  the  extinction  of 
the  privilege,  but  only  its  stringent  and 
effective  limitation.  The  noble  Lord 
proposed  that  they  should  only  be  moved 
once ;  but  the  phraseology  which  he 
used  was  rather  singular.  He  proposed 
that  if  the  Motion  should  be  decided  in 
the  negative  it  should  not  be  competent 
to  make  the  Motion  again ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  need  hardly  point  out  that 
if  it  was  decided  in  the  affirmative  it 
was  totally  unnecessary  to  make  any 
proviaion,  because  the  House  itself 
would  have  disappeared.  The  noble 
Lord  further  proposed  that  no  second 
Motion  of  Adjournment  should  be  made 
until  the  Orders  of  the  Day  had  been 
entered  upon.  It  was  not  under  double 
Motions  of  Adjournment  the  same  even- 
ing that  the  House  had  suffered.  They 
bad  been  exceedingly  rare. 


Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUROHILL  i 
Take  to-day. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  He  knew  it.  He 
had  not  forgotten  it.  The  occasion  was 
entitled  to  commemoration  in  the  annals 
of  the  country.  The  noble  Lord's  Amend- 
ment cut  off  a  secondary  inconvenience, 
and  the  possibility  of  what  he  might 
call  the  extravagances  of  the  abuse.  The 
noble  Lord  proposed  to  continue  the 
body  of  the  abuse.  He  thought  it  good  ; 
whereas  the  contention  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  that,  in  the  main,  the  power 
was  not  good.  No  doubt,  he  did  not 
admit  it  to  be  an  abuse ;  but  the  Go- 
vernment regarded  it  as  the  one  thing 
which,  with  the  smallest  justification, 
had  cruelly  invaded  the  Business  of  the 
House,  curtailed  its  time,  disturbed  its 
Order,  and  dissapointed  Members  as  to 
the  Business  which  was  to  come  on ; 
and  it  was,  in  fact,  an  abuse  that  loudly 
called  for  correction.  The  noble  Lord 
thought  the  general  practice  good,  and 
the  rare  exception  bad.  The  Govern- 
ment, on  the  other  hand,  thought  the 
general  practice  bad,  and  the  rare  ex- 
ception good.  They  were  prepared  to 
give  space  for  the  rare  exception,  and  to 
ask  the  House  to  cut  up  the  general 
principle  by  the  roots.  That  was' the 
general  principle  on  which  they  were 
quite  willing  that  provision  should  be 
made  for  rare  exceptions  in  which  the 
practice  might  be  necessary.  He  hoped 
the  House  would  reject  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  Sir,  there  is  one  thing 
very  appcurent  in  the  speech  just  de- 
livered by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  that  is,  that  the 
Government  had  not,  until  they  had 
the  statistics  given  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill),  themselves  examined 
the  figures  bearing  on  this  question. 
Certainly,  it  is  very  surprising  to  find  a 
very  grave  and  serious  change,  that  may 
be  a  necessary  one,  proposed  without  a 
single  figure,  or  a  vestige  of  a  statement 
relating  to  figures,  being  submitted  to 
the  House  by  the  Gt)vernment.  The 
House  had  a  right  to  expect — I  do  not 
say  from  the  Prime  Minister,  as  he  has 
so  many  important  political  matters  to 
which  to  give  his  attention,  but  cer- 
tainly from  one  of  the  subordinate  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government,  who  has  more 
leisure  than  the  Prime  Minister  to  look 
into  details — some   statement  showing 
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on  how  many  occasions  the  adjourn- 
ment has  been  moved.  It  has  been 
given  by  the  noble  Lord ;  but,  then,  we 
should  have  had  more  full  and  complete 
details.  The  figures  should  have  been 
produced  to  show  how  many  of  these 
adjournments  have  developed  into  de- 
bate; how  often  they  have  lasted  for 
hours;  and  how  often  for  only  two  minutes 
and  a-half,  the  time  that  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire (Mr.  Newdegate)  lasted  to-night. 
The  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  lasted  only  two 
minutes  and  a-half,  and  the  Motion  of 
my  noble  Friend  lasted  well  under  the 
hour;  and  if  we  went  into  details  we 
should  find  that  the  figures  that  have 
been  given  are  susceptible  of  great  re- 
duction. The  Prime  Minister  used  the 
term  **  invasion  of  the  time  of  the 
House;"  but  we  have  no  figures  to 
indicate  how  often  on  these  occasions 
there  has  been  a  real  invasion  on 
the  time  of  the  House.  Then,  again, 
on  how  many  occasions  was  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  Government  interfered  with ; 
and  how  often  was  the  adjournment 
moved  on  Government  nights,  as  dis- 
tinguished from  those  nights  when 
the* business  of  private  Members  was 
before  the  House.  The  Prime  Minister 
seemed  not  to  have  clearly  present  to  his 
mind  the  fact  that  he  had  himself  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  House.  He 
said,  however,  that  he  had  only  done  so 
once.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  Circumstances 
required  it.]  Quite  so ;  and  that  fact 
was  important.  Of  course,  the  Prime 
Minister,  who  is  a  man  of  great  Parlia- 
mentary position,  would  not  have  taken 
that  step  and  appealed  to  the  majority 
of  the  House  unless  he  did  think  it  was 
necessary.  That  goes,  of  course,  with- 
out saying  ;  but  the  proof  that  the  Prime 
Minister  gives  that  his  judgment  was 
sound  was  shown  by  the  fact  that  17 
speakers  in  different  parts  of  the  House 
followed  him.  But  there  is  no  provision, 
under  the  Eule,  that  if  40  Members 
wished  to  follow  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position, he  should  be  excluded  from  it. 
The  Prime  Minister,  at  the  close  of  his 
speech,  said  that  the  Government  were 
anxious  for  the  extinction  of  this — I  do 
not  call  it  right  or  privilege — but  exist- 
ing power.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  thought  a  rare  exception  some- 
times to  be  attended  with  good.  I  do 
not  discuss  the  point  in  detail ;  but  I  re- 
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peat  that,  in  the  Bole  as  it  stands,  the 
rare  exception,  as  well  as  the  wide  abnse, 
is  absolutely  shut  out  from  the  smallest 
chance.  He  says  he  will  not  accept  the 
Amendment  of  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Woodstock ;  but  I  would 
suggest  that,  consistent  with  his  entire 
argument,  and  consistent  with  the  draft- 
ing of  the  Rule,  it  must  fall  in  with  the 
views  of  the  Government  to  take  out  all 
the  words  down  to  "and"  in  the  2nd  line, 
so  as  to  put  at  the  end,  instead  of  at  the 
beginning,  what  ought  to  be  the  general 
condition,  instead  of  its  being  dragged 
in  as  an  after-thought.  It  may  be  a 
matter  of  some  importance,  particularly 
as  I  hope  there  may  be  something  to  say 
on  the  part  of  the  Government.  It  wiU 
be  found,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  look  at  it,  and  those,  also,  who  have 
considered  the  construction  of  the  Bule 
will  look  at  it,  it  will  be  found  that  to 
put  first  the  general  condition,  that  no 
such  Motion  shall  be  made  until  all  the 
Questions  on  the  Notice  Paper  have  been 
disposed  of,  will  simplify  the  matter 
enormously  when  it  comes  to  acceptiDg 
what  are  really  Amendments,  though 
the  Government  may  describe  them  as 
modifying  somewhat  their  primary  ideas. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  fall  in  with 
the  view  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said,  that  he  would 
furnish  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Gibson)  with  some 
of  the  information  for  which  he  asked. 
Out  of  14  times  in  which  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment  was  made  in  the  Session 
of  1882,  only  three  times  was  the 
Motion  made  on  private  Members' 
nights.  All  the  other  Motions  inter- 
fered so  far  with  Government  Business. 
One  occupied  six  or  eight  pages  of 
Hamardy  another  four,  and  another  28. 
So  far  as  he  had  examined  Hansard, 
there  had  been  40  of  these  Motions  in 
the  last  three  Sessions — 22  by  Irish 
Members  and  12  by  Conservatiyes,  of 
which  six  were  by  the  followers  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  fiandolph  Churchill)  — 
namely,  one  by  the  noble  Lord  him- 
self, two  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff), 
two  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  and  one  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour).  There  were  six  occasiocs  on 
which  it  was  moved  by  Liberal  Mem- 
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bers.  Two  MotionB  by  Irish  Members 
occupied  each  a  whole  Sitting  of  the 
House  that  Session.  He  did  not  wish 
to  minimize  the  opportunity  which  hon. 
Members  representing  Ireland  should 
have  of  ventilating  their  grievances,  or 
those  of  their  constituents;  but  he 
questioned  whether  the  debates  on  these 
Motions  had  tended  very  much  to  the 
settlement  of  the  questions  raised,  and 
he  would  further  ask  whether  Irish 
Members,  upon  questions  of  the  sort 
they  raised,  had  not  ample  opportunity 
of  obtaining  information  by  means  of 
Questions  addressed  to  Ministers? 
["  No,  no!"]  Out  of  45  Questions  on 
the  Paper  that  evening,  20  related  to 
Ireland ;  they  were  mostly  of  a  personal 
character,  and  had  been  adequately 
answered.  Of  the  two  occasions  on 
which  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  and  his  followers  had  raised 
debates  on  Motions  for  Adjournment, 
one  was  on  the  1 6th  of  May,  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  raised  a  debate  which  lasted  a 
whole  Tuesday  afternoon  on  what  he 
described  as  the  Kilmainham  Treaty; 
and  in  that  discussion  he  applied  the 
term  **  infamy  "  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Government,  and  showed  thereby  that 
he  alone,  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell),  thought 
such  an  epithet  a  legitimate  one  in  Par- 
liamentary debate.     [**  Order !  "] 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
if  the  hon.  Member  was  in  Order  in  re- 
ferring to  debates  of  the  House  in  the 
present  Session  ? 

Mb.  speaker  ruled  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  in  Order. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  said,  he  was  en- 
deavouring to  supply  the  information 
that  seemed  to  be  wanted  by  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench.  The  other  occasion 
on  which  a  Motion  for  Adjournment 
occupied  a  great  deal  of  time  was  at 
the  end  of  July,  when  it  was  moved 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff)  on  the  subject  of  Egypt,  who 
had  every  opportunity,  just  as  Irish 
Members  had,  of  obtaining  adequate 
information  by  putting  Questions  to 
Ministers,  in  which  respect  he  (Mr.  Bu- 
chanan) admired  the  assiduity  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  for  he  had  a  Question 
on  Egypt  every  day  on  the  Paper,  and 
he  generally  asked  three  or  four  verbal 
Questions  in  addition. 

yOL.  CCLXXIY.    [thibd  sebies.] 


Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that,  in 
his  opinion,  the  House  was  to  be  con- 
gratulated that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Buchanan)  had  con- 
fined himself  to  the  present  Session,  for 
if  he  had  gone  over  other  Sessions  at 
equal  length  the  whole  night  would 
have  been  taken  up.  He  was  not  quite 
sure  that  the  Government  had  gained 
much  by  what  the  hon.  Member  had 
said ;  for  he  admitted  that  only  on  four 
occasions  had  any  material  part  of  a 
day  been  taken  up  by  those  Motions  for 
Adjournment.  On  two  of  those  occa- 
sions the  subjects  were  Irish  ;  and,  con- 
sidering the  engrossing  character  of 
Irish  questions  during  the  Session,  two 
nights  were  not  an  extravagant  length 
of  time  to  have  been  taken  up  with  those 
Motions.  On  two  other  occasions,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  had 
said,  the  adjournment  had  been  moved  by 
Gentlemen  whom  he  absurdly  described 
as  followers  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock.  But  what  were 
those  occasions?  The  first  was  when 
the  adjournment  was  moved  by  himself. 
He  did  not  wish  to  refer  to  the  Kil- 
mainham Treaty,  as  he  believed  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Gloucester- 
shire (Mr.  J.  E.  Yorke)  had  been  given 
a  day  for  bringing  on  a  discussion 
on  that  subject.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  I 
consented  to  the  inquiry,  but  not 
to  give  a  day.]  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  mean  to  give  a 
day.  [Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.]  Then 
the  offer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  assuredly  the  vainest  offer  that 
had  ever  been  made  ;  because  it  would 
be  impossible  for  any  private  Member 
to  bring  forward  any  Motion  on  the 
subject  during  the  present  Session. 
What  was  the  value  of  the  challenge  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  unless  he  in- 
tended to  offer  facilities  for  its  accept- 
ance ?  On  the  second  occasion  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  had 
referred,  the  adjournment  was  moved 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff), 
and  the  subject  was  the  bombardment 
of  Alexandria.  He  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
could  hardly  conceive  of  two  more 
proper  occasions  for  making  such  a  Mo- 
tion ;  and  he  thought  they  furnished  the 
best  argument  for  refusing  to  accept  the 
proposed  alteration,  more  particularly 
the  former,  when  taken  in  connection 
with  the  language  which  had  been  used 
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refused  to  accept  the  precise  words,  he 

was  Dot  indisposed  to  adopt  ia  princij)le 

the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 

Wolverhampton   (Mr.  H.  H.   Fowler). 

The  Government  were  willing  to  accept 

the  first  words  of  the  Amendment  of  the 

noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock) 

(Lord  Randolph  Churchill) — 

<<  That  no  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the 
Hoase  shall  be  made  until  all  the  Questions  on 
the  Notice  Paper  have  been  disposed  of ;  " 

and  having  announced  their  willingness 
to  accept  that  part  of  the  Amendment, 
would  it  not  meet  the  views  of  the  House 
generally,  and  save  a  great  deal  of  time, 
if  they  were  to  dispose  of  that  part  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
then  proceed  to  consider  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  n.  H.  Fowler),  which,  in  principle, 
the  Government  had  already  announced 
their  intention  of  accepting  ?  The  de- 
bate hitherto  seemed  to  have  proceeded 
on  the  assumption  that  the  power  of 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
was  to  be  done  away  with  altogether, 
or,  at  all  events,  that  it  was  only  to  be 
exercised  at  the  will  of  the  majority. 
That  was  not  so,  and  the  Government 
had,  a  long  time  ago,  announced  their 
intention  of  accepting  an  Amendment 
which  appeared  to  him  to  concede  all 
that  was  desired  by  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite. 

VisoouNT  SANDON  said,  the  difficulty 
in  which  the  House  was  placed  was  that 
they  were  unable  to  induce  the  Govern- 
ment really  to  tell  them  what  they  meant 
to  do  in  regard  to  the  Resolution.  The 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington)  had  repeated  again  that  the 
Government  did  not  intend  to  hold  by 
their  original  plan,  and  adhere  to  their 
original  proposal  for  preventing  Motions 
being  made  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House.  It  was  manifest  that  the  first 
intention  of  the  Government,  in  sub- 
mitting the  Resolution  now  upon  the 
Paper,  was  to  provide  that  no  Motion  for 
the  Adjournment  of  the  House  should 
be  carried  without  the  assent  of  the 
majority.     That  appeared  to  him  to  be 

E roved  to  demonstration.  All  the  House 
ad  since  obtained  from  the  Government 
was  a  statement  that  they  would  be  pre- 
pared to  assent,  somewhat  in  principle, 
although  not  in  words,  to  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler).  Then,  why  should 
liot  the  QoYemment  be  frank  with  the 
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House  on  this  occasion,  and  tell  them 
what  they  meant  to  do — seeing  the  ex- 
treme anxiety  manifested  by  the  House 
upon  the  matter  ?  He  would  remind  the 
House  of  a  difficulty  which  occurred 
upon  this  very  subject  in  the  year  1881 
— at  the  time  of  the  disastrous  negotia- 
tions about  the  French  Treaty,  and  when 
the  Chambers  of  Commerce  and  the 
commercial  community  of  this  country, 
with  which  he  (Viscount  Sandon)  was 
closely  connected,  manifested — and,  as 
events  subsequently  proved,  justly — a 
great  anxiety  to  know  what  the  effcst  of 
the  negotiations  would  be.  At  that  time. 
Returns  of  various  kinds  were  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House.  Tho  Prime 
Minister  would  probably  recollect  the 
case,  which  was  one  of  great  interest. 
The  Returns  had  relation  to  Foreign 
Tariffs,  and  he  (Viscount  Sandon)  sug- 
gested, at  the  time,  that  they  should  be 
placed  upon  the  Table  in  English.  But, 
instead  of  being  presentedjin  English, 
they  were  persistently  placed  upon  the 
Table  in  the  French  language.  It  was 
in  vain  that  he  tried  by  the  ordinary 
means,  putting  Questions  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  by  adopting  other  courses,' to 
persuade  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  give 
these  Returns,  which  the  commercial 
community  demanded,  and  were  largely 
interested  in,  in  English  At  last  he 
was  compelled  to  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  considered  the 
matter  of  so  much  importance  that  he 
answered  the  Motion  himself,  and  replied 
in  these  words — 

"  I  make  no  complaint  of  the  noble  Viscoimfc 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House,  because 
I  think  that,  under  the  circumstances  in  which 
he  stands,  he  having  no  other  means  of  bringing 
forward  the  matter  in  any  other  way  is  per- 
fectly right  in  taking'that  course." 

Now  he  (Viscount  Sandon)  ventured  to 
say  that  that  was  a  case  in  point.  A 
Member  of  the  House,  who  had  been 
connected  with  a  former  Government, 
asked  that  certain  Returns,  which  were 
of  great  importance  to  the  English  com- 
mercial community  which  he  repre- 
sented, should  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
in  the  English  language.  This  reason- 
able request  was  refused.  He  tried  by 
Question  and  Motion,and  so  on,  to  get 
these  Returns  in  English,  and  he  was 
persistently  thwarted  by  the  Minister  of 
the  day  blocking  his  Motion,  so  that  it 
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could  not  be  brought  on  after  half-past 
12  o'clock.  The  only  means  left  him  of 
bringing  the  matter  before  the  House 
was  by  moving  the  adjournment  of  the 
House,  and  he  had  read  the  words  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  he  was  perfectly 
justified  in  taking  that  course,  because 
he  had  no  other  means  of  obtaining  his 
object.  Ho  thought  that  was  a  very 
good  case  in  point.  He  was  sorry  that 
it  was  one  in  which  lie  should  have  been 
personally  concerned ;  but  he  regarded 
it  as  a  matter  of  interest,  and  that  they 
should  all  contribute  their  quota  to  the 
discussion,  in  elucidating  the  principle 
which  should  guide  them  in  dealing  with 
the  Eesolution. 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  he  thought  that  as 
the  debate  proceeded,  the  greatest  pos- 
sible encouragement  was  given  to  hon. 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House  to 
continue  the  discussion.  He  had  been 
present  in  the  House  throughout  the 
night,  and  he  had  witnessed  during  the 
course  of  the  evening  the  most  remark- 
able development  which  the  mind  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  undergone. 
In  the  early  part  of  the  evening,  they 
had  a  speech  from  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Sir  William 
Harcourt),  who  had  probably  now  left 
the  House  to  enjoy  himself  in  evening 
attire.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
the  most  sarcastic  tones  he  could  com- 
maud,  supported  the  Eule  as  it  stood, 
and  spoke  of  those  who  had  felt  it  their 
duty  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  as'* pushing  patriots;"  and  he 
added  that  when  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  was  brought  forward,  the 
Government  would  state  the  reasons 
which  would  prevent  them  from  adopting 
it.  Hon.  Members  on  the  Conservative 
side  of  the  House  were  somewhat  cast 
down  by  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  ;  but  still  they  perse- 
vered, and  they  were  rewarded  for  their 
perseverance.  Later  on,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister said  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  would  re- 
ceive consideration  at  the  hands  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  they  would 
not  pledge  themselves  not  to  be  converted 
by  the  arguments  which  might  be  ad- 
dressed to  the  House.  That  announcement 
raised  the  drooping  hopes  of  the  Oppo- 
sition \  and  now  the  noble  Marquess  the 


Secretary  of  State  for  India  (the  Marquess 
I  of  Hartington)  informed  them  that  the 
I  Government  were  prepared  to  accept  in 
principle  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
i  Member  for  Wolverhampton,  although 
I  they  would  not  pledge  themselves  to  the 
exact  details.  If  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  now  go  a  step  farther 
and  tell  the  House  what  it  was  they 
really  meant  to  do,  and  what  it  was  they 
really  meant  to  accept,  he  thought  they 
would  be  able  to  make  much  more  rapid 
progress  with  the  Eesolution.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  been  good  enough,  in  his 
speech,  to  describe  the  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment as  one  which  had  been  mak- 
ing continual  inroads  upon  what  he  was 
pleased  to  call  the  Business  of  the 
House.  But  what  was  the  Business  of 
the  House  ?  The  idea  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  seemed  to  be  that  it  was  to 
pass  the  Government  Bills  and  to  vote 
the  Government  Supply ;  but  there  was 
a  large  part  of  the  Business  of  the 
House  which,  no  doubt,  was  not  so 
pleasant  to  the  Government,  and  pro- 
bably they  were  fully  prepared  to  forget 
it — and  that  was  the  Business  of  criti- 
cizing the  conduct  of  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment—  not  only  criticizing  their 
policy  on  great  matters,  but  criticizing 
the  administration  of  the  various  De- 
partments in  the  minutest  details.  If 
the  Prime  Minister  would  tell  the  House 
what  proposals  he  intended  to  make  for 
enabling  the  House  to  discharge  that 
part  of  its  duties  so  that  hon.  Members 
might  not  be  deprived  of  a  full  oppor- 
tunity of  criticizing  the  administration 
of  the  Executive  Government,  then  a 
considerable  portion  of  their  opposition 
to  the  further  progress  of  this  Eule 
would  probably  cease.  But  he  should 
like  to  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  various  powers  and  privileges 
which  Members  of  the  House  had  en- 
joyed for  criticizing  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  had  been  gradually  taken 
away  from  them ;  and  it  was  only  by  dis- 
covering fresh  methods  and  fresh  means 
of  calling  the  Government  to  account 
that  they  had  been  able  to  do  their  duty. 
Up  to  the  year  1861  there  was  a  Motion 
made  every  Friday  that  the  House  at 
its  rising  should  adjourn  until  the  fol- 
lowing Monday.  That  Motion  was  al- 
ways, on  that  day,  the  first  Business  of 
the  House;  and  upon  that  Motion  it 
was  the  weekly  custom  and  the  ^^^kVj 
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opportunity  of  the  non-oflBcial  Members 
of  the    House    to   bring  forward   any 

frievance  against  the  Government  of  the 
ay.  That  custom  was  done  away  with 
in  1861,  and  in  substitution  for  it  was 
introduced  the  present  practice  of  put- 
ting down  Supply  as  the  first  Order  of 
the  Day  on  Friday,  with  the  avowed 
object  of  enabling  Members,  on  the 
Motion  for  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply,  to  bring  forward  these  Motions. 
But  that  arrangement  had  this  fatal  de- 
fect— that  the  House  had  no  power  over 
the  Motions  to  be  brought  forward. 
They  were  reduced  to  the  necessity  of 
resorting  to  the  ballot ;  and  any  Member 
by  gaining  priority,  by  means  of  the 
ballot,  could  introduce  a  Motion  of 
comparatively  little  importance,  and  pre- 
vent much  more  important  Motions  from 
being  brought  forward  at  all.  The  re- 
sult was  that  the  House,  when  it  met 
on  a  Friday,  might  have  many  import- 
ant matters  down  on  the  Paper  for  dis- 
cussion ;  but  it  was,  as  a  rule,  prevented 
from  discussing  anything  beyond  the 
first  and  second  Motions  which  had  se- 
cured priority  by  the  ballot.  There  was 
another  thing  which  the  Government 
had  done  of  late  years  —  they  had 
adopted  the  practice  of  not  setting  up 
Supply  again,  after  the  first  Motion  had 
been  negatived.  The  consequence  was 
that  no  further  Amendment  could  be 
moved,  and  the  Government  now-a-days 
attempted  to  utilize  Friday  night  by 
getting  money  in  Supply,  and  the  effect 
was  to  deprive  private  Members  of  the 
advantage  they  ought  to  possess  of  be- 
ing able  to  bring  forward  matters  in 
which  they  were  interested  on  the  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment  on  Friday  night. 
At  present  no  one  with  any  skill  in  Par- 
liamentary tactics  ever  thought  of  put- 
ting down  an  important  Motion  for 
Friday.  And  here  ho  would  ask,  what 
it  was  that  gave  rise  to  these  repeated 
Motions  for  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House  ?  It  was  the  failure  of  the  old 
Motion  for  Adjournment  on  Friday,  and 
the  substitution  of  Supply  as  the  first 
Order  of  the  Day.  It  was  in  1861  that 
the  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  on 
Friday  was  abolished;  and  he  found 
that,  as  early  after  its  abolition  as  1863, 
the  number  of  extraneous  Motions  for 
the  Adjournment  of  the  House  had 
risen  to  nine.  If  he  recollected  rightly, 
from  1863  down  to  the  present  year, 
1882,  the  number  of  annual  Motions  for 
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Adjournment  had  grown  from  9  to  13. 
He  thought  it  would  be  admitted  by  the 
House  that  these  figures  showed  there 
had  not  been  any  very  great  growth  of 
the  so-called  abuse  of  the  Privileges  of 
the  House.  Would  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  tell  the 
House  what  provision  he  intended  to 
make  for  the  discharge  of  that  most 
important  function  of  the  House,  the 
criticism  of  the  administration  of  the 
Executive  Government  of  the  country 
in  all  its  details  ?  And  then,  in  all  pro- 
bability, the  Opposition  would  be  pre- 
pared to  allow  the  Resolution  to  go  for- 
ward. He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, unintentionally  no  doubt,  had 
misunderstood  the  argument  of  his 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Randolph  Churchill).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  extremely 
angry  with  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock  for  having  mentioned  the 
adjournment  which  he  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
himself  had  moved  some  years  ago. 
That  Motion,  said  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, was  a  matter  of  absolute  ne- 
cessity. No  one  had  attempted  to 
accuse  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of 
having  made  an  improper  Motion. 
The  simple  object  of  the  noble  Lord 
was  to  show  that  an  instrument  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  himself 
found  it  necessary  to  use  when  the  Con- 
servative Government  were  in  power 
was  an  instrument  of  warfare  which 
ought  not  to  be  improperly  got  rid  of. 
If  the  proposed  Rule  had  been  in  exist- 
ence the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  have  made  that  Motion  in  the 
manner  in  which  he  made  it  in  the  last 
Parliament ;  at  least,  he  could  not  have 
made  it  without  having,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, obtained  the  leave  of  Mr.  Dis- 
raeli, who  was  then  the  Leader  of  the 
House  with  a  majority  at  his  back.  He 
(Mr.  Gorst)  did  not  know  enough  of  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  to  know  whe- 
ther Mr.  Disraeli  would  have  given 
leave  or  not;  but,  if  it  had  been  a 
matter  on  which  the  majority  of  the 
House  was  disposed  to  use  its  power, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
had  to  go  as  a  suppliant  to  Mr.  Disraeli, 
and  ask  him  to  allow  him  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  him  to  attack  the  policy 
of  the  Government.  Surely  it  was  a  far 
more  proper  position  for  the  Leader  of 
the    Opposition   to  occupy,  not  to  be 
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placed  in  the  hnmiliating  position  of 
haying  to  go  to  the  Leader  of  the  House, 
and  ask  the  leave  of  his  political  oppo- 
nent, but  to  be  able  to  get  up,  of  his 
own  free  choice  and  from  his  own  sense 
of  right,  challenge  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  of  the  majority  of  the 
House.  Then,  again,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  entirely  misunderstood  the 
argument  of  his  (Mr.  Gorst's)  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  about  the 
Government  having  taken  up  the  time 
of  the  House.  It  was  not  a  matter  of 
dates,  nor  a  question  of  particular  days, 
but  the  broad  fact  which  the  noble  Lord 
asserted;  and  although  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  contradicted  some  of  the 
noble  Lord's  dates  and  figures  and 
criticized  the  form  of  his  expressions,  he 
(Mr.  Gorst)  did  not  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  venture  to  contradict 
the  broad  fact  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Lord — namely,  that  during  the  existence 
of  the  present  Parliament  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  taken  more  of  the  time 
of  the  House  and  had  monopolized  more 
of  the  time  of  Parliament  than  in  any 
other  Parliament  which  ever  sat  in 
modern  times.  The  Goveniment,  there- 
fore, ought  not  to  be  surprised  if,  when 
by  BO  taking  up  the  time  of  the  House, 
they  suppressed  the  opportunities  of 
non- official  Members,  those  non-official 
Members  seized  other  opportunities  in  a 
legitimate  manner,  and  made  Motions 
for  the  adjournment  of  the  House  more 
frequently  than  formerly,  in  order  to 
bring  important  questions  under  the 
notice  of  the  House.  He  regretted  that 
his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock had  made  use  of  the  expression 
«'  Kilmainham  Treaty."  He  (Mr.  Gorst) 
imagined  it  was  because  his  noble  Friend 
was  not  in  the  House  in  the  early  part 
of  the  Session  that  he  had  made  use  of 
that  unfortunate  expression.  He  (Mr. 
Gorst)  never  spoke  of  "  the  Kilmanham 
Treaty.'*  He  always  spoke  of  the  **  un- 
derstanding" or  the  **  alleged  under- 
standing" which  had  taken  place  be- 
tween the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell).  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  that  an  imputation  had  been 
made  against  him.  He  (Mr.  Gorst)  did 
not  impute  to  him  the  slightest  wrong 
in  the  matter ;  but,  nevertheless,  he 
Btill  wondered — he  perpetually  wondered 


from  day  to  day — what  that  curious 
understanding  was.  And  his  wonder 
had  been  greatly  increased  that  night 
by  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor),  who  spoke 
of  a  document  which  was  completed  be- 
fore the  hon.  Member's  return  to  Eng- 
land. Now,  that  was  the  first  time  the 
House  had  ever  heard  that  there  was  a 
document,  and  he  should  like  very  much 
to  know  what  it  was.  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  consent,  in  the 
shape  of  an  unopposed  Return,  to  lay 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  a  copy  of  the 
document,  which  was  now  said  to  have 
been  completed.  With  regard  to  the 
observation  of  his  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  about  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster),  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  did  not  think 
that  his  noble  Friend  intended  to  make 
any  attack  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  his  absence,  beyond  stating  that, 
of  which  there  could  be  very  little  doubt, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  an- 
swers he  gave  to  the  Questions  addressed 
to  him,  was  singularly  provocative  of 
Motions  for  Adjournment.  \_Criee  of 
"  Oh !  "]  Well,  he  would  not  advert  to 
that  matter  further.  He  would  only 
say,  in  defence  of  his  noble  Friend,  that 
what  he  intended  to  assert,  and  what 
in  point  of  fact  he  did  assert,  was  that 
the  manner  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  singularly  unconciliatory.  Before 
the  House  consented  to  part  with  the 
Amendment  of  his  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Woodstock,  which  was  an 
Amendment  which  would  very  much 
alter  the  present  system  of  moving  ad- 
journments, he  thought  -it  should  be 
clearly  understood  what  the  Government 
intended  to  substitute  in  place  of  the 
Resolution  which  already  stood  upon 
the  Paper.  The  Amendment  of  his 
noble  Friend  was  an  Amendment  which 
ought  to  meet  the  views  of  many  Mem- 
bers of  the  House;  because  he  (Mr. 
Gorst)  had  often  heard  it  recommended 
by  eminent  Members  of  the  House  that 
they  should  first  try  the  experiment  of 
not  allowing  Motions  for  Adjournment 
to  be  made  until  the  Questions  had  been 
first  disposed  of.  Personally,  he  thought 
it  would  be  a  veryjuseful  experiment  to 
see  whether  the  privilege,  which  had 
hitherto  proved  so  useful,  even  in  the 
hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  himself,  would  still  fi.nd 
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favour  with  the  House  in  a  modified  form. 
He  certainly  thought  that  before  they 
parted  with  the  Amendment  and  com- 
mitted themselves  to  the  scheme  of  the 
Government,  they  ought  to  know  what 
it  was  Her  Majesty's  Government  in- 
tended to  do,  and  precisely  what  course 
they  intended  to  take  in  regard  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler).  Indeed,  he  thought,  as 
the  usual  hour  for  adjourning  the  debate 
had  now  been  reached,  that  it  would  be 
a  wise  course  for  the  House  to  adjourn, 
80  that  the  Government  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  thinking  over  the  matter, 
and  explaining  their  intentions  when  the 
House  re-assembled  to-morrow. 

Mr.  K.  H.  PAGET  said,  that,  before 
the  House  went  to  a  division,  he  should 
like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Prime 
Minister  to  the  position  in  which  the 
matter  stood./  They  had  had  it  inti- 
mated to  them  by  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  not  unwilling 
to  accept  the  leading  words  of  the 
Amendment  now  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Kandolph  Churchill).  Having  had  that 
intimation  made  to  them,  he  wished  to 
know  what  would  be  the  effect  of  the 
division  about  to  take  place  ?  The  first 
Question  which  would  be  put  by  the 
Speaker  from  the  Chair  would  be  to 
leave  out  the  words  of  the  Eesolution 
after  the  word  **made."  Was  ho  to 
understand  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  assent  to  that  as  the  first 
Question  Mr.  Speaker  would  put  from 
the  Chair,  and  that  subsequently  they 
would  propose  themselves  to  amend  the 
noble  Lord's  proposed  Amendment  by 
substituting  other  words  after  the  word 
"  and  ?  "  He  understood  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
virtually  to  intimate  that  to  the  House 
as  the  decision  at  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  arrived ;  and  it  would 
be  convenient,  before  they  proceeded  to 
a  division,  that  there  should  be  no  mis- 
take upon  the  point.  If  he  was  right  in 
his  reading  of  the  statement  made  by 
the  noble  Marquess,  there  would  be  no 
objection  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  the  first  Question  which 
would  be  put  from  the  Chair. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  perhaps 
the  House  would  allow  him  to  explain 

Mr,  Gorst 


what  it  was  that  the  Government  pro' 
posed.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen* 
tleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson >  had  been  good 
enough  to  point  out  that  he  thought  an 
improvement  might  be  effected  in  the 
drafting  of  the  Eesolution  by  bringing 
forward  certain  words  which  now  ap- 
peared in  the  Besolution  and  dovetailing 
them  in  with  the  beginning  of  it,  leaving 
the  remaining  part  to  stand  distinct  by 
itself  as  the  concluding  portion.  He 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  thought  the  most  con- 
venient mode  of  raising  the  question 
would  be  this.  He  would  propose  to 
amend  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
now  before  the  House  by  leaving  out 
the  latter  part  of  the  words  which  the 
noble  Lord  proposed.  Therefore,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  he  would 
submit  an  Amendment  in  this  way.  The 
noble  Lord  proposed,  after  the  word 
**  made,"  to  insert  the  words — 

"  Until  all  the  Questions  on  the  Notice  Paper 
have  been  disposed  of ;  and,  if  such  Motion  \» 
decided  in  the  negative,  no  other  such  Moti<m 
shall  be  made  until  the  Orders  of  the  Day  ha?e 
been  entered  upon." 

He  proposed  to  retain  all  the  words 
down  to  the  word  ''  and,"  exactly  as  had 
been  suggested  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin;  and  after  the 
word  ''  and,"  he  proposed  to  put  in  the 
words,  *'  and  no  such  Motion  shall  be 
made."  If  hon.  Members  would  read 
that  Amendment  in  connection  with  the 
Eesolution,  they  would  see  that  it  met 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  He  would,  there- 
fore, move  to  amend  the  Amendment  in 
the  way  he  had  proposed. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  failed  to  see  how  the  Eesolution,  as 
proposed  to  be  amended  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  would  work. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  by  leaving  out  all 
the  words  after  the  word  "  and,"  to  the 
end  of  the  proposed  Amendment,  in 
order  to  add  the  words  **  no  such  Motion 
shall  be  made,"— (1/r.  Gladstoni,)—-!!!- 
stead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  proposed  Amendment." 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
how  the  Eesolution  would  read  if  the 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were 
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adopted  amending  the    words    of   his  when  the  House  should  adjourn,  and  he 

noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Wood-  would  therefore   move  that  the  debate 

stock  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  ?  be  now  adjourned. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,    said,  -^^.           ^         ^  ^        . 

that,  if  his  Amendment  were  adopted,  ..r^'^^'^^^^llft'  and  Question  proposed, 

the  Eesolution  would  run  thus—  ^l^^  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 

— (5fr  H.  Brummond  Wolff.) 

"  That  no  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the 

House  shall  be  made  until  all  the  Questions  on  Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  quite 

.^S^'^fcnTIu'rn.^r^rfho'^^rS:^  o?  P^rt* °  '^'^""*,^  '^'  adjournment 

the  Day  or  Notices  of  Motion  have  been  entered  ^   **^®   House   would,    in   the   first   m- 

upon,  except  by  leave  of  the  House."  stance,  adopt  the  Amendment  he  had 

submitted. 

LoBD   EANDOLPH    CHURCHILL  Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  had  no  de- 

said,  that,  as  far  as  he  could  make  out,  eire  to  present  himself  obtrusively  upon 

the  adoption  of  the  alteration  suggested  the  House,  after  the  howls  with  which 

by  the    right  hon.    Gentleman    would  he    been    received    from    the    Liberal 

make  ve^y/i^^^le  differed  Benches.     He  understood  the  Govem- 

Mb.  WARTON  said,   he  rose,   with  xnent  to  say  that  they  would  accept  the 

great  submission,   for    the  purpose  of  Amendment   of  the  hon.   Member  for 

suggesting  a  course  to  the  Prime  Minis-  Wolverhampton   (Mr.  H.  H.   Fowler), 

ter,  which  he  thought  would  tend  to  ^hich  would  make  the  Resolution  read 

simplify  the   matter  very    much,    and    thus 

would  probably  end  the  discussion  at  «rnu  *      nr  *      x    xv    aj-             ^  ±^x. 

^^^^      nnu«  «^i!i^    ur                 xi      a  "  That  no  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the 

once.     The  noble   Marquess  the  Secre-  House  shall  he  made  untU  all  the  Questions  on 

tary  of  State  for  India  (the  Marquess  of  the  Notice  Paper  have  been  disposed  of,  and  no 

Hartington]    had    given    an   intimation  such  Motion  shall  be  made  before  the  Orders  of 

that  the  Government  would  accept  the  the  Day  or  Notices  of  Motion  have  been  entered 

Amendment   of  the   hon.    Member    for  ?Pon  except  by  leave  of  the  House ;  the  grant- 

-nr  ^       X.         i.        /-.I-       tt     tt  ^     i     n  mg  of  such  leave,  if  disputed,  being  determined 

Wolverhampton  (Mr.    H.   H.    Fowler),  upon  Question  put  forthwith ;  but  no  division 

and,  by  slightly  altering  the  words  of  the  shall  be  taken  thereupon." 

Prime  Minister,  theResolution  might  be  ,,      />,t  A-ricimi-.xTT^      .-i  .,^    r^ 

made  to  read  in  this  way-- That  no  Mb    GLADSTONE  said  the  Govern- 

Motion  for  theAdjournmentof  the  House  ^ent  had  never  committed  themselves, 

shall  be  made  "-those  being  the  first  except  that  he  had  said  they  were  quite 

wordsoftheAmendmentofthenobleLord  ^/^^^  *^  discuss  the  principle  of   the 

the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ran.  ^^T'^T^  Jr^.^l  ^^^-  ^ii?""!  *^^ 

dolph  Churchill)-- until  all  the  Ques-  Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H. 

tions  on  the  Notice  Paper  shall  have  been  bowler)      They  maintained  their  own 

disposed  of."     He  (Mr.  Warton)  would  ^^®7«  ^  ^^^  if  there  was  a  general  desire 

strikeout  the  words  -shall  have  been  on  the  part  of  the  House,  then  they  were 

disposed  of,"  and  insert  in  their  place  quite  open  to  proceed  upon  the  principle 

the  words  •*  and  shall  not  then  be  made,  ^^^^**  ^"^^r  a^J^^x^o                 ^      i. 

unless  demanded  by  40  Members  rising  Colonel  MAKIN8  expressed  a  hope 

in    their    places."      That  would    very  ^at  in  deference  to  what  the  nght  hon. 

much  simplify  the  whole  matter,  and  C^elltle°lan  had  said,  the  House  would 

carry  out  the  intentions  of  the  Govern-  not  only  be  ready  to  discuss  that  pnn- 

mont  in  regard  to  the  Amendment  of  ^^Pjf'  Jj^^  ^  ^^«^^«»  ^^  ^^^*  ®^®°^°€r  and 

the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton.  ®®"^®  ^^' 

[**  Oh,  oh  !  "j  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  put.  Question,  ''  That  the  words  '  no  such 

The  House  divided  .--^ Ay ea  79  ;  Noes  Motion  shaU  be  made '  be  there  added," 

113:    Majority    34.— (Div.    List,    No.  f^t,  and  agreed  to. 

^^^•)  Question,  "  That  the  words  'until  all 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words  the  Questions  on  the  Notice  Paper  have 

'no  such  Motion  shall  be  made,' be  there  been  disposed  of,  and  no  such  Motion 

added."  shall  be  made,' — {Mr.  Gladstone,) — be 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said.  *^"'°  ''''''^'^•"  P"*'  ^""^  '^'''^  *"' 

he  thou  gilt  the  time  had   now  arrived  Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed* 
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favour  with  the  House  in  a  modified  form. 
He  certainly  thought  that  before  they 
parted  with  the  Amendment  and  com- 
mitted themselves  to  the  scheme  of  the 
Oovemmenty  they  ought  to  know  what 
it  was  Her  Majesty's  Government  in- 
tended to  do,  and  precisely  what  course 
they  intended  to  take  in  regard  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler).  Indeed,  he  thought,  as 
the  usual  hour  for  adjourning  the  debate 
had  now  been  reached,  that  it  would  be 
a  wise  course  for  the  House  to  adjourn, 
80  that  the  Government  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  thinking  over  the  matter, 
and  explaining  their  intentions  when  the 
House  re-assembled  to-morrow. 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  said,  that,  before 
the  House  went  to  a  division,  he  should 
like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Prime 
Minister  to  the  position  in  which  the 
matter  stood. ^'  They  had  had  it  inti- 
mated to  them  by  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  not  unwilling 
to  accept  the  leading  words  of  the 
Amendment  now  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill).  Having  had  that 
intimation  made  to  them,  he  wished  to 
know  what  would  be  the  effect  of  the 
division  about  to  take  place  ?  The  first 
Question  which  would  be  put  by  the 
Speaker  from  the  Chair  would  be  to 
leave  out  the  words  of  the  Eesolution 
after  the  word  **made."  Was  ho  to 
understand  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  assent  to  that  as  the  first 
Question  Mr.  Speaker  would  put  from 
the  Chair,  and  that  subsequently  they 
would  propose  themselves  to  amend  the 
noble  Lord's  proposed  Amendment  by 
substituting  other  words  after  the  word 
'*  and  ?  "  He  understood  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
virtually  to  intimate  that  to  the  House 
as  the  decision  at  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  arrived ;  and  it  would 
be  convenient,  before  they  proceeded  to 
a  division,  that  there  should  be  no  mis- 
take upon  the  point.  If  he  was  right  in 
his  reading  of  the  statement  made  by 
the  noble  Marquess,  there  would  be  no 
objection  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  the  first  Question  which 
would  be  put  from  the  Chair. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  perhaps 
the  House  would  allow  him  to  explain 

Jfr,  Gorst 


what  it  was  that  the  Government  pro* 
posed.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen* 
tleman  the  Member  for  the  Univeraitj 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson^  had  been  good 
enough  to  point  out  that  he  thought  an 
improvement  might  be  effected  in  the 
drafting  of  the  Resolution  by  bringing 
forward  certain  words  which  now  ap- 
peared in  the  Eesolution  and  dovetailing 
them  in  with  the  beginning  of  it,  leaving 
the  remaining  part  to  stand  distinct  by 
itself  as  the  concluding  portion.  He 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  thought  the  most  con- 
venient mode  of  raising  the  question 
would  be  this.  He  would  propose  to 
amend  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
now  before  the  House  by  leaving  out 
the  latter  part  of  the  words  whidi  the 
noble  Lord  proposed.  Therefore,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  he  would 
submit  an  Amendment  in  this  way.  The 
noble  Lord  proposed,  after  the  word 
**  made,"  to  insert  the  words — 

"  Until  all  the  Questions  on  the  Notice  Fkper 
have  been  disposed  of ;  and,  if  sach  Motion  bo 
decided  in  the  negative,  no  other  such  Motion 
shall  be  made  until  the  Orders  of  the  Bay  have 
been  entered  upon." 

He  proposed  to  retain  all  the  words 
down  to  the  word  '*  and,"  exactly  as  had 
been  suggested  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin ;  and  after  the 
word  ''  and,"  he  proposed  to  put  in  the 
words,  ''  and  no  such  Motion  shall  he 
made."  If  hon.  Members  would  read 
that  Amendment  in  connection  with  the 
Besolution,  they  would  see  that  it  met 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  He  would,  there- 
fore, move  to  amend  the  Amendment  in 
the  way  he  had  proposed. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  failed  to  see  how  the  Resolution,  as 
proposed  to  be  amended  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  would  work. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  by  leaving  out  all 
the  words  after  the  word  "  and,"  to  the 
end  of  the  proposed  Amendment,  in 
order  to  add  the  words  *'  no  such  Motion 
shall  be  made,"— (Ifr.  OiadiUmi,)—!^' 
stead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  proposed  Amendment." 

SiE  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
how  the  Resolution  would  read  if  the 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were 
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adopted  amending  the    words    of   his  when  the  House  should  adjourn,  and  he 

noble  Friend  the  Member  foi*  Wood-  would  therefore   move  that  the  debate 

stock  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  ?  be  now  adjourned. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,    said,  .,  ,.           ^         ^  ^        . 

that,  if  his  Amendment  were  adopted,  ,,,5l^*Tu ""???'  ^^^^  Question  proposed, 

the  Eesolution  would  run  thus—  ^^**^  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 

— (5ir  H.  Brummond  Wolff.) 

"  That  no  Motion  for  the  Adjoomment  of  the 

House  shall  be  made  until  all  the  Questions  on  Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  quite 

the  Notice  Papfr  have  been  disjyosed  of,  and  no  prepared  to  consent  to  the  adjournment 

Bucn  Motion  shall  be  made  before  the  Orders  oi  f^  f%       tt                    u-      ^\.      n     a.    * 

the  Day  or  Notices  of  Motion  have  been  entered  ^  **^®   House   would,    m   the   first   in- 

upon,  except  by  leave  of  the  House."  stance,  adopt  the  Amendment  he  had 

submitted. 

Lord   EANDOLPH    CHURCHILL  Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  had  no  de- 

Baid,  that,  as  far  as  he  could  make  out,  gire  to  present  himself  obtrusively  upon 

the  adoption  of  the  alteration  suggested  the  House,  after  the  howls  with  which 

by  the    right  hon.    Gentleman    would  he    been    received    from    the    Liberal 

^^^.^''^}^^f.t^^''^f''%'  Benches.     He  understood  the  Govern- 

Mr.  WARTON  said,   he  rose,   with  ment  to  say  that  they  would  accept  the 

great  submission,   for    the  purpose  of  Amendment   of  the  hon.   Member   for 

suggesting  a  course  to  the  Prime  Minis-  Wolverhampton   (Mr.  H.  H.   Fowler), 

ter,  which  he  thought  would  tend  to  ^hich  would  make  the  Resolution  read 

Bimpufy  the   matter  very    much,    and  thus— 

would  probably  end  the  discussion  at  unru  l      nr  a      *    av    aj-             ^  *xi- 

^^      mu«  ^JL\^    -Kif                 XI      a  "  That  no  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the 

once.     The  noble   Marquess  the  Secre-  House  shall  be  made  untU  all  the  Questions  on 

tary  of  State  for  India  (the  Marquess  of  the  Notice  Paper  have  been  disposed  of,  and  no 

Hartington)   had    given    an   intimation  such  Motion  shall  be  made  before  the  Orders  of 

that  the  Government  would  accept  the  tlio  I>ay  or  Notices  of  Motion  have  been  entered 

Amendment   of  the   hon.    Member    for  ?P<>n  except  by  leave  of  the  House ;  the  grant- 

Vrr  1       1.         i.        /ir       tt    rj'^'^"*  ,  *X  i°g  o^  such  leave,  if  disputed,  being  determined 

Wolverhampton  (Mr.    H.   H.    Fowler),  upon  Question  put  forthwith ;  but  no  division 

and,  by  slightly  altering  the  words  of  the  shall  be  taken  thereupon." 

Prime  Minister,  theResolution  might  be  ,^      nr  a  T^am/^xT^n      -j  xi.    r^ 

made  to  read  in  this  way-- That  no  Mr    GLADSTONE  said  the  Govem- 

Motion  for  theAdjournmentof  the  House  ^^^^nt  had  never  committed  themselves, 

shall  be  made  "-those  being  the  first  except  that  he  had  said  they  were  quite 

wordsof the Amendmentofthenoble Lord  ^/*^^^*^  discuss  the  principle  of   the 

the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ran.  ^^'i^'^T^  Jr  ,^^l  ^^^-  '^^/''i  *i? 

dolph  Churchill)-- until  all  the  Ques-  ^^"^^^l  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H. 

tionson  the  Notice  Paper  shall  have  been  bowler)      They  maintained  their  own 

disposed  of."     He  (Mr.  Warton)  would  ^^7« '  ^^*  if  there  was  a  general  desire 

strikeout  the  words  -shall  have  been  on  the  part  of  the  House,  then  they  were 

disposed  of,"  and  insert  in  their  place  quite  open  to  proceed  upon  the  principle 

the  words  • '  and  shall  not  then  be  made,  ""^ ^^^  ^"^TcT^^Px^a                 ^      i. 

unless  demanded  by  40  Members  rising  Colon|l  MAKIN8  expressed  a  hope 

in    their    places."      That   would    very  ^at  in  deference  to  what  the  right  hon. 

much  simplify  the  whole  matter,  and  ^eiitWu  had  said,  the  House  would 

carry  out  the  intentions  of  the  Govern-  not  only  be  ready  to  discuss  that  pnn- 

ment  in  regard  to  the  Amendment  of  ^^Pj?'  ^^^  ^  ^^«^^»s  ^*  *^«^*  ^Y^nm^  and 

the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton.  ^®"^o  i^* 

[**  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  put.  Question,  -  That  the  words  '  no  such 

The  House  divided  :-^ Ay bb  79  ;  Noes  M:otion  shaU  be  made '  be  there  added," 

113:    Majority    34.— (Div.    List,    No.  put,  and  ayrwrf  ^o. 

^^^•)  Question,  -  That  the  words  'until  all 

Question  proposed,  -  That  the  words  the  Questions  on  the  Notice  Paper  have 

'no  such  Motion  shall  be  made,' be  there  been  disposed  of,  and  no  such  Motion 

added."  ahall  be  made,' — {Mr.  Gladetone,) — be 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  8aid.  ^^^'^  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

he  thought  the  time  had   now  arrived  Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed^ 
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Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr. 
Gladstone f) — put,  BJiA  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

HouBO  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
alter  Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuegday,  I4th  Nuernberg  1882. 


Their  Lordships  met  this  day  at  Eleven 
of  the  clock  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial 
Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
TiMiday,  Ulh  November,  1882. 


MINUTES. j  —  Select  Committee  —  Report— 
Privilege  (Mr.  Gray),  debate  adjourned. 

Q  V  E  STIO  NS. 

— •<^:o:«o.— 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 
LAND)—CONVICT  LABOUR. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  any  scheme 
for  the  employment  of  convict  labour  for 
making  harbours  in  England  or  Scot- 
land, the  Government  will  consider  the 
desirability  of  constructing  by  the  same 
agency  those  piers  and  breakwaters  on 
the  Irish  coasts  which  fishery  inspectors 
and  others  have  so  frequently  recom- 
mended ? 

Mr.  COUETNEY  :  Sir,  the  necessity 
of  providing  employment  for  Irish  con- 
victs is  not  just  now  urgent ;  but  I  must 
add  that  I  do  not  think  the  particular 
works  apparently  indicated  by  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  would  at  any 
time  be  suitable,  as  convict  labour  can 
be  economically  employed  only  on  a 
large  scale.  The  same  principle  will  be 
employed  in  dealing  with  convicts  what- 
ever their  place  of  origin  ? 


EGT^PT— RELIGIOUS  CEREMONIES— 

THE   MECCA  CARPET— MEMORANDUM 

OF  SIR  GARNET  WOLSELEY. 

Mr.  R.  N.  FOWLER  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether,  as 
the  Motion  for  a  Copy  of  Sir  Qamet 
Wolseley's  Memorandum  as  to  the 
Mecca  Carpet,  which  was  placed  on  the 
Order  Book  at  his  suggestion  is  opposed, 
and,  under  the  resolution  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  no  business  but  Procedure, 
cannot  be  brought  forward,  he  will  him- 
self lay  it  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  defer  lay- 
ing the  Papers  on  that  subject  on  the 
Table  until  the  House  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  the  question  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  I  do  not  see 
how  the  House  could  express  ita  opinion 
on  the  subject  until  it  has  read  the 
Papers.  I  will  lay  the  Memorandum 
on  the  Table. 

ARMY— ASSISTANT  PAYMASTERS. 

Captain  AYLMER  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether,  in  case 
any  Assistant  Paymasters  are  promoted 
for  service  in  Egypt,  arrangements  will 
be  made  to  prevent  such  promotions  in- 
terfering with  or  retarding  the  promo- 
tion of  other  Assistant  Paymasters  senior 
to  them  in  service,  and  at  present  stand- 
ing before  them  for  promotion  by  se- 
niority ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
The  only  answer  I  can  give  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  is  that  the  sub- 
ject of  promotions  for  service  in  Egypt 
is  under  the  consideration  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty. 

INDIA— ECCLESIASTICAL  DEPART- 
MENT-CIRCULAR OF  THE  BISHOP  OF 

BOMBAY. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  Cir- 
cular issued  in  July  last  by  the  Bishop 
of  Bombay,  in  which  he  prohibits  the 
chaplains  and  other  clergymen  from  per- 
forming their  functions  in  accordance 
with  the  Law  of  the  land,  and  expressly 
places  their  religious  duty  in  opposition 
to  the  duty  imposed  on  them  by  the 
British  Parliament ;  whether  he  has  re- 
ceived any  complaints  of  the  conduct  of 
this  Bitdiup  ou  this  and  other  occasions* 


1S97  Egifpt  (NovbhbbbU,  1882}     {Military  JExpedition).   n^% 

and,  whether  he  proposes  to  retain  in  .  -,.__.    ^      « .  „^ .  ^  ^^^^  ^^^ .  ^  ,^^«v» 

the   service  of  Government   an   officer  ARMY-6th  BATTALION  ROYAL  IRISH 

who  inculcates  disregard  of  the  Law,  -VACANT  MAJORITIES, 

and  contempt  for  the  authority  of  Par-  Captain  AYLMEE  asked  the  Secre- 

Kament?  tary  of  State  for  War,  When  the  two 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON:  vacant  majorities  in  the  6th  Battalion 

Sir,   my  attention  has  been  called  to  Boyal  Irish  Eegiment  will  be  filled  up  ; 

a  Circular  issued  by  the  Bishop  of  Bom-  and,  whether  the  three  senior  Captains 

bay — originally  read  by  him  in  church  are  not  qualified  for  promotion  ? 

as  a  Pastoral  Letter — in  which  he  inti-  Mb.  CHILDEES  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 

mates —  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  I  have  to 

"That  no  persons  who  have  contracted  a  ^ay  that  the  two  vacant  majorities  in  the 

marriage  after  one  of  them  has  been  divorced  5th    Battalion   Royal    Irish    Eegiment 

for  adultery,  and  during  the  lifetime  of  the  for-  will  be  filled  up  in  a  few  days.     Until 

mer  wife  or  husband,  can  be  admitted  to  the  then  I  must  ask  the  hon.  and  gaUant 

JLords  Table  m  this  diocese,  so  lonir  as  they    ri««4.i«^««  4.^  ^ -^^-^tji^?'    ^  a. 

continue  to  Uve  together;  and  that  no  clergy-  gentleman  to  excuse  me  if  I  decline  to 

man  who  performs  a  marriage  ceremony  for  a  state  the  quauncations  of  the  gentlemen 

person  divorced  for  adultery,  during  the  life-  seeking  promotion, 
time  of  the  former  wife  or  husband,  can  con- 

towflto^  retain  my  Ucenco  to  minister  in  thia  ^rmY-THE  ROYAL  ENGINEERS- 
PROMOTION. 

i?i.V*{.^t?°"w'  *K  Cpula'  refen-ed  g      hENRT  FLETCHER  aaked  the 

to  by  the  hon.  Member  m  his  Question.  g-.„t.-_  -f  gtata  for  War   Wh«tb«T 

I  have  received  a  complaint  of  the  con-  rf^^P  ,?^  "**     I        a    '  ^T^^? 

J .     «  .1  „  xf  1.      e                         1-  his    attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 

ilX  llif'i^    aI           ?r  •  state  of  promotion  in  the  lower  ranks  of 

«*IL?^  ?  fvl-    P-  ^PP''"?*^^  '"^  T^%  the  Eoyal  Engineers  relative  to  the  rest 

quence  of  this  Circular,  been  refused  of  the  Armv-  and  whether  he  will  he 

admission  to  the  Communion;  and,  in  °*  ^^^  jT^'  *?.7  ^/'®*'^«'  boynil  be 

reply,  I  felt  compelled  to  say  that  I  was  P^P^f  ^  to  modify  the  present  rule  as 

not  aVare  of  an/power  enabling  me  to  ^^?^f^  promotion  to  the  rank  of  Cap- 

interfere  in  the  exercise  by  the  Bishop  -.j-     rxcTTT  t\t?'oq     o-     •         i    a    xi. 

of  his  ecclesiastical  jurisdiction.  In  pub-  ho^  and  gdSnt  BaroneC?  have  to  say 

iho  pSms"a  marriage  under 'En  ^Y  *^^f«'^°*  '"[f/'to'tl^e  promotion 

circumstances  can  continue  to  retain  the  °^  subalterns  in  the  Bng.neers  to  the 

Bishop's  licence  to  minister  in  the  dio-  J^"^  of  captain  was  the  subject  of  oare- 

cese,  the  Bishop  of  Bombay  has  appa-  ful  consideration  two  years  ago,  but  that 

rentiy  overlooked  the  provisions  of  the  }.  ^'^  ^  ""^^^^^^  '*  "^^'«'  *°y  '''"«- 

law— 20  &  21  Fict.  c.  85,  s.  57 ;  ActlV.,  "O"""'^- 

of  1869,  s.  68 — which  declares  that  no  „~„.,^  ,•■.,»  ,„.■„,,  „..,„„^„.„^„. 

dergym'an  shall  be  liable  to  any  penalty  h  S??erY  I^  BM^^^^ 
or  censure  for  solemnizing  or  refusing  ^  BATTERY,  4th  BRIGADE,  ROYAL 
to  solemnize  a  marriage  under  the  cir-  ARTILLERY, 
cumstances  indicated.  Possibly,  also,  he  Lobd  ALGEBNON  FEEOY  asked 
may  have  overlooked  the  fact  that  the  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
law  reserves  to  the  clergyman  no  option  ther  H  Battery,  4  th  Brigade,  E.A.,  was 
in  the  matter  of  performing  the  marriage  not  in  the  Ist  Army  Corps,  and  5th  for 
ceremony,  except  when  called  on  to  per-  Foreign  Service,  at  the  time  of  the  de- 
form it  for  a  person  who  has  been  di-  spatch  of  the  troops  to  Egypt ;  whe- 
vorced  for  his  or  her  adultery.  But  I  ther,  instead  of  being  sent  abroad,  out 
need  scarcely  say  that  it  is  an  exceed-  of  its  establishment  of  eighty-six  horses, 
ingly  delicate  and  difficult  matter  to  in-  twenty  were  transferred  to  G  Battery, 
terfere  with  a  Bishop  who  professes  to  3rd  Brigade,  E.A.,  and  N  Battery,  2nd 
be  exercising  merely  ecclesiastical  or  Brigade,  E.A.,  and  forty-two  as  draught 
spiritual  jurisdiction.  The  salary  of  the  horses  for  the  Eegimental  Transport  of 
Bishop  is  payable  under  the  Statute  3  &  the  West  Kent  and  Boyal  Irish  Begi- 
4  Will.  IT.  0.  85,  and  is  payable  to  him  ments;  and,  whether  0  Battery,  drd 
so  long  as  he  exercises  the  functions  Brigade,  B.A.,  and  N  Battery,  2nd  Bri- 
ef his  office  within  the  diocese  of  Bom-  gade,  B.A.,  were  sent  to  Egypt,  the  one 
bay.  being  in  the  2nd  Army  Corps,  and  the 
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other  in  the  Ist  Army  Corps,  but  below 
H  Battery  on  the  Koster  for  Foreign 
Service  ? 

Sir  ARTHUE  HAYTER  said,  that 
n  Battery,  4th  Brigade,  Royal  Artillery 
was  in  the  let  Army  Corps,  but  that 
on  the  Ist  of  April  last  the  regiment 
of  Royal  Artillery  was  re-organized,  and 
a  Roster  of  batteries  by  brigades  was 
established.  Batteries  for  service  in 
Egypt  were  detailed  on  this  principle. 
Two  batteries  of  the  Ist  Brigade  were 
detailed  for  the  Artillery  of  the  1st 
Division,  two  of  the  2nd  Brigade  for  the 
2nd  Division,  and  two  of  the  3rd  Bri- 
gade for  the  Corps  Artillery.  No  bat- 
teries of  the  4th  Brigade  were  required ; 
but  H  Battery,  4th  Brigade,  alluded  to 
by  the  noble  Lord,  was  required,  like  all 
the  field  batteries  in  England,  to  supply 
horses  for  active  service.  In  reply  to 
the  last  Question,  I  have  to  say  that  N 
Battery,  2nd  Brigade,  was  the  first  for 
foreign  service  of  its  brigade,  and  there- 
fore selected,  while  C  Battery  8rd  Bri- 
gade was  sent  because  it  was  thought 
advisable  that  all  the  batteries  of  the 
Corps  Artillery  should  be  equipped  with 
13-pounder  guns;  whereas  two  batteries 
of  the  same  brigade,  standing  earlier 
for  service,  were  in  Ireland,  and  armed 
with  16-pounders. 

EGYPT   (ARMY    RE-ORGANIZATION)  — 

THE  POLICE. 

Siu  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, having  insisted  that  they 
shall  be  consulted  regarding  the  com- 
position of  the  new  Egyptian  Army, 
apply  the  same  rule  to  the  forces  en- 
listed under  the  names  of  Gendarmerie 
or  Police ;  whether  it  is  true  that  the 
Egyptian  Government  are  enlisting  Al- 
banians at  Scutari  and  elsewhere  ;  and, 
whether  there  is  any  foundation  for  the 
statement  of  a  Reverend  Gentleman, 
whose  letter  from  Cairo  is  published  in 
the  ** Times"  of  Nov.  13,  that  there 
are  to  be  **  4,000  first-rate  Policemen, 
two-thirds  of  whom  are  Europeans  and 
Turks?" 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  The 
military  arrangements  have  a  more 
special  political  importance  than  the 
organization  of  the  police ;  and  it  is 
impossible  for  us  to  enter  in  this  House 
into  the  details  of  every  measure  taken 
by  the  Egyptian  Government.   We  were 
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informed  some  time  ago,  and  informed 
the  House,  that  the  enlistment  of  Al- 
banians had  ceased.  We  are  not  aware 
that  a  police  force  of  4,000  strong,  two- 
thirds  of  whom  are  to  be  Europeans  and 
Turks,  is  to  be  raised. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
whether  the  Egyptian  Government  would 
be  enabled  to  enlist  a  force  under  the 
name  of  a  gendarmerie  without  consult- 
ing Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  the  Egyptian  Gbyem- 
ment  would  inform  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment on  the  subject. 

EGYl'T— TREATMENT    OF    PRISOXEBS. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  renewed  statements  by  the  Cor- 
respondents of  the  '*  Standard  "  and  the 
**  Daily  News,"  that  two  Notables  were 
chained  together,  and  confined  in  a  dark 
cell,  and  that  one  hundred  and  fifty  per- 
sons are  confined  in  a  prison  at  Zagazig, 
charged  with  political  offences,  where 
they  are  most  cruelly  treated,  and  where 
many  of  them  have  been  severely 
flogged ;  whether  he  will  cause  further 
inquiries  to  be  made  into  the  truth  of 
these  allegations ;  and,  whether,  con- 
sidering all  the  circumstances  of  the 
recent  revolt,  and  its  suppression  by 
British  Forces,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  use  its  good  offices  with  the 
Egyptian  Government  to  proclaim  an 
amnesty  in  regard  to  all  political  of- 
fences committed  during  that  revolt? 

SiE  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir.  it 
is  impossible  for  me  to  enter  into  a  dis- 
cussion of  every  detail  that  any  corre- 
spondent may,  rightly  or  wrongly,  give. 
The  original  statement  of  I'he  Daily  Ne»9 
Correspondent,  that  two  members  of  the 
Chamber  of  Notables  were  chained  to- 
gether, stated  or  implied  that  they  were 
so  chained  at  Cairo  ;  and  on  the  27th  of 
October  I  read  a  Report,  drawn  up  by 
Colonel  Sir  Charles  Wilson  and  Colonel 
Stewart,  showing  that  such  was  not  the 
case.  The  new  statement  in  The  Daily 
News  appears  to  imply  that  the  two 
Notables  are  chained  together  at  Zaga- 
zig. Full  inquiry  is  being  made  into 
the  condition  of  the  prisons  in  the  Pro- 
vinces ;  but  that  as  to  Zagazig  has  not 
yet  reached  us.  Returns  of  the  number 
of  prisoners  in  custody  in  the  Provincee 
on  charges  of  rebellion,  masaaore,  pil- 
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lage,  and  incendiarism,  and  all  political  the  Convention  of  last  year.  These  at- 
or  semi-political  crimes  have  been  called  tacks  are  not  made  by  the  Transvaal 
for  and  are  coming  in.  With  regard  to  authorities,  but  by  individual  Boers 
the  last  paragraph  of  the  Question,  we  living  near  the  border,  and  there  have 
shall  continue  to  give  such  advice  to  the  been  even  British  subjects  mixed  up 
Egyptian  Government  as  humanity  and  with  the  subjects  of  the  Transvaal  He- 
policy  appear  to  dictate ;  but  it  is  im-  public.  Papers  which  I  have  to-day 
possible  to  announce  beforehand  what  laid  on  the  Table  will  show  what  the 
that  advice  will  be.  Government  have  done  and  are  doing  in 

Viscount  SANDON  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  matter, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 

of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  a  Question  GOVERNMENT  ANNUITIES  AND  AS- 

arisingoutofananswerwhichhemadeto  SURANCE  BILL,  1882--THE  NEW 

me  relative  to  the  treatment  of  the  Egyp-  TA  BLES 

tian  prisoners.  Hestated  that  inquiry  was  ^     ^^j^^j)  asked  the  Secretary  to 

being  made  as  to  the  allegation  of  the  ,i  ^m  ^«„.        ^xt\.  *i.             t,    .  "Yi. ^ 

m-treatment  of  prisoners  in  the  Egyp-  he  Treasury  Whether,  considering  that 

tian  prisons;  and  I  wish  to  ask  him,  Are  *^%"«V^-^  a  i°«'"-''°';«  *°d  an- 

.1.      '^-       •  •     L  •           J    u    iu   -ni  nuity  under  "The U-overnment  Annuities 

those  inquiries  being  made  by  the  Egyp-  ,  ^ .                  li-ii    ;ooo  i>     "-""""'^ 

tian  or  by  the  English  authorities  ?  ^  and  Assurance  Bill,     882  "  cannot  be 

Sib  CHARLES   W.  DILKE:    They  P»t  >nto  operation  until  the  new  tables 

are  being  made   by  English  military  "^  '**««  ^Z  P^^"  .P'?P"«d  by  the 

officera  on  special  duty.   Colonel  Stewart  Nfiontd  Debt  Commissioners    he  can 

•   ^ »  xufL  inform  the  House  when  these  tables  will 

18  one  of  them.  j^^  ^^^^^  y 

SOUTH  AFRICA -THE  TRANSVAAL-  ^  ^^-  COURTNEY:  Sir,  the  insurance 

HOSTILITIES  BETWEEN  THE  BOERS  *f°^®f.  are  practically  ready.    The  con- 

AND  MONTSIOA  struction  oi  the  annuity  tables  is  delayed 

Mb.    guy    DAWNAY    asked    the  "^tiltbe  results  of  enlarged  experience 

TT  J     a       L         t  at  V^  t     IC    /-(  1  of  the  working  of  the  old  annuities  have 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo-  been  ombodiea  in  new  tables  of  mortality; 

nies.    Whether    he    has  received   any  this  task  can  hardly  be  completed  within 

ofncial  confirmation  of  the  report  that    ^i,^^^  «,^«4.i,o^,^r«t^^  .  ix«fT«««  ««« « 

.,     Ti         1.           Ai.    1    J      J        1  J  xi-  three  months  irom  now  ;  but  1  can  assure 

the  Boers  have  attacked  and  routed  the  ^^^    j.,j^„^  tl^^t  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^ 

Barolong  Chief,  Montsioa  and  have  oc-  J^^^^^^^  delay  in  the  preparation  of  the 
cupied  his  territory ;  whether  Montsioa  4^uigg 
is  the  Chief  who,  during  the  Boer  re- 
volt, by  protecting  British  refugees  and         ^^„„„,    ^-r^r.^ .  r«^^  ^^  ^^^^ 

loyal  Boers,  and  by  giving  his  men  for  ^^L^-^^f  T^Soi'^.^^^J^'* 

n^  as  messengers,  rendered  conspicuous  OFFICERS  TO  THE  SOUDAN. 

service  to  this  Country ;  whether,  if  this  Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Secretary  of 

report  be  true,   such  an  attack  on  a  State  for  War,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 

friendly  Chief   is    consistent  with   the  Government  approve  of  the  action  taken 

loyal   observance,   on  the  part  of  the  by  Sir  A.  Alison  in  sending  three  ofGlcers 

Transvaal  authorities,  of  the  Convention  to  the  Soudan  without  escort ;  what  is  to 

of  August  3rd  1881,  and  with  the  duty  be  the    destination    of   these    officers; 

of  subjects  to  their  Suzerain;  and,  what  what    instructions  have  been  given  to 

steps  Her  Majesty's  Government  intend  these  officers ;  and,  whether  Papers  on 

to  take  in  the  matter.  the  subject  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  No,  Sir ;  Mk.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 

we  have  as  yet  received  no  official  con-  hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  state  that 

firmation  of  the  report  referred  to.     It  Colonel  Stewart  and  three  other  officers 

is  true  that  Montsioa  was  very  friendly  have  been  sent  to  make  inquiry  as  to  the 

to  the  British  during  the  troubles  in  the  present  state  of  affairs  in  the  Soudan. 

Transvaal;  but  I  apprehend  that  love  They   are,  imder  no   circumstances,  to 

of  plunder  and  not  political  feeling  is  assume  to  act  in  any  military  capacity, 

the   motive   power    which  sends  these  I   am   not   aware  that    Sir    Archibald 

Boers  over  the  frontier ;  and  Montsioa  Alison  has  given  them  any  further  in- 

has  no  recognizable  claim  on  the  British  structions ;  but  the  question  of  an  escort 

Government  beyond  that  which  he  has  had  necessarily  to  be  left  to  his  discretion, 

in  common  with  his  neighbours  under  and  I  have  no  reason  to  disapprove  his 
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decision.  I  cannot  say  at  present  whether 
any  Papers  will  be  laid  on  tho  Table. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  what  tho  desti- 
nation of  the  expedition  was.  Was  it 
Khartoum  ? 

Mil.  CHILDER8  :  The  telegram  says 
the  Soudan ;  but  I  presume  it  will  be 
Khartoum. 

EGYPT— ACTION  OF  ITALY. 

Sir  AETHUR  OTWAY  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Aflfairs,  Whether  there  is  any  truth  in 
the  statement  published  in  tho  **  Times" 
of  the  1 3th  instant,  that  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  Egypt  was 
constantly  opposed  by  Signer  Mancini, 
and  also  by  Count  Corti,  the  Italian 
Ambassador  in  Constantinople  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  In  reply 
to  the  first  portion  of  the  hon.  Baronet's 
Question,  I  cannot  do  better  than  refer 
him  specially  to  the  Reports  of  Sir  Alfred 
Paget,  recorded  in  **  Egypt,"  No.  17, 
pages  44,  72,  119,  153,  342,  and  342, 
and  in  **  Egypt,"  No.  18,  pages  19  and 
21.  With  regard  to  the  Italian  Am- 
bassador at  Constantinople,  I  may  add 
that  Lord  Dufferin's  ^l^eports  have  always 
shown  that  the  action  of  Count  Corti 
has  been  of  the  most  friendly  nature. 

INDIA— LIGHTHOUSE  ON  MINIKOI. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  has  been 
decided  to  erect  a  lighthouse  on  Minikoi ; 
and,  if  so,  when  it  may  be  expected  to 
be  available  for  commerce  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  it  has  been  decided  to  erect  a  light- 
house there  under  the  superintendence 
of  the  Corporation  of  Trinity  House. 
The  work  is  to  be  begun  during  the 
present  month  and  pushed  on  without 
delay ;  but  I  cannot  say  at  present  when 
it  will  be  completed. 

EGYPT— SURRENDER  OF  ARABI 
PASHA. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
the  order  for  the  surrender  of  Arabi 
Pacha  to  the  Egyptian  Government  was 
given  before  the  procedure  under  which 
ho  was  to  be  tried  was  arranged  between 
the  English  and  Egyptian  Governments. 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  Yos,  Sir;  the 
order  fur  the  surrender  of  Arabi  was 
g^ven  before  the  procedure  of  the  trial 
was  arranged. 

Mr.  ChihUrs 


ARREARS   OF   RENT  (IRELAND)  ACT- 
THE  HANGING  GALE. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Be- 
cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
What  decision,  if  any,  has  been  arrived 
at  by  the  Irish  Land  Commissioners 
in  reference  to  the  question  connected 
with  the  hanging  gale  provision  of  the 
Arrears  Act,  which  the  Commissioners 
have  reserved  for  decision  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  the  hon. 
Member,  I  presume,  refers  to  an  answer 
of  mine  that  provision  might  possibly  be 
made  for  enabling  tenants  to  lodge 
money  in  Court  in  cases  of  doubt  to 
abide  tho  decision  of  the  case,  and  thai 
the  Land  Commission  had  this  point 
under  their  consideration.  I  can  only 
say  that  up  to  the  present  the  Land 
Commission  are  not  able  to  see  their  way 
to  carry  out  the  suggestion.  Meanwhile, 
they  are  making  every  exertion  to  press 
forward  the  decision  of  the  cases  already 
entered,  and  to  inform  the  tenants  of 
their  rights  and  obligations  under  the 
Act. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  When  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  expect  that  the 
decision  of  the  Land  Commission  Court 
will  be  given  in  this  matter  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  This  is  one  of 
those  cases  in  which  the  Land  Courts 
are  absolutely  responsible,  and  entirely 
divorced  from  the  Executive  Gk>vem- 
ment.  The  case  has  been  laid  before 
them  by  the  Government ;  but  I  cannot 
say  whon  their  final  decision  will  be 
announced.  Communications  of  an  im- 
portant nature  passed  yesterday  between 
London  and  Dublin,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  a  decision  will  be  arrived  at 
with  all  possible  speed. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  As  all  Courts  are  in- 
dependent of  the  Executive  Gt>vemment, 
I  should  like  to  koow  if  the  Executive 
Government,  in  this  case,  have  commu- 
nicated with  the  Land  Oommissioii 
Court  orally  or  by  writing  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  The  origin  of 
the  communications  came  from  a  series 
of  applications  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sion. The  Land  Commission  reported 
to  the  Government  the  difficulties  ia 
which  they  were  placed. 

Mr.  GIBSON  :  In  writing? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  In  writing  cer- 
tainly, and  in  more  writings  than  one, 
and  suggested  several  methods  of  deal- 
ing with  these  difficulties ;  and  the  Oo- 
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vemment,  on  the  initiative  of  the  Land 
Commission,  have  ever  since  been  in 
communication  with  them  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  May  I  ask  if  the  Irish 
Government  also  communicated  in  writ- 
ing? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  That  I  am  un- 
able  to  saj.  I  am  unable  to  say  in 
what    form    the   communications    took 

glace  in  Dublin ;  but  undoubtedly  there 
ave  been  oral  communications. 
Mr.  sexton  :  In  view  of  the  ur- 
gency of  this  matter  and  its  great  im- 
portance to  many  people  in  Ireland,  I 
beg  to  give  Notice  that  on  Friday  I  shall 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  can  communicate  to  the  House  the 
decision  of  the  Land  Commission  ? 
I  IMr.  TREVELYAN :  I  may  say  that 
the  Irish  Executive  are  extremely  sen- 
sible that  they  can  do  nothing  in  tbis 
question  except  to  offer  advice  and  sug- 
gestions. 


EGYPT  (THE  EXPEDITIONAKY  FOROE) 
—THE  REVIEW  IN  ST.  JAMES'S 

PARK. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  of  War,  Whether, 
with  a  view  to  allow  the  public  to  wit- 
ness the  Boyal  Eeview  of  the  Troops 
employed  in  the  Egyptian  warlike  ope- 
rations, it  would  be  possible  to  hold 
it  in  Hyde  Park  instead  of  St.  James's 
Park. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
noble  Lord,  I  have  to  say  that  I  should 
have  been  very  glad  if  it  had  been 
possible  for  Her  Majesty  to  review  the 
troops  in  Hyde  Park;  but,  after  well 
weighing  the  advantages  of,  and  objec- 
tions to,  such  a  review  in  the  middle  of 
November,  I  arrived,  with  regret,  at 
the  conclusion  that  the  objections  pre- 
ponderated. I  am  happy,  however,  to  be 
able  to  say  that  His  Koyal  Highness  the 
Commander-in-Chief  has  proposed  an 
arrangement  under  which  many  hun- 
dred thousand  people  will  be  able  to  see 
the  troops.  After  passing  before  Her 
Majesty  on  the  Horse  Guards  Parade, 
they  will  proceed  by  the  Birdcage  Walk, 
Grosvenor  Place,  Piccadilly,  St.  James's 
Street,  and  Pall  Mall  to  Charing  Cross, 
dispersing  to  their  several  destinations 
there.  This  will  afford  probably  even 
greater  opportunities  for  seeing  the 
troops  than  a  review  in  Hyde  Park. 


EGYPT— EMPLOYMENT  OF  HER 
MAJESTY'S  FORCES. 

MUnSTEBIAL  STATEMENT. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  My  right  hon. 
Friend  opposite  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  two  days 
ago  gave  a  Notice  of  Motion,  in  which 
he  expressed  an  opinion  that  the  House 
ought  to  be  supplied  with  further  infor- 
mation with  respect  to  the  occupation 
of  Egypt  by  a  British  Military  Force. 
Sir,  Her  Majesty's  Government  quite 
agree  in  that  opinion,  and  they  think 
that  the  time  has  come  when  they  may 
state  very  briefly  to  the  House  so  much 
as  it  is  in  their  power  to  state  at  the 
present  moment.  It  will  then  be  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider 
whether  the  statement  is  such  as  he  de- 
sires, or  what  course  he  will  take  with 
respect  to  it.  The  occupation  of  Cairo,  as 
the  House  will  recollect,  took  place  on 
September  14,  and  since  that  time  and 
from  that  time  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  been  sedulously  occupied  in  bring- 
ing away  the  troops  and  matiriel,  which 
had  been  sent  in  large  numbers  and 
large  quantities  to  Egypt,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  such  force  as  appeared  to  be 
necessary  to  be  allowed  to  remain  there 
for  a  certain  time.  The  first  despatch 
of  the  troops  homewards  began  on  Octo- 
ber 4,  and  the  process  of  sending  them 
off  continued  until  November  8,  when 
the  last  departure  took  place.  Within 
that  time  the  maximum  force  we  had  in 
Egypt,  which  I  believe  I  rather  over- 
stated on  a  former  occasion,  and  which 
may  be  taken  as  about  33,000  men,  has 
been  reduced  to  12,000  men.  That 
being  so,  we  have  arrived  at  a  new 
state  of  things,  which  is  essentially  a 

grovisional  state  of  things,  because  we 
ad  no  intention  of  maintaining  such 
a  force  for  any  length  of  time  in 
Egypt. 

Mb.  lewis  :  I  beg  to  rise  to  a  point 
of  Order.  Is  the  House  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  which  is 
a  matter  of  vital  importance  to  the 
country  ?  [CriV*  o/  **  Oh !  "  and  <*  Or- 
der ! "]  If  we  are  to  have  this  state- 
ment, a  Motion  should  be  made  and  the 
House  ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  it.  We  are  now,  I  believe, 
on  the  eve  of  discussing  questions  on  Mo- 
tions for  Adjournment,  and  I  be^  to  call 
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your  attontioTi,    Sir,   to   the  fact   that 
there  is  no  Question  before  the  Chair. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Mr.  Gladstone. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  can  only  say, 
Sir,  that  I  am  acting  as  I  believe  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House,  and  for  the 
purpose  of  conveying  information  with- 
out raising  any  question  at  all ;  but  I 
can  perfectly  conceive  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  may  think  they  ought  to 
take  some  step,  or  no  step — I  do  not 
care  which  it  may  be — in  consequence 
of  what  I  am  about  to  say.  It  may  be 
impossible  for  them  to  take  any  such 
step  to-day ;  but  they  may  take  time 
for  consideration.  As  far  as  regards  the 
announcement  of  the  intention  of  the 
Government,  I  believe  I  am  acting 
strictly  in  conformity  with  precedent  in 
giving  certain  information  to  the  House. 
Well,  Sir,  the  next  step  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  take,  having  ar- 
rived at  this  particular  position,  will  be 
to  form  a  Convention  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt,  and  which  will  have 
reference  to  a  variety  of  details  neces- 
sary to  be  considered  connected  with  the 
temporary  arrangements  for  the  main- 
tenance of  order  and  security  in  that 
country.  Odb  very  important  element 
in  that  Convention — possibly  the  prin- 
cipal one — will  be  with  reference  to  the 
charge  for  the  12,000  men.  We  have 
said  nothing  up  to  the  present  time, 
although  I  do  not  know  that  we  are 
precluded  from  making  the  claim  if  we 
thought  fit  to  do  so,  as  to  the  cost  of 
the  Military  Expedition.  But  when  the 
aim  of  the  Military  Expedition  has  been 
gained,  and  when  the  object  is  the 
maintenance  of  peace  and  security  in 
the  absence  of  a  regular  military  Egyp- 
tian Force,  which  it  will  take  some  time 
to  organize  with  prudence  and  efficiency, 
we  think  that  it  becomes  pretty  obvious 
that  the  question  of  the  charge  ought 
to  be  raised  and  considered  between  tlie 
Egyptian  sind  the  British  Governments, 
and  that  will  be  an  important  subject 
for  the  consideration  of  the  proposed 
Convention.  There  may  be  other  par- 
ticulars with  regard  to  the  time  during 
which  the  present  occupation  may  con- 
tinue. In  this  matter  we  are  fortunate 
in  having  a  precedent  before  us,  al- 
though the  scale  of  operations  was 
much  larger,  which  I  think  in  principle 
is  perfectly  applicable.  It  will  be  re- 
membered that  the  invasion  of  France 
after  the  Battle  of  Waterloo  was  an 


invasion  strictly  analogous  in  principle, 
although  it  was  effected  by  Allied 
Powers,  and  not  a  single  Power;  yet 
it  was  analogous  to  our  entry  into  Egypt 
in  this  cardinal  respect— cardinal  in  re- 
spect to  the  law  of  the  case  that  it 
was  conceived  in  point  of  law  to  be  an 
invasion  for  the  purpose  of  putting  down 
a  rebellious  power  which  had  obtained 
sway  in  the  country,  and  on  behalf  of 
a  Government  which  was  recognized  as 
the  legitimate  Gt>vernment  of  the  coun- 
try by  the  invaders.  On  that  occasion, 
and  in  the  first  instance,  a  Treaty  was 
formed  between  the  Allied  Powers  and 
with  the  Government  of  France,  pro- 
viding for  the  limited  occupation  of 
France — limited  as  to  certain  districts, 
limited  in  a  number  of  particulars  with 
regard  to  the  cost  and  management  of 
the  force,  limited  as  to  the  numbers  of 
the  occupying  force,  and  also  with  re- 
spect to  the  charge  which  was  to  be 
imposed  on  France  in  respect  of  that 
force.  The  principles  of  that  arrange- 
ment were  contained  in  the  principal 
Treaty  between  the  Allied  Powers  and 
France;  and  then,  as  far  as  England 
was  concerned,  a  further  Convention  was 
concluded  in  reference  to  the  principal 
Treaty  on  the  20th  of  November,  1»15 
— the  Battle  of  Waterloo  having  been 
fought  on  the  1 8th  of  June  previously. 
So  much  for  the  practical  nature  of  that 
arrangement — an  arrangement  which, 
although  I  hope  it  is  not  likely  so  many 
points  of  detail  will  have  to  be  consi- 
dered in  the  present  as  in  that  case,  lays 
down  a  precedent  which  may  be  properly 
followed. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE : 
What  is  the  date  of  the  principal 
Treaty  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  date  of  the 
principal  Treaty  is  also  the  20th  of 
November,  1815.  It  is  headed,  "Defi- 
nitive Treaty  between  France  and  the 
Allied  Powers,  signed  at  Paris,  the  20th 
of  November,  1815."  I  am  unable  to 
say  whether  it  was  signed  in  duplicate 
or  in  triplicate,  or  in  a  multiplied  form ; 
but  it  was  only  signed  by  Castlereagh, 
Wellington,  and  Richelieu.  I  am  quot- 
ing from  the  Parliamentary  Debate*  of 
1816.  Then  comes  the  question  of  the 
relations  of  that  occupation  to  Parlia- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site suggests — and  he  is  perfectly  right 
in  his  suggestion — that  the  attention  of 
Parliament  should  be  called  to  this  opera* 
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tion,  and  that  it  should  he  under  the 
control  of  Parliament.  The  course 
taken  in  1816  was  this — that  at  the 
commencement  of  the  ensuing  Session 
the  Estimates  were  presented  ;  and  with 
the  Army  Estimates  of  1816,  which  will 
be  found  in  page  32,  there  is  the  Memo- 
randum— 

"The  troops  stationed  in  France  being  by 
Convention  liable  to  be  maintained  at  the  ex' 
pense  of  that  country,  it  is  not  proposed  to  sub- 
mit to  the  House  of  Commons  any  Vote  on 
nccount  of  the  charges  included  in  the  above 
Estimates." 

I  cannot  say  at  the  present  moment 
that  that  will  afford  an  exact  paral- 
lel for  us  to  follow  on  this  occa- 
sion; but  in  principle  it  affords  a  paral- 
lel, because,  being  a  charge,  we  shall 
submit  that  charge  to  the  House.  And 
although,  on  that  occasion,  no  Estimate  of 
the  charge  was  submitted  to  Parliament, 
yet  the  matter  was  properly  brought 
under  the  control  of  Parliament  by  taking 
a  Vote  for  the  number  of  men,  *'  34,031 
Cavalry  and  Infantry,  stationed  in 
France,"  costing  £1,234,596  13«.  6rf. 
No  Vote,  however,  was  taken  for  the 
cost,  although  the  Estimate  was  laid  be- 
fore Parliament  for  its  information,  as 
provision  had  already  been  made  for  it 
by  the  Treaty.  I  think  that  that  is  all 
that  I  need  state  to  the  House  upon  the 
present  occasion.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
we  shall,  in  the  course  of  the  next  few 
weeks,  proceed  with  the  Convention  in 
this  matter;  and  before  Parliament  meets 
in  the  ensuing  Session  we  shall  be  able 
to  insert  in  the  Estimates  any  particu- 
lars that  may  be  proper  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  Parliament  to  exercise 
its  judgment  upon  the  arrangement 
which  has  been  made.  I  have  not  at- 
tempted, at  this  moment,  to  give  any 
statement  as  to  the  absolute  cost  of  the 
Expedition  down  to  this  time ;  but  that 
belongs  to  an  entirely  different  subject. 
I  hope,  however,  that  in  a  short  time  we 
shall  be  in  a  position  to  give  Parliament 
information  on  that  subject. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE:  I 
understand  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  be  virtually  in  the 
nature  of  an  answer  to  the  Question 
which  I  addressed  to  him  a  few  days 
ago,  and  which  he  promised  to  answer 
to-day.  It  does  seem  to  me  that  the 
House  is  entitled  to  early  and  full  infor- 
mation upon  this  important  question  as 
to  the  employment  of  the  Forces  of  the 

VOI^.  CCL7CXIV.     [tiiird  series.] 


Crown,  and  as  to  the  mode  in  which  the 
expenses  of  those  Forces  are  to  be  inet. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  refers  to  the 
precedent  afforded  by  the  Army  of  Occu- 
pation of  France  in  1815.  It  does  not 
seem  to  me,  I  must  say,  that  the  cases 
are  by  any  means  parallel.  They  are 
not  much  more  parallel  than  the  North- 
western Railway  is  with  the  Great 
Western  Railway.  There  are,  no  doubt, 
some  points  of  analogy  between  them. 
1  rather  think  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  looks  into  the  case  he  will 
see  that  there  was  a  money  Vote  taken 
to  meet  the  possibility  of  the  failure  of 
the  French  contribution.  I  think  that 
he  will  see  that  in  the  Budget  Speech  of  • 
1816  the  matter  was  put  in  this  way— 
that  there  must  be  a  certain  expenditure 
incurred,  but  that  against  it  there  was, 
as  a  set-off,  the  expected  contribution 
from  France,  and  I  rather  think  that  in 
one  of  the  Appropriation  Acts  there  was 
a  sum  of  £200,00(»  inserted  for  the  Army 
of  Occupation.  The  House,  therefore, 
had  the  opportunity  of  being  consulted 
upon  what  had  been  done.  It  will  be 
observed  that  one  great  difference  be- 
tween the  two  cases  is  that  the  occupa- 
tion of  France  was  a  matter  agreed  upon 
in  a  Treaty  to  which  all  the  Powers  who 
had  been  engaged  in  the  war  were 
parties,  and  to  which  France  was  a 
party,  and  in  which  it  was  provided  that 
France  was  to  bear  the  whole  of  the  ex- 
penses. We  have  no  information  of 
that  kind  with  respect  to  Egypt  before 
us,  and  it  would  be  reasonable  that  the 
House  should  be  informed  upon  the 
matter.  I  am  quite  aware  of  the  power 
of  the  Government  to  decline  to  discuss 
this  subject;  but  if  information  of  that 
kind  is  still  withheld,  we  shall  certainly 
feel  it  absolutely  necessary,  when  the 
time  comes  for  taking  the  Vote,  to  ask 
the  House  to  express  its  opinion  upon 
the  subject.  There  may  be  an  opportu- 
nity, before  the  close  of  the  present  year, 
to  discuss  the  matter  of  which  we  shall 
avail  ourselves ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  is 
satisfactory  to  the  people  and  Par- 
liament of  this  country  that  we  should 
be  sitting  here  for  several  weeks  in  the 
autumn,  called  together  at  a  time  when 
these  important  arrangements  are  going 
on,  and  that  we  should  be  denied  an  op- 
portunity of  discussing  them.  In  the 
present  circumstances,  however,  we  can 
do  nothing  but  put  in  our  protest  in 
such  a  form  as  we  may  find  it  ^ssible  tA 
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do,  by  moving  the  adjournment  of  the 
House,  or  taking  any  other  course  that 
may  be  open  to  us.  My  ground  of  protest 
is  this — that  we  were  asked,  in  the  month 
of  August,  to  vote  a  considerable  sum  for 
military  purposes  for  the  next  three 
months.  These  three  months  are  now 
expired,  we  are  aware  that  considerable 
expenditure  is  going  on,  and  that  that 
expenditure  is  not  of  the  same  character 
as  that  for  which  the  Vote  was  taken  in 
August ;  and,  therefore,  we  have  a  right 
to  complain  that  we  are  not  informed 
more  fully  than  we  have  been  as  to  the 

.  purpose  for  which  that  money  is  re- 
quired. Financially,  I  must  say  that, 
looking  at  the  extremely  rigorous  doc- 
trines which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
used  to  lay  down  if  we  did  not  give  Par- 
liament the  fullest  information  as  to  any 
expenditure  we  had  reason  to  expect  we 

.  should  incur,  I  am  surprised  that  so 
much  greater  latitude  is  now  claimed 
for  the  benches  on  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  sits. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  That  is  not  the 
question. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  No ; 
but  I  am  protesting  against  the  course 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
taken  in  this  matter.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  g^vo  me  a  proper  oppor- 
tunity, I  will  not  further  pursue  this 
subject  now.  I  merely  wish  to  say  that 
both  upon  this  and  the  other  matter 
referred  to  yesterday,  upon  the  Motion 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  King's  Lynn  (Mr.  Bourke),  we  are 
dissatisfied,  and  very  seriously  so,  with 
the  course  which  the  Government  have 
taken.  I  think  that  great  misfortunes 
may  result  from  the  reticence  practised 
by  the  Government ;  and,  reserving  for 
ourselves  entire  liberty  to  deal  with  this 
question  as  opportunity  may  occur,  we 
are  content  simply  to  record  our  pro- 
test against  the  silence  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

NOTICE   OF  MOTION, 


MR.  PARNELL,  M.P.,  &c.   (RELEASE 
FROM  KILMAINHAM). 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE  gave  Notice  that 
he  would  on  Thursday  move — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
.amuigement,  commonly  cs^ed  the  'Eilmain- 


Sir  Stafford  Norlhoote 


ham  Treaty/  was  alleged  to  have  come  into 
existence,  and  to  report  to  the  House  how  far 
the  stipulations  and  conditions  involved  in  such 
arrangement,  if  it  should  be  proved  to  eziit, 
were  in  accordance  with  public  policy,  and  the 
interests  of  peace  in  Ireland." 

He  put  the  Motion  down  for  Thunday, 
because  he  understood  from  what  passed 
between  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
himself  that  it  was  to  be  taken  as  an 
unopposed  Return.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wished  to  make  any  altera- 
tion in  the  terms  of  the  Resolution  he 
should  be  happy  to  postpone  the  Notice 
till  Monday. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  not  possible 
for  me  to  agpree  to  any  terms  such  as 
those  read  out  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
because  he  speaks  of  an  arrangement 
commonly  called  the  '*  Kilmainham 
Treaty."  It  looks  as  if  those  words 
were  put  into  the  Motion  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  it  opposed. 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE :  It  is  strictly  be- 
cause the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he 
would  allow  the  arrangement  which  he 
referred  to  as  having  been  called  the 
"  Kilmainham  Treaty  "  to  be  inquired 
into  that  I  gave  Notice  of  the  Motion  in 
these  terms. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  never  recog- 
nized its  being  called  the  "  Elilmainham 
Treaty."  It  is,  indeed,  assumed  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  and  others  who  think 
with  him  that  there  is  such  a  Treaty. 
But  if  there  is  no  Treaty,  as  I  assert, 
why  should  this  term  be  introduced  into 
the  Motion  ? 

Mr.  DODDS  :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  I  shall  oppose  the  Motion. 

Subsequently, 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  beg  to  ask  whether  the  Prime  Minister 
will  consent  to  any  form,  and,  if  so, 
what  form,  of  Motion  for  the  inquiry 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  chal- 
lenged last  night,  which  he  severely 
denounced  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J. 
R.  Yorke)  for  endeavouring  to  shrink 
from,  but  from  which  it  appears  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  is  now 
anxious  to  back  out  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Unless  thenoUe 
Lord  removes  from  the  Question  the 
concluding  words  of  it,  I  decline  to 
answer 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  can  assure  the  Prime  Minister  that  if 
he  attached  any  offensive  sense  to  these 
words,  nothing  I  used  waa  meant  in  an 
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offensive  sense.  I  withdraw  them.  I 
did  not  mean  anything  offensive;  but 
those  words  are  continually  used  by  the 
Government.  But  I  will  substitute  any 
other  words  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
suggests. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  it  would 
be  very  unwise  on  my  part  to  draw  a 
form  of  words  for  the  noble  Lord.  What 
I  referred  to  last  night  was  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  consent  to 
an  inquiry  into  an  arrangement  de- 
scribed by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  as  "  a 
most  disgraceful  transaction.''  I  conclude 
there  will  be  no  difficulty  in  designating 
a  form  of  words  referring  to  that  sub- 
ject sufficiently  indicating  it,  which,  at 
the  same  time,  shall  not  contain  any 
assumption  of  a  nature  that  is  not 
possible  for  us  to  admit.  That  is  not 
an  unreasonable  limit  to  lay  down ;  and 
the  hon.  Member,  if  he  takes  a  little 
time  to  consider  it,  will  have  no  diffi- 
culty in  finding  proper  words. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether,  in  the  event 
of  opposition  to  the  Motion  of  which 
Notice  had  been  given,  he  would  take 
care  that  proper  facilities  for  bringing 
the  subject  forward  should  be  given  to 
his  hon.  Friend  ? 

Mr.  MAGFAELANE  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  usual  or  in  Order  for  an 
hon.  Member  to  move  for  a  Treaty,  the 
existence  of  which  had  been  uniformly 
denied? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would  ad- 
here to  the  spirit  and  letter  of  what  he 
stated  last  night,  and  thought  it  best  to 
defer  giving  a  precise  answer  to  the 
Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  J.  Lowther)  until  an  Amendment 
to  the  proposed  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  should  have  been 
placed  on  the  Notice  Paper. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  explained  that 
he  had  in  view  the  Notice  given  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds), 
to  the  effect  that  he  would  oppose 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Gloucestershire  (Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke). 
That  Notice  would  subject  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  Half-past  Twelve 
o'clock  Rule.  He  wanted  to  know  whether, 
in  the  event  of  his  hon.  Friend's  Notice 
bein^  amended  in  such  a  way  as  to  com- 
mand the  Prime  Minister's  approval, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  make 
arrangements  by  which  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  would  escape  the  opera- 


tion of  the  Half-past  Twelve  o'clock 
Rule. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  thought  that  the 
words  which  he  had  used  on  Monday 
ought  to  have  made  it  clear  that  he 
would  act  in  the  manner  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  desire 
that  he  should  act.  But  as  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
concerned  with  a  double  contingency — 
namely,  an  amended  form  of  Notice 
and  an  opposition  which  might  not  be 
offered,  he  must  decline  to  discuss  the 
matter    any    further    on    fhe    present 

OCCCLBIOU 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked  why, 
if  Her  Majesty's  Government  were  fol- 
lowing the  precedent  of  1815  as  to  the 
cost  of  the  occupation  of  Egypt,  they 
did  not  also  follow  that  precedent  in 
their  treatment  of  the  leader  of  the 
military  movement  which  they  had 
suppressed  ? 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  that,  as  the 
Prime  Minister  had  stated  that  in  the 
case  of  the  French  War  a  Treaty  was 
framed  with  France  in  regard  to  the 
occupation  of  the  country,  he  should  like 
to  know  whether  there  had,  up  to  the 
present  time,  been  any  Treaty,  Conven- 
tion, or  Agreement  between  England  and 
Egjpt  in  regard  to  the  occupation  of 
Egypt  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  No,  Sir ;  none 
whatever.  Our  first  duty  in  our  view 
when  we  had  33,000  men  in  Egypt,  who 
had  accomplished  their  work  as  an  army, 
was  to  get  as  many  as  we  could  out  of 
that  country,  in  order  to  relieve  this 
country  from  the  heavy  charge  of  con- 
tinued occupation.  That  is  a  very 
arduous  work,  it  has  been  rapidly  per- 
formed, as  I  think,  and  it  was  concluded 
for  the  present  on  the  8th  of  November 
last,  or  just  six  days  ago.  Now  it  is 
our  duty  to  proceed  to  the  next  stage  \ 
but  we  have  yet  no  Convention  of  any 
kind  existing  between  us  and  Egypt— 
certainly  not  of  the  kind  that  existed 
between  this  country  and  France. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said  that  at  the  end  of 
July  they  had  a  very  important  dis- 
cussion as  to  the  portion  of  the  expense 
to  be  paid  by  India,  when  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  laid  down  the  principle 
that  India  should  pay  her  portion.  Three 
months  had  since  elapsed,  and  a  very 
important  despatch  had  come  from  India. 
He  would,  therefore,  ask  whether  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  would  tMV  \Jcl^ 
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House  within  a  reasonable  time — say, 
a  fortnight  before  the  end  of  the  Session 
— what  was  the  determination  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  as  to  the  pro- 
portion of  charp^e  between  India  and 
this  country  to  be  paid  for  the  Indian 
troops  engaged  in  the  Expedition  to 
Egypt? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  it  is  only 
within  the  last  few  days  that  we  have 
received  anything  like  a  near  estimate 
of  the  actual  or  probable  cost  of  the 
Indian  troops.  The  estimate  which  was 
made  in  the  summer  has  been  subjected 
to  a  good  deal  of  reconsideration.  We 
shall  have  to  compare  that  with  similar 
estimates  to  be  formed  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  and  the  Admiralty 
before  we  can  arrive  at  a  conclusion 
upon  the  subject;  but  I  think  I  may 
give  every  reasonable  hope  that  within 
the  time  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  names 
before  the  Prorogation  we  shall  be  able 
to  make  a  communication  on  the  subject 
substantially  corresponding  to  what  ho 
describes. 

Mr.  BOUEKE  said,  he  thought  there 
was  another  Question  they  might  ask, 
and  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  be  able  to  answer.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  of  a  Con- 
vention. Would  that  Convention  belaid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  this  Ses- 
sion, and  would  it  have  reference  to  any 
other  matter  than  the  expense  of  the 
troops  ?  Would  it  refer  to  anything  con- 
nected with  the  Suez  Canal,  and  was  it 
intended  to  enter  into  a  Convention  or 
Treaty  with  any  other  Power  but  Egjrpt 
with  respect  to  the  future  government  of 
that  country  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  very  sanguine  if  he 
thinks  I  can  answer  the  whole  of  these 
Questions.  I  cannot  even  answer  the 
first  beyond  giving  him  an  affirmative 
answer  in  principle.  He  wishes  to  know 
whether  the  Convention  when  concluded 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
during  the  present  Session  ?  Well,  the 
first  question  is  how  long  will  it  take  to 
conclude  the  Convention,  and  that  I 
should  hope  would  be  a  short  time.  At 
the  same  time,  I  cannot  say,  consider- 
ing that  we  have  only  ended  bringing 
away  troops  six  days  ago,  that  we  are  yet 
definitively  prepared  to  conclude  a  Con- 
Tention.  The  draft  of  it  is  in  prepara- 
tion, but  it  has  not  yet  been  definitively 
prepared.    However,  I  do  not  anticipate 


that  that  will  be  a  very  complex  matter, 
or  will  take  a  very  long  time,  and  there 
can  be  no  doubt  it  will  be  presented  to 
Parliament  when  concluded.  Whether 
it  will  bo  presented  during  the  present 
Session  must  depend  upon  the  length  of 
the  present  Session,  and  upon  that  sub- 
ject it  is  for  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
to  ask  themselves  how  long  it  will  be 
rather  than  for  us  to  say. 

Coi/)NEL  STANLEY :  Do  we  under- 
stand the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rightly 
in  saying  that  a  force  of  12,000  men  will 
be  left  in  Egypt ;  and,  if  so,  may  I  ask 
whether  it  is  intended  to  vote  this  num- 
ber as  additional  to  those  nominally 
voted  for  the  ordinary  service  in  this 
country  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  No,  Sir ;  I  think 
not.  I  do  not  think  the  way  would  be 
to  vote  them  as  additional.  At  the  same 
time,  that  is  a  question  which  evidently 
enters  into  the  preparation  of  the  Esti- 
mates for  the  ensuing  year,  and  to  which 
no  complete  answer  could  be  given  at 
this  moment ;  but  I  do  believe  that  even 
then  we  would  put  them  in  as  additional. 
I  ought  to  have  gone  a  little  further  in 
my  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  King's  Lynn  (Mr.  Bourke), 
and  said  that  the  Convention  of  which  I 
have  been  speaking  will  be  confined  to 
the  subject  of  the  military  occupation. 
It  will  not  be  a  Convention  including 
other  matters,  nor  are  the  Government 
yet  in  a  condition  to  say  whether  any 
other  Convention  with  Egypt  will  be 
requisite. 

Mr.  B  0  U  R  K  E  :  Or  with  other 
Powers  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Or  with  other 
Powers. 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  :  May  I  ask  whe- 
ther, in  any  Convention  with  Egypt,  that 
country  will  bear  any  portion  of  the  ex- 
pense of  the  late  War,  or  the  expenses 
of  the  occupation  previous  to  the  signing 
of  the  Convention  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  The  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  involves  an  assumption 
of  some  date.  The  date  for  which  the 
Convention  would  run  would  have  to  be 
considered  and  to  be  fixed  probably  upon 
the  spot.  Substantially,  I  understand 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  mean  to  ask  me 
whether  we  intend  to  ask  Egypt  for  the 
expenses  of  the  War,  or  a  portion  of  the 
expenses  of  the  War.  I  have  stated  with 
regard  to  that  subject  all  that  we  can 
state.    We  have  made  no  mention  of 
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that  question,  and  no  claim  upon  Eg3rpt 
for  that  purpose.  I  do  not  know  that 
it  would  be  right  in  us  absolutely  to 
preclude  the  exercise  of  the  discretion 
of  Parliament  with  regard  to  it ;  but 
we  have  made  no  claim  of  that  kind. 
T  may,  perhaps,  say,  though  I  would 
rather  have  had  my  attention  called  to 
it  by  regular  Notice,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  no  intention  —  have 
not  arrived  at  any  decision — that  it  would 
be  desirable  that  any  such  claim  should 
be  made. 

Mr.  salt  said,  speaking  under  cor- 
rection, that  he  had  a  suspicion  that  the 
expenditure  now  going  on  with  regard 
to  Egypt  beyond  the  total  sum  voted 
in  July  last  was  contrary  to  the  terms  of 
the  Appropriation  Act.  He  did  not  wish 
to  press  that  too  far,  because  in  difficult 
times,  either  of  war  or  of  the  occupation 
of  a  country,  it  was  absolutely  impossible 
to  keep  the  expenditure  strictly  within 
the  letter  of  tho  law.  At  the  same  time, 
it  was  most  important  that  any  departure 
should  be  at  all  times  and  on  all  occa- 
sions as  small  as  possible.  [6V»>«  of 
'*  Order !  "]  The  House  happened,  per- 
haps by  a  fortunate  accident,  to  be  sitting 
now  ;  and  there  appeared  to  be,  accord- 
ing to  law,  a  recognized  opportunity  for 
asking  for  Votes  of  Credit  should  occa- 
sion arise.  Now,  he  wanted  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  kind  enough  to  toll  the  House  some- 
what more  definitively  on  what  day  he 
would  be  able  to  give  information  to 
the  House  on  a  question  of  such  great 
importance  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  am  neces- 
sarily dependent  for  my  power  of  an- 
swering that  Question  upon  intelligence 
which  I  have  not  yet  had  from  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  Childers)  and  my  noble  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (the 
Earl  of  Northbrook).  If  my  hon. 
Friend  will  bear  in  mind  that  only  six 
days  have  elapsed  since  we  brought 
away  the  latest  detachment  of  troops 
from  Egypt,  which  must  necessarily  be 
made  the  basis  of  arriving  at  this  calcu- 
lation, he  will  see  that  no  time  has 
elapsed  which  could  possibly  have  en- 
abled us  to  make  the  calculation.  At 
the  earliest  possible  moment  I  am  sup- 
plied with  the  information  I  shall  be 
glad  to  furnish  it  to  the  House. 

Mr.  salt  said,  he  would  ask  a  Ques- 
tion on  the  subject  on  Monday. 


PARLIAMENTARY    OATH    (MR. 
BRADLAUGH). 

Viscount  SANDON  asked  the  hon. 
Member  forNorthampton  whenhe  should 
proceed  with  the  Motion  affecting  his 
Colleague  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  ?  Would  he 
wait  till  the  end  of  the  Eesolutions,  or 
when? 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  he 
should  proceed  with  it  whenever  the 
Prime  Minister  might  find  it  convenient 
to  give  him  a  day. 

ORDER     OF    THE    DAY. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE-THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE—SECOND RULE  (MOTIONS 
FOR  ADJOURNMENT  BEFORE  PUBLIC 
BUSINESS). 

[adjoukned    debate.]     [tweitty- 

first  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  (Question  [13th  November], 
as  amended, 

**  That  no  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of 
the  House  shall  he  made  until  all  the  Questions 
on  tho  Notice  Paper  have  heen  disposed  of,  and 
no  such  Motion  shall  he  made  hefore  the  Orders 
of  tho  Day,  or  Notices  of  Motions  have  been 
entered  upon,  except  by  leave  of  the  House ; 
the  granting  of  such  leave,  if  disputed,  being 
determined  upon  Question  put  forthwith ;  but 
no  Division  shall  be  taken  thereupon  unless 
demanded  by  forty  Members  rising  in  their 
places,  nor  until  after  the  Questions  on  the 
Notice  Paper  have  been  disposed  of.*' — (itfir. 
Qladttone.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again 
proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  rose  to  move  an  Amendment, 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Qorst), 
by  which  it  was  proposed  to  allow  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  to  be  moved 
without  leave  before  the  consideration 
of  the  Orders  of  the  Day  on  the  occasion 
of  any  statement  other  than  an  answer 
to  a  Question  being  made  by  any  Mem- 
ber. Statements  containiDg  controversial 
matter  were  often  made  at  an  early  hour 
in  the  afternoon,  and  if  the  Resolution 
were  passed  in  its  present  form  it  would 
in  future  be  impossible  to  comment  upon 
them.  They  had  had  a  Ministerial  state- 
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ment  that  very  evening  which  furnished 
ground  for  a  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
and,  if  such  a  Motion  had  been  made 
by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  the 
Prime  Minister  would  allow  that  the 
course  thus  taken  would  have  been  quite 
justifiable.  Then  they  had  heard  state- 
ments from  Ministers  on  their  resigna- 
tion of  Office.  Hon.  Members  would 
recollect  cases  in  point  which  had 
occurred  recently,  as,  for  instance,  when 
the  Prime  Minister,  in  August  last, 
said  that  if  a  certain  Amendment  on  the 
Coercion  Bill  was  not  carried  ^e  would 
resign.  [Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.] 
Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  if  the  Amendment  was  not  adopted 
he  would  reconsider  his  position,  and 
that  was  generally  understood  to  mean 
resignation  ;  and  when  the  Amendment 
was  rejected  the  right  hon.  Gentlenian 
made  a  statement.  Debate  might  well 
have  been  initiated  on  that  occasion  by 
a  Motion  for  Adjournment ;  and  some 
Members  on  his  side  of  the  House  were, 
in  fact,  disappointed  that  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  refrained  from  initiating 
debate  on  that  occasion.  When  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Mr.  John  Bright)  resigned  Office,  they 
had  also  heard  a  statement  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  introduced  much 
controversial  matter,  such  as  the  moral 
law.  Again,  on  that  occasion,  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  might  have  initiated 
debate  by  a  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
and  again  were  they  a  little  disappointed 
that  he  did  not  do  so.  It  was  obviously 
right  that,  on  all  such  occasions,  any 
Member  should  be  able  to  comment 
upon  a  Minister's  statement.  In  1873, 
one  of  the  most  important  debates  of 
the  time  was  based  upon  a  statement 
made  by  Mr.  Disraeli.  If  the  Rule  were 
agreed  to  unamended.  Ministers'  state- 
ments would  appear  in  the  newspapers 
in  the  morning  uncontradicted  and  not 
commented  upon,  and  for  that  reason  he 
begged  to  submit  this  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  3,  after  the  word  "  upon,'*  to  insert 
the  words  **  unless  any  ^lomher  shall,  by  leave 
of  the  House,  have  made  any  statement  other 
than  an  answer  to  a  Question." — (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
the  House  was  losing  all  confidence  in 
itself,  for  it  seemed  to  be  assumed  that 
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in  future  on  all  kinds  of  proposals  which 
had  no  ground  of  reason  to  support 
them  the  majority  would  act  unreason- 
ably and  wrongly.  He,  however,  pre- 
ferred to  assume  that  the  House  in 
general  would  act  reasonably.  At  the 
same  time,  while  his  experience  taught 
him  that  majorities  would  act  reason- 
ably, it  also  taught  him  that  there  might 
be  a  few  Members  who  would  act  un- 
reasonably. A  Member  of  the  House 
not  unfrequently  contrived  to  make  a 
statement  before  he  was  interrupted  by 
the  Speaker,  which  statement  he  would 
have  made  by  leave  of  the  House  be- 
cause he  had  not  been  interrupted,  and 
which,  at  the  same  time,  under  this  pro- 
posal, would  utterly  nullify  the  applica- 
tion of  the  Eesolution.  The  noble  Lord 
said  there  was  an  usage  according  to 
which  Ministers  were  allowed — nay, 
even  encouraged — to  ^ive  information 
to  the  House.  That  being  so,  it  was 
certainly  right  that  after  a  Ministerial 
Statement  there  should  be  a  power  of 
commenting  upon  it,  and  he  should  say 
that  that  power  would  always  be  given 
by  leave  of  the  House.  He  was  still  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  best  to  rely  on 
the  majority  of  the  House ;  but  tiiere 
was  apparently  a'  strong  desire  on  the 
part  of  many  Members  that  the  power 
of  moving  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  should  be  given  to  a  certain  num- 
ber of  Members  independently  of  the 
majority.  The  two  cases  that  had  been 
mentioned,  of  statements  by  Ministers 
on  matters  of  public  importance  and 
announcements  of  resignation,  stood  by 
themselves,  and  he  believed  that  ample 
provision  would  be  made  for  them  oy 
other  methods.  He  hoped,  then,  that 
the  Amendment  would  not  be  pressed. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  such  an 
arbitrary  power  as  was  given  by  the 
Besolution  before  the  House  was  not  a 
safe  possession  for  any  body  of  men, 
for  they  were  all  likely  to  use  it  harshly 
and  unwisely  ;  and  if  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter meant  that  the  minority  was  losing 
faith  in  the  majority,  he  was  afraid  they 
would  have  to  admit  that  it  was  per- 
fectly true.  Nothing  could  be  more 
reasonable  than  the  Amendment.  As 
the  noble  Lord  had  pointed  out,  the 
usage  of  the  House  enabled  any  hon. 
Member  to  make  a  personal  explanation, 
and  permitted  a  retiring  Minister  to  an- 
nounce his  resignation,  and  an  actual 
Minister  to  make  statements  on  import- 
ant public  affairs.    This  being  so,  what 
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could  be  more  desirable  than  that,  with 
proper  limitatione,  the  House  at  large 
should  be  able  to  comment  on  the  state- 
ments thus  made  ?  That  very  evening, 
when  the  Prime  Minister  made  a  state- 
ment on  Egyptian  affairs,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derry  (Mr.  Lewis)  rose  to 
Order,  but  was  ignored  by  the  Speaker ; 
and  the  Prime  Minister  made  an  im- 
portant statement,  on  which  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  and  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man behind  the  right  hon.  Baronet  pro- 
ceeded to  comment.  That  was  to  some 
extent  irregular,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  privilege  of  taking  part  in  these 
irregular  discussions  could  not  very  well 
be  oon6ned  to  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Front  Benches.  If  the  precedent 
created  to-day  was  followed,  the  result 
would  bo  that  at  any  time  the  Prime 
Minister  might  riee  and  develop  his 
views  before  the  country  on  a  question 
of  the  first  importance.  The  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  might  follow  him,  and  the 
Irish  Party  and  all  other  independent 
sections  of  the  House  would  bo  shut  out 
from  making  any  observations  whatever. 
That,  certainly,  was  a  most  drastic  ap- 
plication of  the  gag ;  and  unless  this 
extremely  dangerous  power  was  to  be 
expressly  reserved  to  two  Gentlemen, 
one  of  whom  was  the  Prime  Minister 
and  the  other  of  whom  had  been  Prime 
Minister,  he  could  not  say  what  argu- 
ment could  be  advanced  against  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
the  House  was  discussing  the  Amend- 
ment under  a  great  disadvantage,  as 
there  were  no  subsequent  stages  of  the 
Resolution  on  which  the  question  could 
be  reconsidered.  The  Besolution,  once 
passed,  became  the  law  of  Parliament, 
and  the  House  was  invited  immediately 
to  repose  unlimited  confidence  in  the 
tender  mercies  of  the  Government,  and, 
on  the  withdrawal  of  the  Amendment, 
to  accept  any  substitute  for  it  that  might 
occur  to  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Treasury  Bench.  He  wished  that  the 
Government,  when  they  were  inclined 
to  make  concessions,  would  at  once  tell 
the  House  bluntly  and  plainly  what 
those  concessions  were,  and  so  save  hours 
and  hours  of  futile  debate.  Last  night, 
for  instance,  the  2nd  Kesolution  might 
probably  have  been  got  through  at  an 
early  hour  if  only  the  Government  had 
made  up  their  minds  as  to  the  conces- 
sions that  they  were  prepared  to  make 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 


(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler).  As  things  were, 
he  had  no  confidence  as  to  how  the  mat- 
ter would  be  settled  if  the  present 
Amendment  were  rejected,  and  he  should 
therefore  vote  for  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  urged  that  the  House 
should  have  confidence  in  itself,  and 
should  feel  assured  that  debate  would 
never  be  stopped  on  legitimate  occasions. 
He  confessed  that  he  felt  no  such  confi- 
dence, considering  what  had  just  hap- 
pened. That  evening,  as  had  been 
already  pointed  out,  two  important 
speeches  had  been  delivered  by  Minis- 
ters or  ex- Ministers ;  but  there  were 
Questions  which  private  Members  wished 
to  put,  and  one  of  them  was  a  ques- 
tion of  great  consequence  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Salt), 
a  Gentleman  who  seldom  addressed  the 
House,  and  never  without  having  some- 
thing to  say.  The  hon.  Member  was 
about  to  ask  a  Question  as  to  finance, 
and  had  scarcely  opened  his  lips  when 
he  was  met  with  a  howl  from  the  Libe- 
ral Benches  below  the  Gangway,  where 
sat  the  professed  economists  of  the 
House.  Judging  from  that  incident,  he 
thought  that  when  these  stringent  Bules 
were  passed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
predictions  as  to  the  fairness  of  the 
House  would  probably  be  falsified,  and 
that  on  future  occasions  hon.  Members 
desiring  to  address  the  House  would  not 
meet  with  the  toleration  so  confidently 
expected  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  so  little  approved  by  many  of  his 
supporters.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  perfectly  jubti- 
fied  in  pressing  his  Amendment. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  said,  he 
thought  the  noble  Lord  had  very  much 
misapprehended  what  the  Prime  Minister 
had  said.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  spoken  of  any  future  stages  of 
the  Besolution,  but  had  meant  that  the 
moment  had  not  yet  arrived  for  discuss- 
ing the  limitations  subject  to  which 
Motions' for  Adjournment  were  to  be 
permitted.  There  were  several  pro- 
posals before  the  House  as  to  the  number 
of  Members  by  whom  such  Motions 
should  appear  to  be  supported  ;  and  the 
argument  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
that,  whatever  figure  might  be  choBen, 
the  requisite  number  might  be  relied 
upon  to  support  the  Motion  on  every 
important  occasion.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  not  correctly 
described  the  course  taken  that  evening 
as  a  precedent.  Statem«vi\»V3'^&As^s^«t^'» 
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"without  any  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  House,  had  always  been  common 
enough ;  and  it  was  open  to  any  hon. 
Member,  by  moving  the  adjournment, 
to  raise  a  discussion. 

Mr.  sexton  :  What  was  novel  was 
the  fact  that  not  one,  but  two  speeches 
were  made. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said,  he 
believed  that  the   Loader  of   the   Op- 
position had  often  followed  the  Minister 
by  the  courtesy  of  the  House,  and  with- 
out any  Motion  being  made.     In  the 
present  case,  the  Prime  Minister  had 
seemed  to  indicate  at  the  beginning  of 
his  speech  that,  in  his  opinion,  such  a 
Motion  might  reasonably  be  made,  and 
had  suggested  that  the  occasion  was  one 
of  those  contemplated  by  the  Govern- 
ment,   when   any   requisite   number  of 
Members  would  rise  in  their  places  to 
support  the  Motion.      But    the  noble 
Lord's  Amendment  went  further  than 
that.     He  had  always  felt  it  would  be 
well  if  they   could  get   the    power  of 
adjournment  in  the  hands  of  some  re- 
sponsible person  who  would  not  abuse 
it ;    but  it   was   extremely   diflicult  to 
arrive  at  such  a  definition.     The  Amend- 
ment spoke  of  any  Member  who  might 
have  made  a  statement  by  leave  of  the 
House,  and  was  not  restricted  to  a  state- 
ment on  matters  of  the  first  importance 
like  a  Ministerial   Statement ;    it   was 
quite  plain  it  was  capable  of  a  much 
wider  application.     Personal  statements 
were  the  kind  of  statements   that  the 
House  did  not  wish  to  have  debated. 
They  might  relate  to  matters  on  which 
it  was  not    desirable    that   any   other 
Member  should  be  heard.  If  the  Amend- 
ment were  accepted,  the  House  would  be 
in  the  hands  of  two  or  three  Members 
who  might  desire,   against  the  wish  of 
the  whole  body,  to  carry  on  a  discussion 
on  a  personal  incident.     Therefore,  the 
Amendment    was    far    too    wide,    and 
covered  much  more  than  the  ground  on 
which  the  Mover  relied.     The  object  of 
the  Eule  was  to  limit  Motions  for  Ad- 
journment, because  they  had  been  too 
numerous ;    and  the   House  must  take 
care  that  they  did  not,  by  regulation, 
increase  the  number.     It  was  easy,  when 
you  began  to  regulate,  to  makeEules 
that  might  be  too  wide. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  said, 
that  when  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  John 
Manners)  observed  that  no  opportunity 
would  be  given  for  considering  questions 
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not  dealt  with  now  he  referred  to  what 
he  thought  an  unfortunate  omiasion  on 
the  part  of  the  Prime  Minister  in  not 
having  g^ven  a  general  view   of   the 
Amendments    which    the    Gt)yemment 
were  prepared  to  consent  to.     If  they 
had  had  such  a  general  view,  much  diffi- 
culty might  have  been  avoided ;  but  they 
had  not,  and  therefore  they  were  obliged 
to  go  on  with  the  Eule,  and  to  propose 
Amendments  as  the  points  arose.     Un- 
doubtedly the  Prime  Minister  had  said 
that  some  kind  of  modification  would  be 
introduced  into  the  Eesolution,  which 
would  enable  some  number  of  Members 
— 40,  50,  or  60 — to  call  for  a  Motion  for 
Adjournment.      But  that  did  not  meet 
cases  as  they  arose,  and  he  thought  it 
should  not  depend  on  the  will  of  40  or  60 
Members;  but  there  should  be  some  Eule 
laid  down,  fixed  in    its  character  and 
operation,  to  regulate  Motions  for  Ad- 
journment.    As  to  the  observation  that 
it  might  be  taken  advantage  of  by  any 
Member  to  make  a  statement,  he  must 
point  out  that  the  Amendment  was  con- 
fined to  the  case  in  which  a  Member 
should  have  the  leave  of  the  House  to 
make  a  statement.     The  House  would 
always  have  it  in  its  power  to  prevent 
anyone  making  a  statement  which  would 
lead  to   an  answer,  for,  if  the  House 
objected,  the  Member  would  have  to  sit 
down.     It  had  beeu  said  that  if  state- 
ments had  been  made  that  called  for 
answer,  there  was  the  power  of  moving 
the  adjournment  of  the  House ;  but  that 
was  going  to  be  taken  away,  and  the 
circumstances  rendered  it  necessary  for 
them,  to  consider  how  much  of  the  privi- 
lege was  to  be  preserved.     It  was  clear 
there  must  be  some  qualification.     The 
proposal  made  in  the  Amendment  was 
very  much  to  the  point,  because  it  exaotly 
touched  the  sort  of  cases  which  would 
not  be  touched  otherwise.     It  would  not 
bo  open  to  abuse,  because  there  were 
two  guards  against  it.     One  was  that 
the   House  might  object  to  a  statement 
being  proceeded  with;  and  the  other  was 
that,  under  the  Eule  already  passed,  the 
cldture  might  be  enforced.     Indulgence 
was   necessarily   given    to   a    Minister 
making  a  statement ;  very  often  a  state- 
ment of  an  important  character  might 
demand  discussion ;  and  he  did  not  see 
why  40  Members  should  bo  required  to 
express  that  opinion.     The  Amendment 
embodied  a  practical  suggestion,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  adopt  it. 
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Mb.  lewis  said,  the  only  object  he 
had  in  view  earlier  in  the  evening  in 
oalling  the  Prime  Minister  to  Order  was 
to  draw  attention  to  the  working  of  this 
Hule.  According  to  old  usage,  the  Prime 
Minister  made  a  statement,  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  followed,  and  no  fur- 
ther discussion  was  allowed.  It  seemed 
that  all  their  privileges  were  to  be  sacri- 
ficed to  the  two  Front  Benches  ;  and  this 
was  a  point  that  must  be  considered. 
What  chance  had  any  independent  Mem- 
ber of  being  heard  ?  All  the  long 
speeches  came  from  the  two  Front  Benches 
— from  those  who  were  in  OfRce,  and 
those  who  had  been.  The  greater  part 
of  the  time  of  the  House  in  a  big  de- 
bate, and  all  the  best  hours  of  the 
evening,  were  taken  up  by  the  Front 
Benches.  As  to  Members  moving  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  that  was  the 
very  power  that  was  to  be  taken  away. 
Independent  Members  were  to  be  bound 
hand  and  foot,  and  were  to  have  no  power 
of  doing  anything.  Supposing  Joseph 
Hume  had  been  present  that  evening, 
would  he  not  have  had  something  to  say 
on  the  financial  aspect  of  the  Egyptian 
Question  ?  He  knew  that  Hume  had  some 
bastard  imitators  in  the  House,  though 
at  present  he  did  not  know  exactly  where 
they  were  to  be  found,  for  since  the 
Liberal  Government  came  into  power 
they  had  thrown  off  the  mantle  and  put 
on  the  mask.  The  advocates  of  economy 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  had  dis- 
appeared from  the  debates  in  Supply, 
and  they  would  take  care  to  be  silent  so 
long  as  their  Party  was  in  Office.  The 
House  was  being  bound  to  the  coat  tails 
of  the  two  Front  Benches,  and  when  their 
occupants  had  spoken,  they  would  say — 
"We  have  had  enough;  the  rest  may 
go  out-of-doors  to  speak."  Some  per- 
sonal statements  which  had  been  made 
in  the  House  had  been  connected  with 
grave  questions  of  public  policy.  He 
remembered  statements  being  made  by 
Mr.  Henley  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Walpole) — whose  presence  in 
that  House  they  were  about  to  lose — 
on  their  retirement  from  Lord  Derby's 
Ministry  in  1858 ;  and  these  involved 
the  gravest  questions  of  public  policy 
relating  to  the  representation  of  the 
people  and  the  course  to  be  taken  by  the 
Conservative  Party.  According  to  the 
framing  of  that  Bule,  the  House  would 
be  compelled  to  sit  still  and  listen  to  the  I 


discourse  of  some  right  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  on  international  mo- 
rality without  having  the  power  of 
making  any  comment  on  his  extra- 
ordinary inconsistency.  The  Amend- 
ment was  but  a  putting  into  shape, 
a  means  of  making  lawful  in  the 
future  what  frequently  occurred,  and 
a  provision  for  the  maintenance  of 
some  kind  of  liberty  to  Members. 
The  House  had  always  allowed  per- 
sonal explanations,  and  they  could  al- 
ways be  shortened  by  the  cldlure.  He 
wished,  however,  particularly  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  was  the 
first  to  break  the  New  Eules,  while  the 
House  was  compelled  to  sit  still  and  hear 
the  statement  which  was  supposed  to  set 
at  rest  all  the  grave  financial  questions 
which  had  arisen  with  respect  to  Egypt. 
But  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Devon  was  compelled  by  the 
circumstances  to  be  a  greater  sinner 
still .  The  result  would  be  the  subj  ection 
of  the  House  to  the  Front  Benches  on 
either  side,  who  would  exhaust  all  the 
time,  and  leave  to  the  general  body  of 
the  House  the  tail  end  of  the  debate. 
Private  Members  would  find  it  difficult 
to  get  a  hearing  in  the  future.  But  the 
Government  were  trying  to  dam  a  stream 
— they  were  defying  the  course  of  nature 
— for  the  course  of  speech  was  really  the 
course  of  nature,  but  the  stream  would 
burst  out  in  different  channels.  The 
Prime  Minister,  in  fact,  wanted  an  in- 
nings all  to  himself,  and  to  go  out  carry- 
ing his  bat.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  was  to  take 
any  part  in  the  game,  it  would  simply  be 
to  send  the  ball  back  again,  while  the 
rest  of  the  field  looked  on,  and  then  the 
game  was  to  stop.  That  was  the  only  way 
in  which  the  House  was  allowed  to  discuss 
the  manner  in  which  our  troops  and 
money  in  Egypt  had  been  disposed  of. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  driven  as 
far  back  as  1815  for  a  precedent.  If 
anyone  else  had  referred  to  such  a  prece- 
dent the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  said — *'  We  have  done  with  all  that 
long  ago ;  we  have  left  those  benighted 
days  behind  us.  They  should  be  sent  to 
Jupiter  and  Saturn."  With  regard  to 
the  Amendment  more  strictly  considered, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  they  were  driven  to 
vote  for  it,  because  the  Government  so 
far  had  not  vouchsafed  to  say  how  far 
they  would  endeavour  to  cover  thA<^^%- 
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tion  at  issue  as  suggested  by  acceding  to 
the  Amendment  in  the  latter  part  of  the 
Besolution. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down  had  exacted  pretty 
full  compensation  for  his  enforced  silence 
at  an  earlier  period  of  the  evening. 
The  incidents,  however,  upon  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  relied  did  not  prove 
the  point  which  he  wished  to  prove. 
Nothing  could  have  been  more  inconve- 
nient or  undesirable  than  that,  imme- 
diately after  the  statement  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  on  the  affairs  of  Egypt,  the 
House  should  at  once  have  entered  upon 
a  discursive  debate  without  time  to  con- 
sider the  situation.  It  was  a  much  more 
convenient  course  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  adopted — to  place  the  House 
in  possession  of  such  information  as 
could  at  present  be  given,  and  to  give 
time  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo^ 
site,  who  was  mainly  responsible  for 
the  conduct  of  Business  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  to  consider  what  course  he 
should  adopt.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  did  not  choose  to  move 
the  adjournment,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  (Mr.  Lewis)  could  either 
apply  the  spur,  or,  at  all  events,  give 
Notice  of  any  action  which  he  intended 
to  take  on  the  question.  Besides,  the 
Amendment  would  not  have  the  effect 
of  increasing  the  freedom  of  the  House, 
or  of  giving  greater  facilities  of  debate, 
but  exactly  the  opposite.  At  present 
statements  were  constantly  made  by  the 
leave  of  the  House,  not  only  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  or  Members 
sitting  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
but  even  by  private  Members,  with  re- 
gard to  the  Business  of  the  House.  [Lord 
Randolph  CnuRcniLL  :  No.]  That  cer- 
tainly was  so,  and  it  was  a  convenient 
practice,  as  they  were  sometimes  made 
without  any  Motion  for  Adjournment  at 
all.  [Lord  Randolph  Churchill  :  By 
the  Prime  Minister.]  By  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister and  also  by  others.  But  if  such 
statements  were  to  be  immediately  fol- 
lowed, as  a  matter  of  course,  by  an  irre- 
gular discussion,  the  House  would  be  in- 
clined to  exercise  much  greater  caution  in 
giving  permission  for  such  statements. 
]3ut  the  Amendment  would  tend  to  fetter, 
and  not  to  increase,  the  liberty  of  Mem- 
bers of  that  House.  He  would  suggest, 
too,  that  neither  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord,   nor  the  two  immediately 


following  it,  were  exactly  in  their  proper 
place.  There  was  an  almost  universal 
accord  that  the  practice  of  moving  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  with  a  view 
to  raising  discussions,  was  one  which 
ought  to  be  limited.  Would  it  not  be 
possible  for  the  House  to  agree  with  the 
words  of  the  Resolution  down  to  the 
words  ''  except  by  leave  of  the  House." 
Any  Amendment  by  way  of  exception 
might  then  be  moved.  But  surely  the 
general  rule  ought  to  be  that  the  leave 
of  the  House  should  be  required  for  any 
statement  to  be  made.  The  Government 
admitted  that  some  exception  should  be 
made,  and  the  exceptions  should  be  dealt 
with  after  the  words  down  to  *'  by  leave 
of  the  House ''  had  been  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SOLATER-BOOTH,  in  reference 
to  the  leu^t  observation  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, said,  they  had  been  told  that  the 
law  of  the  House  meant  the  law  of  the 
majority.  With  great  deference  to  his 
righthon. Friend  (Sir  StaffordNorthcote), 
who  committed  himself  somewhat  to  the 
language  of  the  Amendment,  he  thought 
it  would  be  unwise  to  attempt  to  lay 
down  the  cases  in  which  exceptional 
permission  might  be  given.  He  should 
have  no  objection,  however,  to  such 
an  attempt  being  made  if  Notice  were 
given  of  them,  and  if  they  were  quite 
sure  that  an  exhaustive  list  of  them 
could  be  made.  In  his  judgment,  the 
privilege  of  moving  the  adjournment  of 
the  House  was  a  privilege  which  the 
House  ought  not  to  part  with.  He  re- 
garded it  as  a  safety-valve ;  still,  he 
agreed  that  it  ought  to  be  placed  under 
limitation ;  but  the  question  was  what 
the  limitations  should  be.  In  his  opi- 
nion, they  had  already  made  a  sufficient 
limitation  by  the  prohibition  of  the  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment  at  Question  time. 
If  the  Resolution  of  the  Government 
were  adopted  in  its  present  form,  what 
would  happen  ?  The  Government  had 
not  proposed  to  prohibit  the  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  after  the 
Notices  of  Motion  had  been  entered  upon. 
If  the  prohibition  to  make  this  Motion 
were  to  come  to  an  end  as  soon  as  the 
Questions  were  disposed  of,  interrup" 
tion  would  immediately  arise  on  the 
discussion  of  the  first  Order  of  the  Day. 
Therefore,  he  urged  the  House  to  be 
satisfied  with  curing  the  evil  of  whioh 
they  had  had  considerable  experience 
during  the  last  few  years.  He  should 
deprecate  laying  down  the  occasions  on 
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which  it  would  be  permissible  to  move 
the  adjournment;  but  he  desired  that 
the  House  should  retain  this  very  im- 
portant power. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  said,  he  had  a  great 
desire  to  preserve  the  rights  of  private 
Members  in  that  House.  He  was  also 
alive  to  the  fact  that  the  privilege  which 
private  Members  had  enjoyed  of  moving 
the  adjournment  had  been,  he  might 
almost  say,  abused  to  an  extent  which 
had  caused  a  great  deal  of  dissatisfaction 
in  the  House  ;  and  yet  he  looked  with 
jealousy  on  any  proposal  to  place  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  the  power 
of  determining  whether  that  privilege 
should  be  used.  He  understood  that 
the  noble  Lord  was,  by  his  Amendment, 
seeking,  if  possible,  to  relieve  the  strin- 
gency of  the  Besolution  as  it  was  pro- 
posed by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
^ut  he  understood,  also,  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  that  they  were  not 
prepared  to  stand  by  their  Eesolution, 
because  they  perceived  that  in  its  present 
form  it  would  rob  private  Members  of 
one  of  those  privileges  which  among 
Members  generally  was  esteemed  very 
highly  indeed.  Probably  the  subse- 
quent Besolutions  would  cut  ofif,  to  a 
large  extent,  the  means  Members  pos- 
sessed of  bringing  forward  questions  on 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply.  If, 
then,  they  were  to  have  no  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  it  was  clear  that  small 
sections  would  never  have  a  chance  of 
expressing  their  opinions  in  Parliament. 
As  for  the  Front  Benches,  they  might 
be  left  to  take  care  of  themselves.  He 
did  not  believe  there  was  the  slightest 
chance  that  either  the  cldture  or  the 
other  Resolutions  would  prevent  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  from  having  a 
full  opportunity  of  expressing  their  opi- 
nions. But  outside  the  two  great  Parties 
— that  was  to  say,  outside  their  Leaders 
— there  were  opinions  which  ought  to 
be,  from  time  to  time,  discussed  in  the 
House.  In  the  past  two  or  three  Ses- 
sions the  Motions  for  Adjournment 
pressed  upon  his  recollection  like  a 
nightmare.  On  many  occasions,  when 
important  Business  was  waiting  to  be 
transacted,  it  had  been  unexpectedly 
dislocated,  and  the  time  of  the  House 
wasted  by  the  discussion  of  some  subject 
which  was  not  worthy  of  the  exercise  of 
a  privilege  which  he,  for  one,  esteemed 
so  highly.  While  he  was  prepared  to 
accept  the  Besolution,  which  would  pre- 


vent individual  Members  from  trespass- 
ing, on  small  pretences,  on  the  time  of 
the  House  by  making  Motions  for  the 
adjournment,  yet  he  was  altogether  op- 
posed to  limiting  the  right  in  such  a 
manner  that  it  could  not  be  exercised 
with  some  comparative  facility.  What, 
he  asked,  was  tne  Government  prepared 
to  do  in  regard  to  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  ?  Such  a 
modification  of  this  Bule  would  be  a  fair 
and  legitimate  protection  to  individual 
Members.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  look  favourably  on  the  proposal. 
If,  as  he  understood,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter gave  his  assent  to  that,  he  should 
vote  against  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord. 

Sir  BAINALD'  KNIGHTLEY  said, 
that  the  concession  made  was  to  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench,  and  not  to  in- 
dependent Members  at  all.  As  one 
coming  within  that  category,  he  viewed 
with  very  considerable  jealousy  the  ten- 
dency to  turn  the  House  into  a  place 
where  a  kind  of  duel  between  the  two 
Front  Benches  might  be  fought  out. 
The  consideration  formerly  shown  to 
independent  Members  was  departing; 
and  it  was  obvious  that  though  the 
number  of  60  would  prove  a  sufficient 
protection  for  the  Leaders  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, it  was  of  no  use  whatever  to 
private  Members,  and  was,  in  fact,  no 
concession  at  all. 

Sir  B.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  said,  that 
there  was  no  sort  of  agreement  between 
the  two  Front  Benches  in  regard  to  this 
matter;  and  if  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Bainald  Knightley)  looked  at  the  Notice 
Paper,  he  would  find  in  his  name  an 
Amendment  similar  in  terms  to  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  for  the  reduction  of 
the  number  to  40,  which,  he  hoped, 
would  eventually  be  accepted.  He 
pressed  upon  the  Government  how  much 
it  would  be  to  their  advantage  if  they 
would  only  tell  the  House  definitely 
what  they  intended  to  do  with  regard  to 
that  Amendment.  If  they  accepted  it, 
he  assured  them  that  there  would  be  a 
great  saving  of  time.  It  had  been  sug- 
gested that  they  should  accept  all  the 
words  down  to  **  by  leave  of  the  House," 
but  that,  he  urged,  would  be  fatal ;  be- 
cause the  Speaker  had  ruled  that  this 
meant  that  any  single  Member  might 
I  object,  and  with  these  words  once  in^tb^ 
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Kesolution  there  would  be  no  power  to 
strike  them  out.  The  proper  course, 
therefore,  would  be  to  come  to  some 
coDclusion  before  their  insertion.  He 
contended  that  this  was  the  time  to  de- 
cide whether  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment might  bo  made  after  a  statement 
by  a  Minister  or  any  other  Member.  If 
the  Prime  Minister  admitted  that  when 
a  Ministerial  Statement  had  been  made, 
it  was  the  privilege — nay,  the  duty  in 
some  cases — of  hon.  Gentlemen  to  chal- 
lenge it,  what  objection  could  he  have 
to  inserting  words  which  preserved  that 
privilege?  He  should  vote  with  the 
noble  Lord  unless  they  could  be  told 
what  the  Government  really  meant  to 
do.  When  the  debate  began  yesterday, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment said  that  no  concession  would 
oe  made  ;  but  later  on  it  had  been  ad- 
mitted that  the  Government  were  pre- 
pared, at  any  rate,  to  discuss,  if  not  to 
accept,  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Wolverhampton, 
and  later  still  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  said  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  only  be  willing  to 
discuss,  but  would  accept  the  principle. 
If  the  Government  would  state  that  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment  should  not  re- 
quire a  majority,  but  that  a  certain  num- 
ber of  Members  might  determine  that 
the  Motion  might  be  made,  and  the 
question  be  discussed — if  they  agreed 
upon  that  principle,  then  they  would 
prevent  a  great  deal  of  heat,  and  Mem- 
bers on  his  side  of  the  House  would  be 
willing  to  discuss  the  matter  with  the 
Government.  At  all  events,  they  ought 
to  preserve  this  privilege  of  freedom  of 
debate  and  this  check  upon  Ministers. 
While,  therefore,  he  quite  agreed  that 
something  ought  to  be  done  in  the  mat- 
ter of  restraining  the  Motions  for  Ad- 
journment, for  they  were  at  times  highly 
inconvenient,  still  they  were  entitled, 
before  they  went  to  a  division,  at  least 
to  know  the  course  intended  to  be  pur- 
sued by  the  Government. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  must  ask 
to  be  allowed  to  say  a  few  words  after 
the  appeal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Of  course,  it  was  only  by  permission  of 
the  House  that  he  did  so,  because  he 
was  in  a  similar  position  to  a  Minister  in 
charge  of  a  Bill  who  had  exhausted  his 
right  to  speak.  He  wanted,  however, 
to  explain  three  things,  and  he  would 
endeavour  to  do  so  in  about  throe  sen- 

aNV  R,  A9Hh(on  Cro89 


tences.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated  the  admissions  of  the  Government 
as  to  the  principle  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  more  narrowly  than 
was  the  fact,  for  these  admissions  in- 
cluded rather  more.     It  was  not  possible 
at  that  stage  to  enter  fully  upon  the 
question  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton,  for  it  would  be 
an  abuse  of  the  liberty  the  House  had 
accorded ;  but  he  was  ready  to  redeem 
the  expectation  held  out,  and  when  they 
came  to  that  Amendment  the  Govern- 
ment would  fully  their  views.  He  trusted 
the  House  would  repose  sufficient  confi- 
dence in  him  to  pass  on  to  the  Amend- 
ment.    With  regard  to  the  speech  of  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Home 
Secretary,  he  was  quite  aware  that  a 
certain  construction  had  been  put  on  it ; 
but    that    construction  had    been  dis- 
claimed in  the  course  of  last  evening. 
As  regarded  the  Eesolution  itself,  he 
would  draw  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  any  Motion  for 
Adjournment  could  be  made  by  leave- 
that  was  to  say,  that  any  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment that  was  approved  could  he 
made.       The    effect    of   accepting  the 
Amendment  would  be  to  introduce  par- 
tial specifications  into  the  Amendment 
He  hoped  that  it  would  not  be  necessary 
to  take  that  course,  as  the  Kesolution 
was  quite  clear  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  the  re- 
turn of  tranquillity  between  the  two 
Front  Benches  was  a  most  inauspicious 
sign.  The  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.Rylands)  took  with  him,  he  thought, 
the  general  sense  of  the  House  when  he 
said  that  the  right  of  private  Members 
to  move  the  adjournment  was  a  right 
which  ought  not  lightly  to  be  g^ven 
away  by  the  House.  He  wished  to  point 
out  to  the  House  that  even  if  the  Go- 
vernment accepted  the  principle  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  it 
by  no  means  took  away  the  necessity  for 
such  an  Amendment  as  that  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  by  no  means  met  this  case. 
There  were  several  groups  in  the  Honee 
that  did  not  belong  to  any  Party,  and  in 
future  there  might  be  more  such  groups. 
They  had  the  Irish  Members  there,  and 
if  they  said  that  only  60  Members  should 
have  the  right  of  saying  there  should  be 
an  adjournment  they  thereby  deprived 
the  Iricih  Members  of  the  power  of  mor- 
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ing  the  adjournment.  The  same  might 
be  said  of  the  Radicals.  The  Free 
Traders  were  not  40  when  they  came 
into  the  House,  and  those  who  were  in 
favour  of  the  abolition  of  slavery  were 
not  40  when  they  entered  the  House. 
He  was  afraid  that  the  tendency  was  in 
favour  of  a  good  understanding  between 
the  two  Front  Benches,  and  that  private 
Members  would  be  silenced.  The  occu- 
pants of  the  Front  Benches,  it  must  be 
remembered,  enjoyed  privileges  not  pos- 
sessed by  them.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  he  could  only  speak  once.  That, 
no  doubt,  was  strictly  so ;  but  they  all 
knew  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  speak  half-a-dozen  times  if  he 
would.  Now,  however,  the  Prime 
Minister,  in  collusion  he  was  almost 
going  to  say  with  the  Front  Opposition 
benches,  was  asking  private  Members 
to  give  up  the  right  of  moving  the  ad- 
journment on  the  ground  that  they  had 
the  right  if  they  belonged  to  a  large 
Party.  Well,  independent  Members  in 
the  House  should  have  their  right  in- 
dependent of  large  Parties,  and  inde- 
pendent of  the  Leaders  of  large  Parties. 
Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN  said,  the 
House  need  not  trouble  itself  about  the 
regular  Opposition,  for  whatever  Party 
occupied  that  place,  they  would  always 
be  sufficiently  numerous  to  command  a 
hearing.  They  might  not  get  a  hear- 
ing in  the  specific  way  they  desired ; 
but,  in  one  form  or  other,  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  would  always  be  strong 
enough  to  take  care  of  itself.  It  was 
the  groups  of  independent  Members 
that  they  were  concerned  for.  They 
had  one  independent  group  there  now  ; 
they  would  probably  have  others  in 
time ;  and  it  would  be  in  the  power  of 
the  majority  to  suppress  these  groups. 
It  might  sometimes  be  necessary  to  have 
a  discussion  when  there  were  not  60 
Members  willing  to  support  it,  or  when 
there  were  not  40  Members  ready  to  do 
so.  It  might  even  be  desirable  to  raise 
a  debate  when  only  five  or  six  Members 
demanded  it.  What  they  were  anxious 
to  do  was  to  secure  the  opportunity  of 
discussing  pressing  subjects,  free  from 
the  restraints  either  of  the  Ministers  or 
the  regular  Opposition.  The  Govern- 
ment had  preserved  an  unnecessary 
reticence.  If  they  would  say  straight  out 
what  they  would  do,  the  Business  would 
be  greatly  advanced.  But,  as  it  stood, 
they  did  not  know  whether  they  were 


going  to  accept  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton's  proposal  or  not,  or 
whether  only  a  majority  could  demand 
a  discussion  at  Question  time.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands)  was 
willing  to  believe  in  the  Government, 
and  would  trust  their  somewhat  doubt- 
ful promises.  But  there  were  others  who 
had  not  the  same  amount  of  faith  ;  and 
until  they  could  have  a  categorical  un- 
dertaking that  some  concession  would 
be  made,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  inde- 
pendent Members  to  contest  every  point. 
When  the  concession  was  made  they 
could  debate  it  upon  its  merits.  The 
House  seemed  to  labour  under  the  belief 
that  these  discussions  at  Question  time 
were  an  innovation.  In  a  sense  they 
were;  but  they  should  boar  in  mind 
that  within  the  recollection  of  the  Prime 
Minister  hon.  Members  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  ventilating  their  grievances  in 
presenting  Petitions.  The  practice  of 
making  speeches  on  presenting  Petitions 
was  largely  resorted  to  when  it  was  per- 
mitted. That  power  was  taken  away 
from  the  House  some  years  ago,  and 
the  discussions  on  Motions  for  Adjourn- 
ment had  really  taken  its  place,  so  that 
the  time  lost  in  one  way  had  been  got 
in  another.  He  thought  they  ought 
to  have  some  distinct  and  definite  pro- 
mise from  the  Government  in  respect  of 
this  Kesolution. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  that  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  J.  Co  wen)  was  not  at  all 
satisfactory.  The  hon.  Member  said 
that  he  had  no  confidence  in  the  Go- 
vernment; but  he  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  Government 
had  been  assured  from  the  other  side  of 
the  House  that  if  they  would  state  with 
sufficient  clearness  the  concessions  they 
were  prepared  to  make,  the  debate  would 
be  materially  shortened.  But  what  had 
said  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Cowen)  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  if  the  House  would  accept 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler), 
that  that  would  be  satisfactory.  The 
hon.  Member  went  oven  farther  than 
that,  and  said  that  if  the  Government 
would  not  accept  the  Amendment,  he 
(Mr.  J.  Cowen)  had  a  suggestion  which 
he  would  put  before  the  House,  which 
was  in  the  nature  of  a  compromise,  and 
which  was  less  satisfactory  than  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
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Wolverhampton,  but  which,  neverthe- 
less, if  accepted,  would  materially  shorten 
the  debate.     The  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  was  that  an  hon. 
Member  desiring  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the   debate  should  have    10 
minutes  in  order  to  state  to  the  House 
his  reasons  for  his  Motion.     He  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  must  confess  that  such  a 
state  of  things  as  that  would  be  very 
unsatisfactory,  because  there  would  still 
be  the  waste  of  time  of  the  House. 
What  he  desired  to  point  out  to  the 
House  was  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  last   night  told  the  House 
that  if  the   Government  were   willing 
to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton,  it  would 
materially    shorten    the    debate ;    and 
yet  he  now   got  up,    after  the   Prime 
Minister  had  expressed  his  determina- 
tion of  accepting  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton,  and 
said    that  the    Amendment  would   be 
unsatisfactory.     He  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
could  not  understand  that  any  further 
assurance  could  be  required  by  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.    His 
right  hon.   Friend   had  clearly  stated 
that  when  he  came  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton, he  would  make  a  statement  which 
would  be  satisfactory  to  the  House,  and 
which  would  in  effect  accept  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Amendment.     Surely  what 
that  meant  was  this — that  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  while  not  committing  himself 
to  the  details  of  the  Amendment,  was 
willing  to  accept  its  principle. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  CO  WEN  asked  leave 
of  the  House  to  explain.  He  had  said 
yesterday  that  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  was 
a  concession,  but  that  it  was  not  a  satis- 
factory one. 

Mr.  chamberlain  contended 
that  what  the  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle had  said  last  night  in  the  last 
debate  was  that,  if  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
was  accepted,  then  he  thought  the  House 
might  proceed  with  its  Business,  and 
that  it  would  be  a  satisfactory  solution 
of  the  matter. 

Viscount  S  ANDON  said,  that  if  there 
was  one  thing  in  which  the  House 
would  not  agree  with  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  it  was  his  allega- 
tion that  the  Prime  Minister  had  stated 
the  views  of  the  Government  on  this 

Mr,  Chamberlain 


Resolution  with  clearness.  He  had  oon- 
sulted  all  the  records  with  a  view  of 
discovering  the  Prime  Minister's  mean- 
ing ;  and  all  he  found  was  that  he  said 
that  he  was  prepared  to  entertain  the 
principle  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  if  the  sense 
of  the  House  were  in  its  favour. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  said  a  great 
deal  more  than  that. 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  that  might 
be  so,  but  he  was  sorry  to  say  there  was 
no  record  of  it.  The  reservation  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  **  if  the  sense  of  the 
House  were  in  its  favour/'  was  most 
important.  How  could  they  tell  that 
the  Prime  Minister  would  not  use  his 
majority  and  affirm  that  60  was  not  the 
magic  number  to  which  he  would  yield  ? 
For  his  part,  he  was  entirely  opposed  to 
any  such  settlement  of  the  question,  and 
he  agreed  with  the  suggestion  that  it 
would  be  well  to  see  if  putting  off  the 
power  of  moving  the  adjournment  till 
after  Questions  would  not  suffice.  In 
most  cases  he  believed  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers moving  the  adjournment  were 
actuated  by  temporary  pique  or  excite- 
ment ;  and  the  lapse  of  a  little  time 
would,  perhaps,  prevent  any  Motion 
being  made.  He  was  extremely  jealons 
of  this  power  of  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment ;  and  although  they  must  take  any- 
thing they  could  get,  yet  he  considered 
it  no  concession  that  the  power  of  ad- 
journment should  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  60  Members.  The  Home  Secretary 
and  those  who  acted  with  him  seemed 
inclined  to  put  too  much  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  that  this  power 
should  not  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
non-responsible  persons ;  but  all  persons 
who  disagreed  with  the  Gt)vernment 
were  non- responsible  persons.  All  the 
promises  of  the  Government  were  totally 
lacking  in  that  clearness  which  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  claimed 
for  them ;  and  he  would  strongly  uree 
hon.  Members  to  be  very  slow  to  yield 
up  one  of  their  ancient  privileges. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M*CAETHY  said,  he 
was  glad  that  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  broken  the  cold 
chain  of  silence  which  had  hitherto 
bound  him  in  this  discussion.  With  his 
experience  as  a  private  Member  fresh 
in  his  recollection,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  be  in  sympathy  with  inde- 
pendent Members.     But  the  right  hon. 
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Oentleman  did  not  persuade  him  that 
thej  ought  to  take  the  Government  on 
trust.  For  his  part,  he  was  not  in  favour 
of  the  confidence  trick  in  politics,  or  in 
anything  else,  and  he  preferred  to  con- 
sider each  question  as  it  arose.  Indeed, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  inspired 
him  with  some  additional  distrust  when 
he  spoke  favourably  of  the  number  60. 
He  held  that  the  number  60,  or  even  the 
number  40,  would  be  no  sort  of  .pro- 
tection whatever.  What  independent 
Members  wanted  to  secure  was  the 
rights  of  small  minorities,  the  rights  of 
majorities  were  fully  guarded.  There 
was  some  danger  of  the  two  Front 
Benches  entering  into  some  arrange- 
•  ment  for  their  own  protection,  and  leav- 
ing the  other  Members  out  in  the  cold. 
He  trusted  they  would  stand  by  the 
present  point  in  dispute.  He  warned 
the  Government  that  no  protection  of  60, 
or  even  40,  could  by  any  possibility  find 
acceptance  from  the  minority  with  whom 
he  had  the  honour  to  act. 

Mb.  THOROLD  EOGERS  said,  that 
the  right  of  minorities  had  been  exer- 
cised to  an  absurd  extent.  There  had 
been  20  Motions  for  the  Adjournment  of 
the  House  at  Question  time  this  Session 
between  February  6  and  August  15, 
or  seven  more  than  was  stated  last 
night.  The  smallest  minority  in  the 
House,  the  so-called  **  Fourth  Party,'' 
had  taken  more  than  their  share  of  those 
Motions,  the  hon.  Member  for  Forts- 
mouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond  "Wolff J 
having  moved  the  adjournment  three 
times  at  Question  time.  There  were  also 
other  instances  in  which  Members 
threatened  to  move  the  adjournment 
unless  the  House  listened  to  tedious  and 
irrelevant  speeches.  It  was  high  time 
that  this  should  be  put  an  end  to,  and 
he  rather  regretted  that  any  concession 
should  have  been  promised. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  he  would  not  follow 
the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark  in  his 
tedious  and  irrelevant  remarks,  not  one 
word  of  which  had  been  germane  to  the 
subject  under  discussion.  He  (Mr. 
Gorst)  thought  the  Prime  Minister 
would  admit,  after  a  Ministerial  State- 
ment had  been  made  in  the  House  by  a 
Gentleman  who  was  just  retiring  from 
Office,  or  by  any  other  hon.  Member, 
with  the  leave  of  the  House,  that  there 
should  bo  some  means  by  which  such  a 
statement  could  be  checked.  A  Motion 
for  Adjournment    under  such  circum- 


stances had  always  been  considered 
highly  proper.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Gladstone),  when  he  had  him- 
self moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  some  years  ago,  had  done  so  in 
consequence  of  a  Ministerial  Statement, 
but  if  they  passed  the  Resolution  in  its 
present  form,  or  even  with  the  60  Mem- 
bers shadowed  out  by  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  they  would  entirely 
destroy  the  power  of  the  House  to  move 
the  adjournment  and  raise  a  discussion 
after  a  Ministerial  Statement.  It  was 
impossible  to  arrange  beforehand  to 
have  60  Members,  a  Ministerial  State- 
ment often  being  suddenly  sprung  upon 
them.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  withdraw  his 
Amendment  unless  a  further  assurance 
was  given  that  some  modification  would 
be  introduced  into  the  Rule  to  enable 
the  House  to  use  its  most  Constitutional 
power  when  Ministerial  Statements  were 
made. 

Mb.  DALY  said  he  should  support 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock.  He  (Mr.  Daly) 
felt  bound  to  complain  of  the  indefinite- 
ness  of  the  language  used  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  which,  in  nine  cases  out  of 
ten,  he  failed  to  understand.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  told  them  he  would  re- 
deem the  expectations  which  he  had 
held  out ;  but,  from  past  experience,  he 
declined  to  accept  such  a  vague  and 
general  assurance.  The  House  was  en- 
titled to  a  more  distinct  explanation  of 
the  intentions  of  the  Government  before 
they  allowed  another  portion  of  the 
liberties  of  private  Members  to  be  sacri- 
ficed. 

Sib  henry  TYLER  observed  that 
the  House  was  in  much  the  same  posi- 
tion as  it  was  in  last  night.  The  Go- 
vernment refused  to  tell  them  what  they 
would  do  until  they  had  passed  the 
words  **  except  by  leave  of  the  House." 
The  Government  virtually  asked  the 
House  to  open  its  mouth  and  shut  its 
eyes  and  see  what  they  would  give  it. 
In  order  to  obviate  objections,  he  pro- 
posed to  amend  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  by  inserting  after  the  word 
*' Member"  the  words  "of  the  Govern- 
ment," so  that  it  would  run  thus — 

**  Unless  any  Member  of  the  Government  shall 
by  leave  of  the  House  have  made  any  statement 
other  than  an  answer  to  a  Question,"  &c. 

[The  Amendment  not  being  seconded, 
was  not  put.] 
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Mr.  PAENELL  paid,  that  la^t  ni^ht 
the  Government  told  the  Tlouse  they 
ag^reed  in  principle  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) ;  and  it  would  sim- 
plify matters  much  if,  after  having  had 
time  since  then  for  deliberation,  they 
could  announce  the  particular  number 
of  Members  they  were  willing^  to  accept. 
It  was  impossible  for  hon.  Members  at 
present  to  say  how  they  would  be  affected 
by  the  Eesolution,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  a  great  deal  of  time  was  being 
wasted  by  the  reticence  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
Government  were  not  entitled  to  reserve 
any  announcement  they  might  have  to 
make  about  a  future  Amendment ;  but 
in  the  interest  of  the  time  both  of  hon. 
Members  and  of  the  Government  the 
Prime  Minister  might  very  well  break 
his  silence  upon  the  point.  They  had 
several  proposals  before  them.  They 
had  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson), 
which  was  60  on  a  requisition,  and 
they  had  also  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Shell),  which 
was  15.  He  himself  should  very  much 
prefer  the  number  15  to  the  number  60  ; 
but  seeing  that  there  was  such  a  very 
wide  divergence  of  views  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  and  looking  at  the  interest 
which  hon.  Members  opposite  below  the 
Gangway  took  in  this  subject,  surely  it 
would  not  be  too  much  to  ask  the  Go- 
vernment that  they  should  take  the 
House  into  their  confidence  and  an- 
nounce what  determination  they  had 
come  to  with  regard  to  this  number. 
Such  a  course,  he  thought,  would  enor- 
mously facilitate  matters,  and  probably 
enable  them  to  pass  on  to  the  considera- 
tion of  subsequent  Amendments.  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  Government  had 
not  come  to  any  conclusion,  they  had  a 
right  to  say  so ;  and  they  would  then 
know  where  they  stood,  and  how  far 
they  should  support  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  there  had 
been  so  much  discussion  as  to  what 
course  should  be  taken  on  his  Amend- 
ment, that  he  thought  it  might  pos- 
sibly save  time  if  he  stated  what  ho 
understood  the  Government  intended 
to  do.  The  object  of  the  Amendment 
was  to  do  away  with  placing  the  power 
of   granting  leave    to    move    the   ad- 


journment of  the  House  in  the  hands 
of  the  majority.  He  understood  that 
the  Government  conceded  that  principle 
to  him,  and  that  they  were  willing  that 
power  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  should  be  subject  to  two  condi- 
tions— first,  that  it  should  be  g^nted 
by  leave  of  the  House,  which  meant  by 
leave  of  the  House  unanimously.  Of 
course,  that  did  not  meet  the  case 
of  minorities.  The  Government,  as 
he  understood,  also  conceded  the  prin- 
ciple of  his  Amendment  that  the 
Motion  might  be  made  with  the  coa- 
curronce  of  a  certain  number  of  Mem- 
bers, and  that  number  of  Members 
was  a  question  on  which  there  were 
several  Amendments  before  the  House; 
Clearly,  the  range  of  discussion  would 
be  between  the  two  numbers  of  not 
more  than  60  and  not  less  than  10, 
which  had  been  proposed. 

Mr.  EITOHIE  said,  he  hoped  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
rose  that  he  would  have  thrown  some 
light  upon  the  subject ;  but  he  was  dis- 
appointed. As  for  the  kind  intentions 
of  the  Government  in  allowing  Motions 
for  Adjournment  to  be  made  with  the 
consent  of  the  Whole  House,  he  could 
only  say— "Thank  you  for  nothing." 
There  would  always  be  found  one  or 
more  Members  who  would  interpose  and 
prevent  it.  They  quite  understood,  how- 
ever, that  the  Question  before  the  House 
was  what  number  the  Government  in- 
tended to  accept  as  the  limit  within 
which  such  Motions  were  permissible.  If 
the  Government  would  enlighten  the 
House  on  that  point,  the  discussion 
would  be  very  materially  shortened. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  85  ;  Noes 
123  :  Majority  38.— (Div.  List,  No.  366.) 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  rose  to 
move  to  insert  after  the  word  "  upon  " 
the  words  ''  unless  a  Member  who  is 
also  a  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Privy 
Council  makes  such  Motion." 

Mr.  speaker  ruled  that,  inasmuch 
as  the  hon.  Member's  Amendment  came 
after  the  word  **upon, "  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  which 
came  after  the  same  word,  and  of  which 
Notice  had  been  previously  given,  had 
priority  over  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. 


1411  Parliammt—Businesiofthe  {November  14, 1882  J  Rouie— The  New  Rules.  1442 


Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEE,  in  moving  to 
amend  the  Besolution  by  leaving  out,  in 
lines  3  to  5,  the  words 

"  Except  by  leave  of  the  House;  the  granting 
of  Buch  leave,  if  disputed,  being  determined 
upon  question  put  forthwith,  but  no  division 
shall  be  taken  thereupon," 

said,  that  as  his  Amendment  had  been 
repeatedly  referred  to  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  on  this  Resolution,  he  should 
content  himself  with  formally  moving  it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  3,  to  leave  out  after  the  word  "  upon," 
to  the  word  **  unless,"  in  line  6. — {Mr.  Henry  H, 
FoicUr.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
'  except '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  remarked  that  his  Motion  had 
been  largely  discussed  already.  That 
was  quite  true.  In  the  course  of  these 
discussions  the  mode  in  which  the  Busi- 
ness had  been  transacted  last  night,  and 
especially  to-night,  had  not  been  satis- 
factory in  the  view  of  most  persons.  He 
must  place  on  record  that  it  had  been 
in  the  last  degree  painful  to  himself. 
Probably  in  the  speeches  of  not  less 
than  30  Members  opposite  had  this  mis- 
carriage been  attributed  to  himself,  be- 
cause he  did  not  enter  into  a  review  of 
the  Amendments  in  proposing  the  Beso- 
lution,  and  thereby,  as  it  was  said,  save 
the  time  of  the  House.  For  him  to 
have  done  anything  of  the  kind  would 
have  been  irregular ;  but  he  recollected 
very  well,  on  a  former  occasion,  on 
moving  an  important  Besolution  with 
the  indulgence  of  the  House,  adopting  that 
course.  And  what  was  the  result?  Along 
general  debate  followed  upon  his  speech, 
every  Amendment  he  had  noticed  being 
discussed,  the  result  being  that  many 
hours  of  the  time  of  the  House  were 
wasted  in  a  preliminary  debate.  On 
that  occasion  it  was  complained  that  the 
waste  of  time  was  obviously  his  fault, 
because  he  had  referred  to  these  points 
in  his  preliminary  speech.  Now,  ex- 
actly the  opposite  charge  was  made  by 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen.  He  had 
a  pretty  strong  opinion  upon  the  cha- 
racter of  the  discussion  ;  but  he  thought 
it  would  not  contribute  to  the  progress 
of  Business  if  he  were  to  give  expres- 
sion to  it.  The  reason  why  he  was  spe- 
cially desirous  on  his  own  behalf  to  take 
this  Motion  in  its  proper  order  was  that 
the  Besolution,  as  framed  by  the  Go- 
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vemment,  referred  the  question  of  mov- 
ing the  adjournment  of  the  House  to  be 
decided  by  the  majority  of  the  House ; 
and  it  was  their  profound  conviction  that 
upon  the  whole  that  was  the  sound  and 
right  principle.  He  did  not  deny  that 
there  was  much  to  be  said  for  the  merits 
of  the  Amendment,  which  in  principle 
he  proposed  to  accept.  There  was 
much  to  be  said  upon  the  merits  of 
the  proposition  that  a  considerable 
body  of  Members,  anxious,  upon  some 
sudden  emergency  to  call  attention  to 
a  particular  subject,  should  have  the 
power  to  do  so  independently  of  the 
general  will  of  the  House.  But  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  difficulty  about 
the  adjustment  of  the  matter.  It  was 
impossible  to  make  a  provision  which 
should  meet  the  wants  of  very  small  mi- 
norities. Very  small  minorities  might 
have  a  very  good  case ;  but  he  thought 
that  small  minorities  must,  after  all,  sub- 
mit to  have  their  case  disposed  of  by  the 
judgment  of  the  House.  For  example, 
to  allow  so  small  a  number  as  10  Mem- 
bers to  set  aside,  by  the  authority  of  a 
Besolution,  the  regular  course  of  Busi- 
ness^ in  order  to  introduce  something 
which  they  believed  to  be  important, 
and  which  they  might  declare  to  be 
urgent,  but  which  might  be  nothing 
more  than  a  matter  of  sentiment,  was 
absolutely  impossible.  Consequently,  no 
provision  could  be  made  in  that  matter. 
The  wisest  course,  he  believed,  would  be 
to  leave  the  matter  to  the  majority  of 
the  House.  He  confessed  he  had  been 
pained  many  times  during  the  discussion 
to  hear  it  coolly  stated  and  assumed  by 
various  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  that  an  appeal  to  the  majo- 
rity was  an  appeal  to  a  Minister.  He 
had  never  known  so  great  an  indignity 
cast  upon  the  House.  It  was  an  out- 
rage upon  the  House  to  state  that  an 
appeal  to  the  majority  was  an  appeal  to 
the  Minister.  If  he  had  the  right  to 
say  so,  he  believed  there  was  no  man 
living  who  had  the  honour  of  being  a  Mi- 
nister so  long  ago  as  he  had  himself,  and 
there  was  no  Minister  who  had  been  so 
often  defeated  in  the  House.  He  was 
convinced  he  was  right  in  that  state- 
ment, and  no  pepton,  therefore,  was 
better  entitled  to  repel  the  charge — the 
outrageous  charge,  as  he  called  it — that 
it  was  in  his  power  as  a  Minister  to 
command  the  vote  of  the  majority  of  the 
House  upon  the  case  of  an  equitable 
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demand  made  by  a  minority.  He  bad 
made  tbat  protest  warmly,  because  be 
felt  it  to  be  little  less  tban  an  insult  to 
tbe  majority,  to  make  any  sucb  state- 
ment. It  would,  in  bis  opinion,  bave 
been  better  if,  trusting  to  tbeir  own  tra- 
ditions and  babits,  and  to  tbe  spirit  of 
equity  wbicb  generally  governed  tbe 
proceedings  of  tbe  House,  tbey  bad 
been  content  to  leave  tbe  matter  witb 
wbicb  tbe  Amendment  dealt  in  tbe 
bands  of  tbe  majority  ;  and  be  believed 
tbat  an  appeal  to  tbe  majority,  acting 
as  it  did  in  tbe  ligbt  of  day,  would  bave 
been,  on  tbe  wbole,  tbe  best  arrange- 
ment. Tbat  was  tbe  conviction  of  tbe 
Government.  Eeference  bad  been  made 
to  an  occasion,  in  1874,  wben  be  moved 
tbe  adjournment  of  tbe  House,  and  it 
was  said  if  tbis  Eule  bad  been  in  ope- 
ration tbat  could  not  bave  been  done 
witbout  an  appeal  to  tbe  Leader  of  tbe 
House.  He  sbould  bave  made  no  ap- 
peal to  Mr.  Disraeli,  as  be  tben  was, 
except  as  Leader  of  the  House ;  and  be 
was  perfectly  convinced  tbat  in  sucb  a 
case  tne  authority  would  bave  been  given 
by  Mr.  Disraeli  and  bis  majority  witb- 
out tbe  smallest  difficulty.  Tbe  position 
of  tbe  Government  was  peculiar  in  tbis 
matter.  Tbe  House  bad  entirely  failed 
to  deal  witb  tbis  matter,  and  tbe  Go- 
vernment bad  taken  it  up  in  relief  of 
tbe  House,  and  in  substitution  for  wbat 
it  would  bave  been  far  more  desirable 
if  tbe  House  bad  done  for  itself.  Tbey 
bad  stated  over  and  over  again  bow 
deeply  tbey  lamented  tbat  tbe  Execu- 
tive Government  should  bave  to  act  in 
tbis  matter.  Tbey  bad  taken  it  up 
because  progpress  could  not  be  hoped  for 
in  any  other  way.  Tbey  did  not  feel 
justified  in  pressing  their  own  convic- 
tions upon  tbe  House  with  as  much  te- 
nacity and  firmness  as  they  would  exhibit 
in  the  case  of  a  great  legislative  measure, 
because  now  the  House  was  legislating 
for  itself  and  not  for  the  country.  There- 
fore tbey  accepted  cheerfully  tbis  prin- 
ciple of  allowing  a  certain  number  of 
persons  to  claim  the  right  of  moving 
tbe  adjournment ;  but  they  nevertheless 
accepted  it  with  considerable  misgivings, 
wbicb  turned  upon  the  difficulty  of  the 
selection  of  a  particular  number.  His 
bon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  bad  se- 
lected tbe  number  40.  He  was  not  sure 
tbat  in  a  given  state  of  things  a  prac- 
tice might  not  arise  witb  regard  to  certain 
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subjects  on  which  minorities  were  very 
coDscientiously  and  energetically  banded 
together,  of   forcing  on  tbe  discuaaion 
of  those  subjects  in  wbicb  tbey  felt  a 
special  sectional  interest,  to  tbe  great 
inconvenience   of   tbe  Business    of  the 
House.    At  the  same  time  be  fully  ad- 
mitted tbat  if  he  should  attempt  to  meet 
that  danger  by  substituting    a    larger 
mumber  than  40  Members,  be  would  be 
open  to  the  reproach  tbat  he  would  be 
moving  further  and  further  away  from 
giving  satisfaction  to  tbe  smaller  mi- 
norities.   Therefore,  if  tbey  were  to  fix 
a  number,  he  did  not  know  tbat  they 
could  bave  a  better  number   tban   40. 
But  there  was  another  limitation  which 
it  would  be  well  to  introduce  into  the 
Resolution — namely,   tbat  it  sbould  be 
binding  upon  those  who  mie^bt  wish  to 
move  the  adjournment  to  declare  tbat 
the  Motion  was  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
cussing a  definite  matter  of  urgent  pabho 
importance.    After  all,  it  was  for  ques- 
tions of  urgency  and  suddenness  tbat 
such  a  Motion  was  intended.     It  was  not 
for  discussing  such    questions    as  the 
County  Franchise,  the  Land  Laws,  Cor- 
rupt   Practices,    Disestablishment,  the 
Currency  Laws,  and    matters  of  that 
kind.    But  be  was  by  no  means  sure 
that  even  those  words  would  be  efifectual, 
because  an  bon.  Gentleman  might  be  so 
possessed  with  his  own  particular  attach- 
ment that  be  might  be  ready  to  make 
the  declaration ;  but  still  it  would  be  a 
check  so  far  as  it  went.     It  would  be 
understood,  therefore,  tbat  they  accepted 
the  substance  of  the  Resolution  of  his 
bon.  Friend,  although  they  differed  from 
it  in  point  of  form.     He  wished  to  leave 
quite  open  the  question  whether,  as  a 
subsidiary    mode    of   procedure,   there 
should  also  be  a  power  for   a  smaller 
number  of   persons,   say    20,   or  pos- 
sibly still  less,  referring  tbe  matter  to 
the  judgment  of  the  House — tbat  was 
the  majority.     He  had  gathered  from 
the  debate   that  the  House  wished  to 
try  the  system   he  had  sketched,  with 
all  its  risks,  and  having  pointed  these 
out,  he  would  give  the  specific  words 
of  his  Admendment.     His  proposal  was, 
that,  after  the  provision  tbat  '*no  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment    shall   be  made 
except  by  leave  of  the  House,"  there 
should  be  inserted  these  words — 

**  Unless  a  Member  rising  in  his  place  ihall 
request  leave  to  move  the  adjournment  for  the 
purpose  of  discuBsing  a  definite  matter  of  urgoit 
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£ablic  importance,  and   not  less    than  forty 
[embers  shall  thereupon  rise  in  their  places  to 
support  the  Motion." 

While  hoping  that  this  power,  given  to 
40  Members  in  an  authorized  and  regu- 
lar way,  would  be  exercised  in  a  different 
manner  from  the  harum-scarum  method 
hitherto  pursued,  he  felt  bound  to  say 
that  it  was  an  enormous  power  for  dis- 
turbing the  regular  course  of  proceed- 
ings, and  on  that  account  he  could  not 
consent  that  it  should  be  given  to 
less  than  40  Members.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  would  suggest  that 
his  hon.  Friend  should  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  and  then  they  might  ar- 
rive at  some  agreement  as  to  the  leave 
of  the  House. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  blamed  Gentlemen 
on  the  Opposition  side  for  the  course 
which  they  had  pursued;  but  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  course  taken  by 
the  Government  was  exceedingly  incon- 
venient. Here  was  an  important  Amend- 
ment which  the  House  should  have  had 
time  to  consider,  and  which  ought  to 
have  been  on  the  Table  that  morning, 
and  they  were  now  called  upon  to  adopt 
it  without  the  slightest  Notice.  A  great 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  illustrated  the  extreme  difficulty 
of  dealing  with  the  question  at  all.  For 
his  own  part,  he  was  ready  to  admit 
that  the  power  of  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment should  be  checked ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  shown  that  the 
danger  of  acting  rashly  was  almost  as 
great  as  any  arising  from  the  state  of 
things  prevailing  in  times  past.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  suggestion  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote), 
that  they  ought  to  proceed  in  a  tentative 
way  and  try  first  how  things  would  go 
on  when  Members  were  not  permitted 
to  move  the  adjournment  until  the 
Questions  had  been  asked,  was  a  sound 
one.  Attempts  were  now  being  made  to 
regulate  by  cast-iron  Bules  that  which 
before  had  been  regulated  by  the  good 
understanding  of  the  House.  He  ad- 
mitted that  there  had  been  an  abuse  of 
that  good  understanding ;  but  there  was 
the  greatest  possible  danger  that  re- 
striction would  be  carried  too  far,  and 
that  majorities  would  exercise  their 
powers  so  as  to  interfere  with  the  proper 
discharge  of  their  duties  by  the  mino- 
rity, to  the  great  injury  of  the  country 
^nd  of  the  authority  of  the  House.    The- 


right  hon.  Gentleman  feared  that  when 
40  Members  had  the  power  in  question 
there  would  be  great  danger  of  Gentle- 
men banding  together.  But  that  was 
the  result  of  laying  down  a  precise  law. 
What  was  not  prohibited  would  be  al- 
lowed, what  was  not  condemned  would 
be  permitted;  and  it  would  be  found 
that  the  greatest  ingenuity  would  be 
exercised  in  evading  the  regulation.  It 
was  on  that  account  that  he  expressed 
his  great  regret  that  it  was  not  left  to 
the  House  to  take  such  steps  as  might 
appear  best  in  the  circumstances  of  each 
case  as  it  arose.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man desired  that  there  should  be  a  de- 
claration on  the  part  of  the  person 
moving  the  adjournment  that  he  did  so 
because  he  desired  to  discuss  some  ques- 
tion of  urgent  public  importance.  That 
would  be  almost  sufficient  without  the 
requirement  of  40  Members  to  support 
him.  He  would  prefer  relying  upon  the 
sense  of  duty  and  the  honour  which 
would  bind  men  co-operating  for  the 
advance  of  the  public  interest  and  the 
maintenance  of  the  authority  and  power 
of  the  great  Assemblage  to  which  they 
belonged.  He  would,  however,  accept 
as  much  as  he  could  get  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  diminution  of  the 
severity  of  the  conditions. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  he 
thought  that,  after  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  it  was  to  be 
particularly  regretted  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  not  elicited  a  regular  ex- 
pression of  opinion  on  the  point  under 
consideration.  Under  the  Amendment,  it 
would  be  possible  for  40  Members  to 
arrive  at  a  common  understanding,  and 
to  divert  the  House  from  its  appointed 
Business.  He  congratulated  the  Oppo- 
sition on  having  converted  some  Mem- 
bers on  the  Ministerial  side  to  their 
view.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  after 
protesting  for  weeks  that  the  control  of 
debates  should  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
majority,  now  agreed  to  place  it  in  the 
hands  of  a  simple  quorum  of  the  House. 
He  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  had  had  sym- 
pathy with  most  of  the  Motions  for  Ad- 
journment this  Session ;  but  they  had 
not  elicited  from  the  Government  more 
information  than  might  have  been  ob- 
tained in  answer  to  Questions.  He  had 
increasing  faith  in  questioning  as  a 
means  of  obtaining  information.  He 
desired  to  ask  the  Speaker  at  what  \iT£L^ 
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the  rifling  of  the  40  Members  was  to 
take  place — whether,  when  a  Member 
proposed  to  make  a  statement,  or  after 
he  had  done  so  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  If  I  understand 
correctly  the  construction  of  the  words, 
the  Member  who  would  be  called  upon 
to  rise  in  his  place  would  request  leave 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  he  would  state 
the  subject-matter  of  the  proposition  he 
intended  to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the 
House ;  and  then,  if  40  Members  rose 
in  their  places  to  support  it,  the  Motion 
would  be  allowed  to  proceed. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  that 
considerably  diminished  the  evil  which, 
in  his  opinion,  the  Resolution  would 
bring  on  the  House.  But  he  thought 
that,  instead  of  making  a  desirable 
change  in  the  Procedure  of  the  House, 
it  would,  by  regularizing  a  proceeding 
which  was  now  irregular,  establish  the 
practice  against  which  the  Rule  was 
directed. 

Mr.  cropper  said,  he  thought  a 
Rule  would  deserve  the  name  of  **  gag  " 
which  prevented  40  Members  bringing 
what  they  unitedly  deemed  a  good  case 
before  the  House.  It  was  impossible  to 
do  without  the  power  of  bringing  before 
the  House  matters  which  might  be  of 
more  importance  than  its  appointed 
Business.  It  would  not  be  easy  to  ob- 
tain 40  Members  to  back  up  an  irregular 
or  obstructive  proceeding. 

Mr.  THOMAS  COLLINS  said,  he 
was  glad  the  Government  had  taken 
40  as  the  number.  It  was  better  to 
have  a  guiding  principle,  and  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Amendment  was  that  40 
was  a  quorum  of  the  House.  The  ad- 
journment had  been  more  often  than  not 
moved  out  of  a  feeling  of  pique  or  pet- 
tishness  at  an  unsatisfactory  answer, 
and  they  would  have  done  with  that  in 
future,  because  a  Member  would  not 
like  to  move  the  adjournment  when  he 
was  not  sure  of  having  the  other  39 
Members  to  support  him.  He  might 
find  himself  in  solitary  dignity.  The 
Government  had  found  that  the  general 
sense  of  the  House  was  against  the  Rule, 
and  they,  therefore,  assented  to  its  ex- 
tension. The  risk  of  abuse  was  guarded 
by  the  power  of  closing  a  debate  under 
the  1  st  Rule. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  wished  to 
know  how  the  Speaker  would  interpret 
the  Amendment  of  the  Prime  Minister — 

ifr,  Arthur  Arnold 


**  Unless  a  Member  rising  in  his  place  shall 
request  leave  to  move  the  adjoomment  for  the 
purpose  of  discussing  a  definite  matter  of  ur- 
gent public  importance." 

Would  the  Speaker  himself  have  to 
decide  whether  the  matter  was  of  ur- 
gent public  importance,  or  would  the 
declaration  of  the  Member  rising  in  his 
place,  and  supported  by  40  other  Mem- 
bers, be  accepted  as  to  the  fact  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  construction 
that  I  should  put  on  the  Amendment  as 
it  stands  is,  that  the  question  of  urgency 
should  rest,  not  with  the  Speaker,  but 
with  the  Member  desiring  to  bring  the 
question  forward. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
looked  upon  the  proposal  of  the  Prime 
Minister  with  the  greatest  dislike,  as  he 
thought  it  was  one  of  the  worst  propo- 
sals that  had  come  from  the  Government 
during  those  discussions.  He  must  say 
that  one  of  the  few  gratifying  features 
he  had  seen  in  the  course  of  these  dis- 
cussions was  that  the  Gt)vemment  had 
laid  down  from  the  beginning  this  fact, 
that  the  change  in  the  Rules  of  the 
House  had  been  necessitated,  not  by  the 
conduct  of  any  particular  section  of  the 
House,  but  by  the  general  change  in 
the  tone  and  temper  of  the  House.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  gone  out  of  his  way 
to  declare  that  the  Party  to  which  he 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  the  honour  to 
belong  was  free  from  the  odium  of  hav- 
ing caused  this  change  in  the  Rules  of 
the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
over  and  over  again,  had  declared  that 
it  was  an  absolute  necessity  to  his  posi- 
tion that  small  minorities  should  be  pro- 
tected, and  not  large  minorities.  Let 
them  apply  that  test  to  the  proposal  that 
was  now  before  the  House.  He  asked - 
any  man  of  common  sense,  did  he  mean 
to  tell  him  that,  when  a  Motion  required 
the  assent  of  40  Members,  small  minori- 
ties were  protected  ?  He  confessed  he 
looked  with  a  certain  amount  of  wonder 
upon  the  action  of  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  on  this  subject.  The  Irish  Party 
numbered  about|40  all  told.  He  might  be 
told  by  hon.  Members  opposite  that  they 
should  not  have  the  power  of  moving  the 
adjournment  unless  they  were  united; 
but  how  did  that  argument  agree  with 
what  had  been  put  forward  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  when  he  said  that  it  was  a  per- 
fectly notorious  fact  that  it  was  impos- 
sible, except  on  three  or  four  occasions 
during  a  Session,  to  get  all  the  Members 


1449  Parliament — Business  of  the  {November  14, 1882)  House — The  yew  Rules.  1450 


of  a  Party  present  to  vote  on  any  ques- 
tion before  the  House  ?  Therefore,  he 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  said  that  the  posi- 
tion in  which  minorities  were  placed  was 
this — that  while  a  large  minority  like 
that  of  the  Conservative  Party,  with  245 
Members,  only  required  40  of  their 
number,  or,  in  other  words,  a  small 
fraction  of  their  number,  a  small  mino- 
rity like  the  Irish  Party  was  required  to 
bring  up  every  one  of  their  number. 
Was  that  fair  to  small  minorities  ?  Did 
it  not  give  an  immense  and  overwhelm- 
ing advantage  to  large,  over  small  mino- 
rities ?  Another  point  that  should  not 
be  forgotten  was  the  fact  that  a  Motion 
for  Adjournment  was  an  unforeseen  and 
unexpected  event,  that  arose  in  conse- 
quence of  some  circumstances  of  the 
moment.  To  repeat  the  vulgar  expres- 
sion of  a  Liberal  Member,  if  it  was  the 
object  of  the  Government  to  '*  choke  off" 
the  Irish  Party  from  their  power  of  mov- 
ing adjournments,  let  them  say  so.  But, 
if  that  was  their  purpose,  how  was  it 
possible  to  reconcile  that  with  the  lan- 
guage used  by  the  Prime  Minister  over 
and  over  again  upon  the  question  ?  The 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  which  was  a 
privilege  of  minorities  that'  should  not 
be  lightly  given  up,  would  be  completely 
taken  away  from  the  Irish  Party  by  the 
Prime  Minister's  Amendment.  As  the 
[Resolution  stood,  he  said  candidly  that 
the  number  might  as  well  be  200  as  40, 
80  far  as  the  Irish  Members  were  con- 
cerned. It  had  precisely  the  same  effect. 
He  asked  whether  it  was  worth  while  to 
add  this  cause  of  irritation  to  the  other 
causes  of  irritation  that  existed  in  the 
minds  of  the  Irish  people — namely,  that 
every  minority  in  the  House  was  saved 
from  outrage,  except  the  minority  that 
truly  represented  the  majority  of  the 
Irish  people  ? 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  felt 
bound  to  tender  his  thanks  to  the  real 
author  of  this  Amendment — the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler).  The  result  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  that  the  Mover  of  the 
adjournment  would  be  compelled  to  ad- 
vertise the  number  of  those  who  sup- 
ported him.  Thus  the  House  would  be 
protected,  in  some  measure,  from  the 
intrusion  of  individual  opinions  at  inop- 
portune times  expressed  at  g^eat  length. 
He  regretted  the  loss  of  the  privileges  of 
small  minorities,  which  he  attributed  to 
the  Irish  Members ;  but  he  looked  for- 


ward to  the  time  when  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter would  fulfil  his  promise  to  do  some- 
thing towards  restoring  their  lost  rights. 
Becognizing  the  necessity  for  making 
some  change,  therefore,  and,  as  an  old 
Member  of  the  House,  looking  upon  the 
Hesolution  as  a  man  might  regard 
wholesome  but  distasteful  physic,  he 
should  accept  the  dose  with  gratitude. 

Captain  AYLMEE  asked  the  Speaker, 
as  a  matter  of  Order,  to  inform  the  House 
what  was  the  exact  Business  before  it  ? 
Whether  it  was  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  or  that  of  the  Premier  he 
was  unable  to  see. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  Question 
immediately  before  the  House  was  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler), 
who  proposed  to  leave  out  certain  words. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  proposed  to  retain  certain 
words — "  except  by  leave  of  the  House." 
He  should  put  the  Question,  ''That  the 
word  *  except,  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion ?  " 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  words  were  absolutely  super- 
fluous. He  supposed  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  negatived,  the  question  i^f 
40,  or  any  lesser  number,  rising  in  their 
places  might  be  determined  afterwards. 
It  was  absurd  to  retain  the  words  "  ex- 
cept by  leave  of  the  House,"  by  which 
one  Member  might  prevent  the  Motion 
being  made,  and  also  give  40  or  a 
smaller  number  the  power  of  deciding 
the  question.  Generally,  Motions  for 
Adjournment  were  made  impromptu, 
and  he  should  be  sorry  to  see  the  day 
when  such  Motions  should  be  regularly 
organized,  as  they  must  be  if  40  Mem- 
bers were  required  to  rise  in  their  places. 
He  repeated  that  he  could  see  no  reason 
for  retaining  the  words  ''except  by 
leave  of  the  House." 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  the  House  had  reason  to  complain 
most  seriously  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Gk)vemment  respecting  that  Amend- 
ment. The  Prime  Minister  had  spoken 
so  eloquently  about  the  rights  of  mino- 
rities that  he  expected  some  mportant 
concession.  He  was  astonished,  there- 
fore, to  find  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
speaking  as  if  it  would  be  ridiculous  for 
a  minority  to  have  the  power  of  moving 
the  adjournment.  He  reminded  the 
Prime  Minister  that  it  was  not  a  new 
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power  which  they  were  asking  for,  but 
that  it  was  a  power  which  had  hitherto 
belonged  to  every  individual  Member, 
an  ancient  privilege  they  were  en- 
deavouring to  defend.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  made  a  most  indignant  pro- 
test against  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House,  saying 
that  an  appeal  to  the  majority  meant 
an  appeal  to  the  Minister.  [Mr.  Glad- 
stone :  Hear,  hear !]  In  spite  of  that 
indignant  protest,  he  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  took  leave  to  reiterate  the 
statement  with  all  the  force  he  was 
capable  of,  and  to  assert  that,  as  far  as 
the  Liberal  Party  were  concerned,  as 
far  as  the  present  state  of  the  House 
was  concerned,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  was  concerned,  an 
appeal  to  the  House  of  Commons  meant 
nothing  more  than  an  appeal  to  the 
Prime  Minister.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  remember  times  when  the 
majority  of  the  House  and  of  the  Liberal 
Party  was  not  distinguished  by  the 
abject  servility  which  was  now  unfor- 
tunately so  marked  a  feature  of  its  con- 
dition. There  were  times  when  there 
was  really  a  genuine  Hadical  Party 
below  the  Gangway,  which,  no  doubt, 
contributed  occasionally  to  the  pros- 
perity of  the  country  by  turning  the 
Prime  Minister  out  of  Office.  But  now 
all  that  had  changed,  and  they  had  new 
inventions  since  then.  There  was  the 
Caucus,  which  was  invented  by  one  of 
the  Prime  Minister's  Colleagues,  and 
this  Caucus,  before  every  important 
division,  sent  out  menacing  circulars  to 
every  Member.  [Laughter.']  Well,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  might  put  his  in  the 
waste-paper  basket,  but  he  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  fancied  he  always  took 
care  to  vote  as  he  was  directed.  It 
was,  in  fact,  a  matter  of  frequent  com- 
ment that  all  the  independence  which 
used  to  be  the  glory  of  the  Radical 
Party  had  utterly  gone  and  vanished, 
never  to  return ;  and,  therefore,  the 
statement  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
denounced,  that  an  appeal  to  the  majority 
meant  an  appeal  to  him,  was  perfectly 
correct.  The  Tory  majority  in  the  late 
Government  was  much  more  indocile. 
[**  Oh,  oh  !  "]  He  remembered  three 
cases  of  distinct  revolt  on  the  part  of 
large  sections  of  the  Tory  Party  against 
Mr.  Disraeli  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  present  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  to 
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force  the  Government  to  abandon  tiie 
line  of  policy  they  were  pursuing  at  the 
moment,   and    on    each  occasion  they 
were  successful  in  their  purpose.   There 
was  a  great  deal  of  independence  in  the 
Tory  Party  in  the  last  Parliament,  and 
it  would  have  been  quite  possible  for 
the  Prime  Minister,  or  any  of  his  Col- 
leagues, to  have  appealed  to  the  majority 
for  permission  to  move  the  adjournment 
and  been  certain  of  being  heard ;  but  he 
regretted  to  say  that  in  the  present  Par- 
liament things  were  different.     On  a 
well-known  occasion,  the  present  Prime 
Minister  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
House ;   and  he  now  said  that  he  was 
able  to  do  that,  without  begging  leave 
of  the  Leader;  but  on  that  occasion 
he  had  no  doubt  Mr.  Disraeli  would  have 
been  very  glad  to  have  agreed  to  meet 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  in  debate. 
The  present  Prime  Minister  was  at  that 
time  the  Leader  of  the   Opposition — 
[Mr.  Gladstoite  :    No.]      He  expected 
that  ''  No,"  and  was  prepared  for  it 
He  knew  that  another  person  was  nomi- 
nally Leader  ;  but  the  real  Leader  was 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  whenever  any- 
thing important  was  on,  down  came  the 
right  hon.  G.entleman  and  away  went  the 
nominal  Leader.   ['*Oh,oh!  "j  He  was 
simply  stating  facts.     [Mr.  Gladstoitb  : 
A  fiction.]    He  could  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  witnessed  it  with 
great  interest  and    satisfaction.       Mr. 
Disraeli,  he  said,  would  have  been  glad 
to  have  met  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
But  what  chance  would  there  have  been 
for  a  private  Member  ?    Now-a-days,  at 
all  events,  they  knew  that  when  private 
Members    proposed   to    bring    forward 
Motions  of  Censure  and  asked  for  a  day, 
they  were   laughed  at,    and  told  that 
these  things  were  very  improper.     He 
would   like   to    point    out  the  daneer 
attending  the  adoption  of  the  number 
of  40,  which  might  operate  to  reducing 
it  to  even  a  smaller  number.  The  chances 
were  that  the  40   Members  would  all 
speak,  or,  at  all  events,  a  very  fair  per- 
centage of  the  40  would  think  it  neces- 
sary to  justify  to  the  House  the  fact  that 
they  had  stood  up  in  their  places.     If 
that  was  a  good  argument,  it  operated 
very  largely  in  favour  of  a  smaller  num- 
ber, like  five  or  six  ;  because  five  or  six 
^eeches  would  be  a  less  evil  than  40. 
The  Prime  Minister's  proposition — that 
the  majority,   or  the   Ministry,   would 
listen   to   the   supplications   of  private 
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Members  to  allow  inconvenient  Motions 
to  be  submitted,  could  not  be  seriously 
discussed.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  to  add  some  new  words  in  the 
form  of  an  asseveration — he  (Lord  Ean- 
dolph  Churchill)  did  not  know  whether 
it  would  be  an  Oath  ;  but,  if  so,  he  feared 
that  there  would  be  another  difficulty 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh),  or  a  Declaration  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the  ad- 
journment. Nobody  knew  what  the 
words  were.  The  House  was  dependent 
for  them  on  dirty  scraps  of  paper,  from 
which  it  appeared  that  the  Member  was 
to  declare  that  he  was  going  to  discuss 
a  definite  matter  of  urgent  public  im- 
portance ;  and  these  words  were  gravely 
suggested  as  a  safeguard  against  abuse. 
Why,  everybody  thought  his  Motion 
related  to  a  matter  of  urgent  public  im- 
portance. He  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
had  thought  his  Motion  last  night  one 
of  urgent  public  importance ;  but  the 
Prime  Minister  did  not  think  so  ;  and, 
no  doubt,  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate)  would 
also  have  said  that  his  Motion  respect- 
ing Mr.  Bradlaugh' s  trial  was  a  matter 
of  urgent  public  importance;  in  fact, 
there  was  no  conceivable  nonsense  which 
could  not  be  suggested  as  of  urgent 
public  importance.  Could  it  be  sug- 
gested that  the  words  were  proposed  as 
a  mere  conventionality?  He  had  a 
doubt  whether  anything  suggested  by 
the  Prime  Minister  did  not  cover  some 
deep-laid  scheme ;  but,  at  any  rate,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  never  suggested 
an  utterly  meaningless  and  nonsensical 
axiom.  He  sincerely  hoped  that  the 
House  would  insist  upon  having  time 
given  to  consider  this  matter.  Accord- 
ing to  the  Prime  Minister,  there  would 
be  great  danger  in  accepting  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  because 
it  would  transform  the  use  of  a  privilege, 
which  ordinarily  was  irregular,  into  a 
regular  use.  It  would  be  perfectly  pos- 
sible for  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition — 
supposing  him  not  to  be  an  extremely 
honourable  and  fair-minded  man  like 
the  present  Leader — to  get  40  of  his 
followers  week  after  week  to  rise  when 
he  moved  the  adjournment,  in  order  to 
bring  forward  matters  likely  to  damage 
the  policy  of  the  Government.  Then, 
as  to  private  Members  also,  there  was 
a  move — he  might  call  it  a  **  dodge  " — 


which  might  be  advantageously  em- 
ployed, and  the  Government  forced  them 
into  these  "  dodges  "  by  these  tremen- 
dously strict  Hules.  It  would  be  quite 
possible  to  arrange,  at  the  beginning  of 
the  Session,  that  there  should  be  what 
was  called  in  the  City  a  **  little  syndi- 
cate" of  80  or  100  private  Members  on 
both  sides  ;  that  they  should  agree  that 
there  should  be  reciprocity  between 
them  ;  and  that  if  any  Member  of  this 
syndicate  got  up  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  there  should  be  an 
honourable  understanding  that  the  other 
Members  should  immediately  rise.  [The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  :  Honourable 
understanding?]  Yes,  honourable.  Why 
not?  Surely  persons  like  the  noble 
Marquess,  who  had  had  a  share  in  the 
Kilmainham  Treaty,  understood  the 
meaning  of  the  word  **  honourable." 
He  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  did  not 
understand  the  interruption  of  the  noble 
Marquess.  He  insisted  that  it  would 
be  far  wiser  and  more  cautious  of  the 
House  to  leave  the  Pesolution  alone. 
Many  hon.  Members  had  tried  to  deal 
with  Procedure,  but  they  had  never 
touched  these  adjournments.  They  had 
always  known  the  dangers  of  attempt- 
ing it.  These  New  Eules,  which  seemed 
to  him  to  savour  strongly  of  what  he 
might  call  "Brummagem,"  and  to  be 
more  adapted  to  a  Vestry,  or  a  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works,  or  the  Town 
Council  of  Birmingham,  would  be  dan- 
gerous to  the  House  of  Commons,  to  its 
Members,  and  to  the  interests  of  the 
country  at  large.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  not  allow  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  to  be 
withdrawn,  but  would  express  its  sen- 
timents by  voting  against  the  words  "by 
leave  of  the  House." 

Mr;  LABOUCHERE  said,  it  was  not 
surprising  that  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  had  occupied 
a  considerable  amount  of  time,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  said  very  little  with 
respect  to  the  matter  before  the  House, 
because  they  knew  perfectly  well  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  a  policy  which  he 
had  announced  in  print,  and  that  policy 
was  by  means  of  Obstruction  to  force 
the  Government  into  a  Dissolution.  He 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  did  not  think  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  supported  in  that  policy 
by  many  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
There  might  be  some  vague  and  general 
notion  amongst  them  that  he  was  doing 
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good ;  but  when  it  came  to  coining  down 
to  that  House  day  after  day,  they  pre- 
ferred hunting  the  foxes.  What  struck 
him  as  remarkable  was  that,  after  all 
the  wondrous  professions  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  as  to  what  they  were  going 
to  do,  and  as  to  the  terrible  effects  upon 
the  Constitution  of  the  passing  of  these 
Hesolutions,  they  could  not  muster  a 
larger  number  of  Members  than  they 
had  done  the  last  two  nights.  Look  at 
the  Benches  opposite.  The  Front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  was  full ;  but  on  the 
Benches  behind  there  were  about  eight, 
nine,  or  ten  Members.  That  was  the 
whole  Conservative  minority  who  rallied 
there  from  their  field  sports  to  defend 
the  Constitution  against  the  inroads  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  The  noble  Lord 
had  complained  of  the  Prime  Minister 
making  his  statement  at  dinner-time, 
when  the  House  was  comparatively 
empty.  But  whose  fault  was  that? 
Why,  the  noble  Lord's,  who  kept  them 
till  then  discussing  some  idle  Amend- 
ment of  his  own  notoriously  brought 
forward  for  the  purpose  of  Obstruction. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL  : 
Did  you  vote  for  that  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said  he  did. 
Bat  why  did  he  vote  for  it?  Hon. 
Members  opposite  seemed  to  think  that 
walking  into  the  Lobby  with  them  was 
Obstruction.  He  thought  that  the  mat- 
ter was  very  much  between  tweedledum 
and  tweed ledee,  and  he  gave  the  noble 
Lord  the  benefit  of  the  tweedledee,  and 
voted  with  him.  But  he  should  have 
infinitely  preferred  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  withdrawn  his  Amendment,  and 
allowed  the  Prime  Minister  to  state  his 
intentions  with  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler).     Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ex- 

Eected  the  Radicals  to  go  into  the  same 
lobby  with  them,  in  order  to  turn  out 
the  Liberals;  but  they  had  not  tlie 
choice  between  a  root-and-branch  Radi- 
cal Ministry  and  the  present  Govern- 
ment. It  was  Hobson^s  choice  between 
the  present  Government  and  the  Con- 
servatives, and  of  the  two  he  infinitely 
preferred  the  present  Government.  With 
regard  to  the  Amendment,  he  thought 
that  40  was  a  reasonable  number.  He 
was  at  first  rather  in  favour  of  inserting 
in  the  Rule  20  Members ;  but  the  Prime 
Minister's  speech  had  convinced  him 
that  the  larger  number  would  be  better. 
The  noble  Lord  taunted  hon.  Members 

Mr,  Lahouchere 


on  the  Liberal  side  with  being  abject 
slaves.  Hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  side  of 
the  House  were  there  to  support  a 
Liberal  Ministry,  but  not  to  support 
them  slavishly.  If  the  Government  pro- 
posed anything  which  they  disapproved, 
they  would  at  once  oppose  it.  It  was 
only  because  they  were  satisfied  with 
Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers  that 
they,  to  a  great  extent,  kept  silent,  and 
voted  in  the  main  with  them ;  and  be 
protested  against  the  noble  Lord  and 
other  hon.  Members  opposite  perpetu- 
ally jeering  at  Radical  Members  for 
their  support  of  a  Liberal  Ministry. 
The  noble  Lord  had  spoken  of  the  Con- 
servatives being  more  docile  than  the 
Liberals,  and  yet  how  many  Conserva- 
tives was  the  noble  Lord  able  to  rally? 
Why,  three,  and  one  unattached.  That 
Party  of  three  could  not  make  up  their 
minds  as  to  who  was  their  Leader.  To 
say  that  the  Tory  Party  generally  were 
not  as  docile  as  sheep  was  absolutely  to 
ignore  history. 

Mr.  SCLATER  -  booth  said,  he 
thought  that  the  remarks  of  the  last 
speaker  (Mr.  Labouohere),  however 
amusing  they  might  bo,  did  not  help  to 
elucidate  the  question  under  discussion. 
The  House  was  now  about  to  incur  veiy 
serious  risks,  in  substituting  for  a  pri- 
vilege of  a  private  Member,  which,  no 
doubt,  might  sometimes  be  abused,  some- 
thing which  might  involve  great  evil. 
He  did  not  wish  to  defend  any  abuse; 
but  when  an  individual  Member  stood 
up  to  exercise  that  privilege,  he  did  it 
under  a  heavy  sense  of  responsibility, 
and  with  the  liability  of  being  called 
to  account  if  he  abused  it ;  but  when 
he  secured  the  countenance  of  40  Mem- 
bers, he  would  feel  that  responsibility  di- 
minished. But  now  it  was  proposed  by 
a  deliberate  Resolution  of  the  House 
that  a  minority  of  40  Members  should 
be  permitted  to  fiy  in  the  face  of  the 
settled  order  of  Business.  That  would 
be  an  inducement  to  private  Members 
to  band  themselves  together  for  the  pur- 
pose of  substituting  for  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  on  any  night,  any  subject  of  dis- 
cussion in  which  they  were  interested. 
It  would  be  a  mistake  to  g^ve  to  40  Mem- 
bers who  might  be  united,  for  instance, 
on  the  subject  of  Sunday  Closing,  Mar- 
riage with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  or 
any  similar  question,  the  power  of  sub- 
stituting for  the  Orders  of  the  Day  a 
Motion  which  they  might  think  of  more 
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importance.  He  did  not  regard  the 
words  suggested  by  the  Prime  Minister 
as  placing  any  effectual  check  upon  such 
an  objectionable  and  dangerous  proceed- 
ing. That  particular  Amendment  was, 
he  thought,  a  most  unfortunate  one,  and 
the  Government  would  do  well  to  be 
satisfied  with  the  limitation  already  de- 
termined by  the  common  sense  of  the 
House,  and  not  to  take  the  further  step 
that  had  been  indicated,  and  which  he 
feared  would  lead  to  considerable  con- 
fusion and  difficulty. 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  said,  that, 
in  this  matter,  he  was  thankful  for 
any  concession  they  had  got  from  the 
Government,  and  was  not  disposed  to 
criticize  too  closely  the  compromise 
which  they  had  offered;  but  he  con- 
fessed that  he  regarded  that  Resolu- 
tion with  much  more  jealousy  and 
suspicion  than  any  other  of  the  Re- 
solutions submitted  to  them  by  the 
Gt>vemment.  He  was  exceedingly  re- 
luctant to  see  the  House  part  with  the 
power  of  moving  the  adjournment, 
even  during  Question  time.  No  doubt, 
it  was  often  exercised  without  sufficient 
grounds;  yet  during  the  present  Par- 
liament it  had  been  sometimes  used 
with  the  most  salutary  effect.  But,  in 
the  last  Parliament,  the  absence  of  that 
power  would  have  landed  the  then  Op- 
position in  serious  difficulties,  because 
several  sudden  crises  arose  in  which  in- 
stantaneous action  was  necessary ;  and, 
in  such  circumstances,  the  right  oif 
moving  the  adjournment  was  found  use- 
ful. Looking  forward,  moreover,  to  the 
time  when  those  who  now  occupied  the 
Ministerial  Benches  would  again  sit 
opposite,  he  thought  it  might  prove  to 
be  a  suicidal  act  to  part  now  with  the 
power  which  was  so  valuable,  though, 
no  doubt,  one  capable  of  being  abused. 
The  position  of  the  Prime  Minister  was 
very  different  from  that  of  any  ordinary 
Member.  No  one  would  refuse  him  a 
hearing  if  he  desired  it ;  but  a  less  dis- 
tinguished Member  of  the  House,  if  he 
were  to  depend  upon  the  whim  of  the 
majority  for  a  hearing,  might  fare  ill. 
Of  course,  there  was  no  sanctity  in  the 
number  40 — indeed,  he  (Mr.  George 
Russell)  would  prefer  a  lower  one.  Why, 
for  instance,  should  not  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  ParnellJ 
muster  his  supporters  and  move  the 
adjournment  sometimes?  It  might  be 
inconvenient  to  English  Members ;  but 


there  were  times  when  it  might  be  ne- 
cessary for  Irishmen  to  call  immediate 
attention  to  some  question  or  other,  and 
their  need  was  all  the  greater,  since  they 
were  not  governed  from  their  own  country. 

Sia  R.  A8SHET0N  CROSS  pointed 
out  that  the  whole  weight  of  the  Amend- 
ment, as  now  framed,  fell  upon  the  words 
requiring  the  leave  of  the  House.  The 
position  of  an  hon.  Member  would  be 
very  different  under  the  Resolution  from 
what  it  had  been  previously.  At  pre- 
sent the  Motion  was  a  matter  of  right, 
while  in  future  the  framework  would 
rest  upon  the  leave  of  the  House.  That 
matter  was  entirely  excluded  by  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton,  and  for  that  reason  he 
preferred  that  proposal,  which,  in  his 
opinion,  was  simpler  than  the  Resolu- 
tion now  put  forward  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  He  had  a  further  objec- 
tion to  make.  It  was  a  very  great  pity 
that  if  the  change  was  to  be  made  at  all 
the  House  was  not  informed  of  it  yester- 
day. If  the  Government  came  to  their 
final  decision  on  the  subject  then,  why 
did  they  not  place  it  on  the  Paper  last 
night  ?  It  was  a  mystery  to  him  why 
such  a  simple  expedient  was  neglected, 
the  result  of  which  was  that  the  words 
were  read  out  in  a  thin  House  at  the 
dinner-hour,  and  many  hon.  Members 
who  had  gone  away  would  find  to-mor- 
row that  the  Amendment  had  been  car- 
ried without  their  having  been  present 
at  the  discussion.  After  all,  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  greatly  gain  by  the 
words  and  might  very  well  have  refused 
to  admit  them.  In  the  main,  the  Reso- 
lution, as  amended,  would  carry  out  the 
object  he  had  in  view  ;  and  though  he 
objected  very  strongly  to  the  provision 
with  respect  to  leave,  yet  he  did  not 
wish,  by  pursuing  a  shadow,  to  lose  the 
substance. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  did  not 
quite  understand  how  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  going  to  vote  upon  the 
Question  before  the  House.  The  Ques- 
tion to  be  put  would  be  the  retaining  of 
the  word  '* except;"  practically,  how- 
ever, that  would  mean  "  except  by  leave 
of  the  House." 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  What 
I  said  was  that  it  was  a  pity  that  the 
Government  had  introduced  the  question 
of  asking  leave ;  but  I  added  that,  on 
the  whole,  I  would  rather  accept  the 
substance  than  grasp  at  the  shadow. 
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Mk.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  lie  did 
not  think  it  would  be  asking  leave  at  all. 
Supposing  the  words  were  struck  out, 
be  could  not  imagine  many  cases  in 
which  40  Members  would  not  be  ready 
to  rise  in  their  places  if  required.  He 
should  vote  for  retaining  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  omitted.  He  was  exceed- 
ingly glad,  however,  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  willing  to  introduce  modifi- 
cations into  this  Resolution.  He  did 
not  think  that  this  was  a  matter  that 
should  be  decided  by  a  bare  majority ; 
and  he  should  be  prepared,  even  from 
his  own  past  experience,  to  uphold  the 
right  of  a  small  minority,  and  especially 
of  an  Irish  minority,  to  bring  before  the 
House  questions  which  they  might  deem 
of  importance.  If  there  was  any  rea- 
sonable ground  for  their  bringing  such 
questions  before  the  House,  he  was  sure 
that  they  would  find  plenty  of  Members 
willing  to  assist  them  in  doing  so. 
Those  who  now  sat  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House  must  look  forward  to 
the  time  when  they  would  not  be  sup- 
porting a  Government,  and  when  it 
might  happen  that  a  Government  was 
in  Office  whom  they  might  believe  was 
injuring  the  country,  and  in  whom  they 
might  believe  no  confidence  ought  to  be 
placed,  and  who  was  about  to  place  the 
country  in  a  perilous  position,  either 
abroad  or  at  home.  In  such  a  case  it 
might  be  most  necessary  to  bring  the 
facts  before  the  public  eye  without 
delay,  and  this  could  not  be  done  so 
effectually  in  any  other  way  as  by  mak- 
ing a  Motion  for  Adjournment.  He  was 
glad,  therefore,  that  the  Government 
had  consented  to  place  this  power  in  the 
hands  of  a  certain  number  of  Members 
rather  than  in  those  of  the  majority  or 
of  the  Government  of  the  day.  He  had 
learned  from  the  usual  sources  of  infor- 
mation that  last  night  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  attributed 
the  outcry  about  the  abuse  of  moving 
adjournments  very  much  to  his  (Mr. 
Forster*s)  action  when  holding  the  Office 
of  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  Ho  said 
that  a  soft  answer  might  have  turned 
away  wrath,  and  that  he  (Mr.  Forster) 
had  endeavoured  deliberately  to  pro- 
voke the  Irish  Members.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers referred  back  to  the  state  of  things 
that  existed  last  year,  they  would  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  wrath  was 
Buch  that  no  soft  answer  would  have 
turned  it  away.    Nothing  could  have 


been  more  absurdly  foolish  than  it  would 
have  been  on  his  part  to  deliberately 
provoke  the  Irish  Members.  If  there 
was  any  provocation  at  all,  it  was  not 
by  him.  The  real  fact  was,  that  he  had 
a  very  hard  business  to  carry  on  inside 
that  House  and  out  of  it  with  Gentle- 
men who  thought  that  they  ought  to 
put  their  own  notions  of  rifi^ht  and 
wrong  and  their  '*  unwritten  law "  in 
the  place  of  the  law  of  the  land.  Bat, 
looking  back,  he  did  not  see  what  he 
could  have  said  that  he  did  not  say  with 
more  desire  not  to  provoke  the  Irish 
Members,  and  to  be  as  courteous  to  them 
as  possible  under  the  circumstances.  His 
experience  of  what  had  happened  last 
year  was  not  that  it  had  the  effect  of 
getting  rid  of  Motions  for  Adjournment. 
He  himself  thought  he  had  not  in  his 
position  abused  the  great  power  in- 
trusted to  him.  But,  supposing  for  a 
moment  that  he  had  done  so,  he  admitted 
the  Irish  Members  would  have  been 
justified  in  making  use  of  all  the  Forms 
of  the  House ;  and  it  would  have  been 
dangerous  for  them  and  the  House  if 
they  had  lost  the  power  of  exposing 
any  abuse  by  him  of  his  powers. 
Some  of  those  Motions  for  Adjourn- 
ment, he  thought,  were  obstructive  and 
frivolous,  but  a  few  of  them  were  nata- 
ral.  It  must  be  remembered  that  the 
very  condition  of  the  Prevention  of 
Crime  Act,  which  was  passed  by  on 
enormous  majority,  was  that  the  reason 
of  the  arrests  made  under  it  should  not 
be  given  to  the  House ;  but  he  could  not 
expect  the  Irish  Members  to  accept  that. 
They  very  naturally  demanded  those  rea- 
sons, and  he  was,  therefore,  not  surprised 
at  some  of  their  Motions  for  Adjournment. 
He  trusted  the  result  of  this  discussion 
would  be  that  the  House  would  pass  a 
Resolution  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  the 
privilege,  and  that  they  would  find  that 
40  Members  rising  in  their  places  con- 
stituted a  sufficient  limitation.  If  in 
the  working  of  this  plan  it  was  found 
that  the  abuse  still  existed,  the  number 
could  be  increased. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  R.  Asshe- 
ton  Cross)  seemed  to  misunderstand  the 
effect  of  the  words  as  to  leave  being 
given  to  a  Member.  They  were  not 
words  that  more  limited  the  power  of 
moving  the  adjournment  than  their 
omission  would  have  done.  The  object 
of  the  form  of  the  Resolution  was  to 
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allow  the  adjournment  without  40  Mem- 
beri  rising.  No  one  would  object  to 
the  adjournment  being  made  if  no  one 
rose  to  object,  and  that  was  the  effect  of 
the  words. 

Mb.  SYNAN  approved  the  retention 
of  the  words  ''except  bj  leave  of  the 
House,"  after  the  interpretation  put 
upon  them  by  the  Home  Secretary. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  com- 
plained that  they  were  in  a  state  of 
mental  confusion.  Many  hon.  Members 
did  not  know  what  Amendment  was  be- 
fore the  House.  The  Prime  Minister 
had  alluded  to  the  painful  occurrences  of 
Monday  night,  and  said  that  the  blame 
for  what  had  taken  place  should  be  put 
upon  him.  The  Home  Secretary,  how- 
ever, was,  in  his  opinion,  the  person  to 
be  blamed.  He  objected  to  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government,  because  Uiey 
were  destructive  of  individualism. 

Question,  "That  the  word  'except' 
stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
said,  he  had  an  Amendment  which 
stood  before  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton.  The  Speaker  had 
given  it  a  place  on  the  Paper,  and  was 
it  not  irregular  that  it  should  have  been 
removed  without  his  consent  ? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton came  after  the  word  "  except,'' 
while  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  came  after  the  following 
words. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  moved, 
in  line  3,  after  the  word  "  except,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  by  a  Member  who  is 
also  a  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Privy 
Council."  There  was  not  a  single  case 
in  which  a  Privy  Councillor  was  known 
to  have  abused  the  power  of  moving  the 
adjournment.  The  intention  of  the 
Rules  then  under  consideration  was  to 
strike  at  individual  disorder.  If  they 
could  put  their  fingers  upon  any  class  of 
Members  who  were  innocent,  then  those 
Members  should  be  relieved  from  the 
severity  of  a  penal  law  which  might  be 
injurious  in  its  effect,  not  only  to  them, 
but  to  the  conduct  of  Business  of  the 
House.  There  was  no  greater  mistake 
than  to  suppose  that  everyone  in  that 
House  was  equal.  On  the  contrary, 
Privy  Councillors  were  invariably  called 
upon  to  speak  before  other  Members; 


greater  licence  was  allowed  to  the  Minis- 
ters, and  to  Members  in  charge  of  a 
Bill,  than  to  others.  Degrees  and  dif- 
ferences were  on  all  hands  recognized 
between  Member  and  Member.  The 
exception  he  proposed  was  in  accordence 
with  the  practice  and  the  traditions  of 
the  House. 

Mb.  speaker  asked  if  anyone  se- 
conded the  Amendment  ? 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  wiU  second  it* 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  3,  after  the  word  ''except,"  to  iniert 
the  worda  "  by  a  Member  who  is  also  a  Member 
of  Her  Majesty's  Pri?y  Coonoil." — {Mr.  Stan^ 
Uy  LeighUm,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Amend- 
ment did  not  require  and  did  not  admit 
of  any  areument.  To  state  it  was  to 
condemn  it.  He  believed  the  House 
would  almost  unanimously  object  to 
making  any  distinction  between  Privy 
Counculors  and  other  Members  in  such 
a  matter. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Mb.  OORST  moved,  in  line  3,  after 
the  word  ''except,"  to  insert  the  words 
"  in  accordance  with  the  evident  sense 
of  the  House,  or,"  arguing  that  these 
words  were  to  be  preferred  to  "  by  leave 
of  the  House."  He  said,  his  object  was 
that  any  hon.  Member  should  be  al- 
lowed to  move  the  adjournment  in  case 
no  objection  was  made  by  another  Mem* 
her.  How,  otherwise,  could  a  Member 
ask  the  leave  of  the  House,  or  show 
that  his  demand  was  equitable  ? 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
seconded  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  3,  after  the  word  *'  except/'  to  insert 
the  words  "in  accordance  with  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House,  or." — {Mr,  Oont.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  words  "leave  of  the  House"  were 
used  in  the  sense  which  attached  to  the 
phrase  in  accordance  with  Parliamentary 
usage.  It  was  a  very  common  Parlia- 
mentary phrase  which  was  thoroughly 
understood,  and  it  meant  the  unanimous 
sense  of  ti^e  House  and  nothing  else. 
When,  for  example,  a  Member  was 
allowed  to  speak  a  second  time,  it  must 

[^TwetUg-Jiret  Night.l 
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be  hy  "leave  of  the  House."  And  he  Amendment  amended,  by  leaving  oat 
could  not  do  80  if  anyone  objected.  Tbis  the  words  "  request  leave,"  and  insert- 
was  the  true  sen  a  b  of  the  words.  All,  ing  the  word  "  propose,"^  Jlr.  GUd- 
then,  that  the  Government  meant  by  ifons,) — instead  thereof, 
them  waa  that  if  a  Member  moved  the  ,  ,  ^  j  .  .l  -j 
adjournment  and  nobody  objected  to  the  Amendment  proposed  to  the  aaid  pro- 
ilition,  it  would  be  allowed,  and  no  fur-  P*'^^^  Amendment. 

ther  trouble  would  be  given  ;  but  if  any-  _,.  To  I?av«  out  the  ■-ordB  "  for  the  pnrpo-  ?( 

bodyobjieoted.itwould^enecesearythlt  f^p^^lt.if ^^ ^17^" CA'tS.^'" 

40  Members  should  support  him.  q„^^;^„  ^^^    „  ^I,^^  ^^^  ^^^^  p^. 

Question  put,  and  negatited.  posed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Question,  "That  the  words  '  by  leave  "^'^^  ?"?"«**  Amendment." 

of  the  House'  stand  part  of  the  Ques-  The  House  divided  : — Ayes  146;  Noes 

tion,"  put,  and  agriid  to.  86  :  Majority  60.— (Div.  List,  No.  367.) 

Question,    "  That    the    words    '  the  Mr.  8HEIL  next  moved  to  substi- 

grantingof  such  leave,  if  disputed,  being  tute  the  word  "fifteen"  for  the  word 

determined   upon  Question   put    forth-  "forty,"  in  order  that  Motions  forths 

with;   but  no  Division  shall  be  taken  adjourument  of  the   House    might  be 

thereupon' stand  part  of  the  Question,"  made  on  the  demand  of  15  Uembers. 

put,  and  Ktgatived.  His  object  waa  to  protect  small  mino- 

,                         ,  rities,  and  especially  the  Irish  Members, 

Amendment  proposed,  ^^^^  ^f  ^^^^  sections  could  muster  the 

In  Ime  fi  before  thj  wotd  "  unlew."  to  mwrt  requisite  number  of  40. 

tbe  iTords   '  unletu  &  Member  naing  m  hii  place  ^ 

■hall  requoet  leaie  to  move  ths  Adjoummsnt  for  Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pn>- 

tha  purpoBO  ot  diacusaing  a  definite  matter  of  posed  Amendment,  to  leave  OUt  "  forty," 

3°^r^i™Tf^lV'^;.'^n™°ri„'r.w^  >n<»-dettoin8ert"fifteBn,"-fifr.fii«i,) 

loHy  Momb^TB  Bhall  tbereupoii  naa  in  thoir  '           j    l         ^                         - 

places  to  Bupport  the    Motion. "—(Jfr.    Qltd-  — msteatl  tliereol. 

'''"'■'  Question    proposed,     "That    'fortj' 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  gtand  part  of  the  said  propoaod  Amend> 

be  there  inserted."  ment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Me.  QLADSTOKE  :  I  have  had  the 

Amendment,  opportunity  of  explaining  very  fully  my 

To  leave  out  the  words  "  request  leave  to  views  on  this  question  in  a  former  part 

ttioTs.'*  iQ  order  to  insert  the  words  ■'  anDOunce  ^f  t^e  evening,  and  I  should  not  be  JU!- 

Im,mt*nt.on  of  moving,  -{L^ri  G^g,  H.,m,l-  ^jg^^   .^^   going  into  any  lengthened  ds- 

.'     .      ,    ■          .  tails  now.     I  will  simply  endeavour  to 

— mstead  tliereol.  .^^  ^^^  ^^^^_  ^^^  necessity  which  the 

Question  proposed,   "  That  the  words  Eon.  Gentleman  imagines  is,  in  the  first 

'  request  leave  to  move,'  stand  part  of  place,  a  limited  necessity ;  and,  in  ths 

the  said  proposed  Amendment."  second  place,  only  a  supposed  necessity, 

»i     nr  *TM3TfivTf       ■>    ■.         ij  L  60  made,  not  because  it  is  reaaonablefor 

Mb.  GLADSTONt  ...a,  ,1  would  to  ,i,  „rfin.,j  Bu.in...  of  the  Ho™  Ih.l 
.inpo..ibl.lorllieaoTOm™tM,joedo  ,  „„J,  „,  Member,  ehould  here 
to  the  word.  propo.od  bj  the  noble  Lord,  ^,'  ^^„,  „,  occupybg  the  time  of  tlu 
b«c«u..  when  .  per.on  aonounoed  h,.  noa*,,  contrary  to  the  Halo,  but  in  orf» 
intention  of  doing  a  thing  that  implied  i„  „„,  the  noJemitie.  of  the  Iri.h  Mem- 
that  It  wa.  a  thing  which  it  wa.  com-  ^^„  ^  con.id.ring  that  Irolud 
polenlforhimtodoiwhereuitwunot  ,,„  „„,  (J^  i|,„  Me^b.i.,  it  do« 
«.inp.lent  for  h.m  to  move  the  adjourn-  ^„j„  ,^^  oircum.t.nc«  of  H. 
nent  unle..  he  got  the  .upport  of  40  „„■„„,  „„te.geon.  that  40  of  th.m 
Members.  For  hi.  own  part,  he  .aw  no  ,^„J,j  ,,,  ^^^i^  agreeing  with  aMo- 
ambiguity  in  the  word."  i.que.tl..«;  „„„  ,„  di.cu..iug  a  Jue.tion  of  import- 
but  if  the  nob  o  Lord  had  auj  difflcull,  ^^^  ^  Mand;  but  I  admit  that  th. 
onthe  .ubject,  he  might  move  to. ub-  j^.^  Member,  are  divided  among.! 
.titnto  for  them  the  word  "propoaed."  Hem.ely..;  and  I  will  go  furthered 

Amendment    to   the    said   proposed  admit  that  not  only  a  minority  of  the 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn.  House,  but  that  a  minority  of  the  Irish 
Sir  WiiKam  Bareourt' 
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Members,  ie  not  without  a  decided  claim 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House.     It 
has  been  justly  said  by  the  late  Home 
Secretary  (Mr.  R.  Assheton  Cross),  and 
also   by  my  right    hon.    and    learned 
Friend  the  present  Home  Secretary  and 
by    other    hon.    Members,  that   it   is, 
indeed,    an   extraordinary  case  if  the 
Irish   Members,    constituting  that  mi- 
nority, and  numbering  between  30  and 
40  themselves,   and   having   an   equit- 
able cause  for  moving  the  adjournment 
of  the  House,  cannot  find  out  of  the  300 
or  400  men,  who  may  happen  to  be  in 
the  House  at  the  time,  some  eight  or  ton 
hon.  Members  who  would  assist  them  in 
bringing  a  Motion  forward.     Therefore, 
I  think  I  am  justified  in  stating,  not  only 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  founded  his 
case  upon  a  limited  necessity,  but  upon 
that  which  is  only  a  supposed  necessity. 
And  now  let  the  hon.  Gentleman  look  at 
the  greatness  of  what  he  asks  for.     He 
has  put  on  his  political  eyesight  to  en- 
able him  to  look  at  the  practice,  and  the 
practice  is  the  practice  of  himself  and  a 
limited  portion  of  his  Friends  who  sit 
around  him ;  but  we  must  provide  for 
the  Business  of  the  House.     He  requires 
us  to  leave  the  entire  Business  of  the 
House  at  the  mercy  of  15  Gentlemen  to 
meet  the  wants  and  supposed  wants  of 
one  portion  of  the   House  only.     We 
have  had  great  responsibility  thrown 
upon  us  in  consequence  of  the  incapacity 
of  the  House  through  its  Committees  to 
deal  with  this  subject.     We  have  tried 
to  do  our  best.     We  have  in  the  Reso- 
lution departed  materially  and  largely 
from  our  own  views  in  order  to  meet 
what  we  thought  was  the  **  evident  sense 
of  the  House."     A  considerable  propor- 
tion of  hon.  Gentlemen  felt  with  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  in  the  Amendment 
he  submitted  to  the  House.     We  had  a 
Motion  also  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  declaring, 
no  doubt,  the  sense  of  the  other  side  of 
the  House.     Both  of  those  propositions 
agreed  upon  the  number  of  40  Members. 
To  that  number  we  have  acceded.     To 
go  below  that  number,  to  allow  and  tole- 
rate  and   encourage   such  invasions  of 
Business  as  we  have  witnessed,  we  can- 
not be  responsible  for,  and,  therefore, 
we  must  adhere  to  the  Motion  as  its 
stands,  and  beg  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
believe  that  he  will,  even  if  a  large 


number  of  the  House  are  hard-hearted 
enough  to  refuse  a  Motion,  never  fail 
to  find  sympathizers  with  the  cause  of 
justice  and  with  the  weakness  of  the 
few.     Never ! 

Mr.    PARNELL    said,    he    had    to 
thank  the  Prime  Minister  for  the  very 
excellent  lesson  he  had  just  given  to 
the   Irish    constituencies.      The    right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  pointed   out  very 
fairly  that  the  Irish  Members  in  the 
House  of  Commons  were  far  from  being 
united  amongst  themselves,  and  he  had 
also  pointed  out  somewhat  justly  that 
it  was  not  unreasonable  to  expect  the 
Representatives  of  a  country  having  the 
right  of  sending  103  Members  to  Par- 
liament, able  to   secure  that  a  body  of 
40  Members  should  act  together  when 
they  desired  that  the  attention  of  the 
House  should  be  brought  to  a  distinct 
matter  of  urgent  public  importance  re- 
lating to  Ireland.  That  was  undoubtedly 
to  ;  but  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  County  of  Meath  (Mr. 
Shell)  might  be  pardoned  for  having 
approached  the  question  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  hon.  Members  or  Party 
with  whom  he  acted.    It  would  be  so  if 
the  Irish  constituencies  had  the  power 
under  the  Resolution  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister,   as    amended  —  if    they    could 
send   40  Members  to  the  House,  and 
maintain    those    40    Members    in    the 
House,  and  secure  their  constant  pre- 
sence in   the   House,    then,    undoubt- 
edly, by  the  Resolution  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  the  Irish  constituencies  would 
have  it  in  their  power  to  secure  that  a 
discussion  might  be  originated  at  any 
time  upon  a  definite  matter  of  urgent 
public  importance  to  Ireland.     And  he 
thought  that  a  discussion  having  been 
thus  originated  would  be  a  discussion  of 
a  far  more  useful  and  practical  charac- 
ter than  the  majority  of  the  discussions 
now  regulated  by  ordinary  Motions  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  at  Ques- 
tion time.     But,  at  the  same  time,  the 
Irish  Members  were  so  situated  in  the 
House  that  with  their  present  number 
they  could  not  hope,  unless  they  were 
aided  by  other  hon.  Members — and  he 
anticipated  that  upon  some  occasions 
they  might  obtain  aid  for  suitable  Mo- 
tions for  Adjournment  —  to   gain  this 
right  .of  moving  the   adjournment  of 
the  House.  Therefore,  they  were  giving 
up  a  gpreat  right  when  they  gave  up  the 
right  of  moving  the  adjournment  of  the 

[^Hffenty-^rsi  yi^ht.l 
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House  at  Question  time.  As  had  been 
admitted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  they 
had  on  many  occasions  exercised  the 
right  with  justice  and  reasonableness. 
It  was,  therefore,  not  unreasonable  that 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sheil)  should  seek 
an  amendment  of  the  Besolution  in  such 
a  way  as  would  enable  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers to  be  independent  of  the  casual 
assistance  which  might  be  offered  to 
them  by  English  Members  of  the  House, 
or  by  Irish  Members  who  might  sit  on 
the  opposite  Benches.  But  comparing 
the  Besolution  as  it  now  stood  with  the 
manner  in  which  it  originally  stood,  it 
did  possess  some  elements  of  value,  or 
would  possess  elements  of  value  after 
the  next  General  Election.  In  sitting 
down,  he  only  wished  to  impress  on  the 
Irish  constituencies  the  importance  of 
the  lesson  which  the  Prime  Minister 
had  80  excellently  read  to  them  that 
evening  when  he  pointed  out  that  it 
would  always  be  in  the  power  of  Ire- 
land, by  returning  40  Members  to  sit 
on  those  Benches,  to  obtain  a  discussion 
at  a  proper  time  for  any  Irish  question 
of  urgent  public  importance. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  Prime  Minister  that  this  limited 
number  of  15  Members,  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Memberfor  Meath(Mr.  Sheil),  would 
not  only  affect  matters  connected  with 
Ireland,  but  also  matters  relating  to  the 
Colonies  and  India.  He  (Mr.  Onslow) 
was  one  of  those  who  intended  to  vote 
for  the  number  of  15  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member.  He  thought  it  rather  a 
small  number;  but  he  could  not  vote 
for  so  large  a  number  as  40.  Forty 
were,  in  his  opinion,  much  too  many ; 
but  he  thought  they  might  come  to  some 
intermediate  number.  He  asked  the 
Prime  Minister  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  apathy  which  was  generally 
displayed  on  both  sides,  whatever  Go- 
vernment was  in  power,  in  regard  to 
Indian  and  Colonial  matters.  Indeed, 
it  was  almost  impossible  to  get  a  rea- 
sonable attendance  in  the  House  when 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  made  a  speech  on  the  Indian 
Budget,  or  on  other  matters  affecting 
the  welfare  of  India.  It  was  almost 
impossible  on  such  occasions,  if  any 
Member  desired  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  to  induce  40  Mem- 

Jff .  Pamell 


bers  to  attend  and  support  him.  If  he 
looked  upon  the  question  merely  as  an 
Iiish  one,  he  certainly  should  not  sup- 
port the  Amendment.  He  agreed  with 
the  Prime  Minister  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  they  must 
frame  these  Bules,  bad  as  they  thought 
them  to  be,  for  the  whole  House,  and 
not  for  any  single  section  of  the  Hquse ; 
but  he  wished  to  point  out  to  the  House 
and  to  the  Prime  Minister  that  the 
question  now  at  issue  affected*  other 
interests  besides  those  of  Ireland,  and 
in  connection  with  which  it  would  be 
impossible  to  get  40  Members  to  sup- 
port a  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  House.  He  had  never  himself  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  upon 
any  matter.  He  saw  the  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Fawcett)  sitting  in  his 
place,  and  he  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  bear  him  out  when  he 
said  that  upon  Indian  subjects,  on  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  so 
much  interest  and  had  obtained  so  much 
credit,  not  only  in  this  country  but  in 
India,  it  was  a  matter  of  primary  neces- 
sity, on  many  occasions,  that  the  House 
should  have  some  explicit  views  con- 
nected with  Indian  policy  announced  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  At  the  pre- 
sent time  it  was  almost  impossible  to 
get  a  discussion  upon  Indian  subjects 
or  upon  subjects  connected  with  the 
Colonies,  and  he  therefore  hoped  that 
this  Bule  would  not  be  limited  by  re- 
quiring the  number  of  40  to  support  a 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  on  matters  which  affected  the 
Empire  generally.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Forster)  had  defended  his 
own  conduct  in  the  last  Session.  Now, 
he  (Mr.  Onslow)  was  one  of  those  who 
had  endeavoured  humbly  to  support  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  in  every  possible 
way,  and  he  should  be  sorry  if  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill) 
had  oast  any  aspersion  upon  the  conduct 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  last  Session. 
They  all  knew  the  g^eat  trials  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  to  go  through ; 
how,  night  after  night,  he  was  badgered 
by  the  Irish  Members,  and  everyone 
had  admired  the  pluck  and  resolution 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  displayed. 
It  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Onslow)  that 
it  was  not  owing  to  any  fault  on  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
these  Motions  for  the  adjournment  of 
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thQ,  House  were  so  constantly  made. 
Whoever  had  been  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  at  that  time  would  have 
been  subjected  to  the  same  Motions  for 
Adjournment.  He  had  merely  said  this 
in  defence  of  the  conduct  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite;  but  he  looked 
upon  this  question  not  only  as  an  Irish 
Question,  but  as  one  affecting  the  whole 
House ;  and  he  trusted  that  after  due 
consideration  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  would  agree  to  some 
smaller  number  than  40.  He  did  not 
think  there  would  be  any  difficulty  in 
inducing  the  Front  Bench  on  the  Oppo- 
sition side  of  the  House  to  agree  to 
such  a  proposition  if  it  came  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  DALY  trusted  that  the  Prime 
Minister  would  consent  to  waive  his  op- 
position to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  (Mr.  Shell).  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  listened  to  the  ob- 
servations made  by  his  former  Colleague, 
the  ex-Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Forster) — and  he  (Mr.  Daly)  sincerely 
hoped  those  observations  would  be  re- 
ported at  }ength,  and  not  only  go  to  Ire- 
land, but  all  over  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  because  he  had 
never  heard,  since  he  came  into  the 
House,  a  better  justification  of  the  policy 
of  the  Irish  Party  than  the  language  used 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  even- 
ing— ^if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
listened  to  those  observations,  he  might 
be  induced  to  alter  the  views  he  had 
expressed.  The  late  Chief  Secretary 
had  admitted  that  many  of  the  Motions 
which  had  been  made  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  by  the  Irish  Mem« 
bers,  while  he  held  the  position  of  Chief 
Secretary,  were  perfectly  justifiable.  He 
(Mr.  Daly),  and  those  who  sat  on  these 
Benches,  had  simply  embarked  on  a 
course  which  had  been  improperly  de- 
signated as  Obstruction,  because  it  was 
patent  to  them  that  the  answers  g^ven  to 
numerous  Questions  put  to  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  were  bad,  coming 
from  bad  sources  of  information.  He 
was  oihe  of  those  who,  from  his  experi- 
ence of  the  late  Chief  Secretary,  would 
never  say  a  word  disrespectful  of  his 
purpose.  He  believed  that  the  great 
fault  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  go- 
vernment of  Ireland  was  that  he  went 
to  one  source  of  information,  and  to  one 
source  only.  [Crtw  o/ **  Question! "] 
He  believed  that  he  was  strictly  speak- 


ing to  the  Question ;  and  it  was  rather 
early  for  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  House  to  attempt  to 
exercise  the  oldture.  He  was  speaking 
to  the  Question,  because  he  was  referring 
to  observations  which  had  been  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  was  not 
alone  eminent  for  his  abilities,  but  re- 
markable, also,  for  having  held  a  dis- 
tinguished position  in  connection  with 
Ireland.  There  were  many  Motions  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  made  dur- 
ing the  last  Session,  and  they  were  made 
for  this  reason,  and  this  reason  only — that 
the  answers  given  to  Questions  were 
notoriously  inaccurate.  He  held  it  to  be 
an  important  fact  that  the  justice  of 
those  Motions  had  now  been  admitted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 
When  Questions  were  asked  of  the  late 
Chief  Secretary,  the  answers  were  sent 
to  him  from  Dublin  Castle,  and  those 
answers  were,  as  a  rule,  evasions  of  the 
facts  ;  and  the  bald  facts  of  the  Ques- 
tions, taken  together  with  the  bald  facts 
of  the  answers,  amounted  almost  to  a 
misrepresentation,  and  no  true  estimate 
of  the  reasons  why  the  Questions  were 
asked  could  be  formed.  There  was  this 
difference  between  Irish  and  English 
Questions,  that  in  this  country  they  had, 
through  the  length  and  breadth  of  the 
land,  important  organs  of  public  opi- 
nion, and  if  it  was  seen  that  the  Home 
Secretary  had  been  asked  a  Question 
affecting  the  lives  and  liberties  of  the 
English  people,  and  that  he  had  not 
given  a  candid  and  straightforward 
answer,  it  was  indisputable  that  the 
morning  prints  would  very  soon  bring 
the  public  about  his  ears,  and  cause  his 
dismissal  from  Office.  He  (Mr.  Daly) 
had  formed  his  own  opinion  upon  these 
matters,  and  this  was  his  opinion.  He 
believed  that  all  the  mistake  arose  from 
not  having  made  a  clean  sweep  of  Dub- 
lin Castle,  and  obtaining  information 
from  proper  sources.  The  House  had 
heard  from  the  Prime  Minister  that  this 
Amendment  would  not  press  unduly  on 
the  Irish  Members.  Let  them  look  for 
a  moment  at  the  position  of  the  Irish 
Members  in  the  House.  What  was  the 
effect  if  it  was  desired  to  introduce  an 
Irish  question  ?  There  were  two  ways 
in  which  they  could  obtain  a  discussion. 
The  first  was  by  leave  of  the  House  ; 
but  he  did  not  believe,  from  his  experi- 
ence of  the  House,  that  while  it  was  in 
the  power  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
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to  call  out  **  Divide,  divide  ! "  such  a 
concession  would  be  readily  made  ;  and 
if  there  was  a  single  dissentient  a  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment  would  be  pre- 
vented. Not  one,  but  50  hon.  Members 
would  be  always  ready  to  stop  an  Irish 
debate.  Then  they  had  another  alter- 
native, and  that  was  to  make  a  Motion 
for  Adjournment,  in  the  hope  that  their 
demand  would  be  supported  by  40  Mem- 
bers. It  must  be  remembered  that  they 
were  only  a  small  minority  in  the  House. 
They  were  told  by  the  Prime  Minister 
that  they  would  have  no  difficulty,  if  their 
cause  was  a  good  one,  in  getting  the  aid 
of  five  or  six  or  a  dozen  English  Mem- 
bers ;  but  he  was  afraid  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  make  any  allow- 
ance for  the  prejudices  which  rankled  in 
the  minds  of  Members  of  the  House 
against  the  Irish  Bepresentatives.  If 
they  were  to  ask  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  House  to-morrow,  and  assign  a  just 
cause  for  their  desire  to  discuss  a  matter 
of  the  very  highest  importance  to  Ire- 
land, what  chance  would  they  have  of 
obtaining  such  supplement  of  English 
Members  as  would  make  up  40  Mem- 
bers, even  including  the  whole  Irish 
Party  ?  He  contended  that  these  Eeso- 
lutions  would  press  unduly  and  unjustly 
on  the  Party  with  whom  he  acted ;  and 
he  held,  also,  that  it  was  a  most  curious 
corrollary  upon  the  entire  proposals  for 
eldture  that  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  should  that  evening  have  an- 
nounced that,  although  the  reason  for 
imposing  the  oldture  was  that  the  Go- 
vernment wanted  to  muzzle  the  Irish 
Members,  the  Irish  Members  had  been 
fully  justified  during  the  last  Session  in 
the  Motions  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  which  they  had  moved. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOKSTER  :  I  am  sure 
the  House  is  not  going  to  allow  the 
question  to  become  a  personal  one  with 
regard  to  myself  ;  but,  after  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Daly),  I  feel  bound  to  make  one 
or  two  observations.  I  have  now  been 
a  long  time  in  this  House,  and  ever 
since  I  have  had  a  seat  here  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  be  candid.  Although  I 
have,  when  speaking,  as  I  think,  with 
fairness  and  candour,  been  now  and  then 
misunderstood,  I  shall  go  on  taking  that 
line  as  long  as  I  retain  a  seat  in  this 
House.  The  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
spoken  has  spoken  with  g^eat  candour 
with  regard  to  myself,  and  I  do  not 
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object  to  what  be  has  aaid ;  but  as  he 
has  said  that  the  few  remarks  I  have 
made  ought  to  go  through  the  length 
and  breadth  of  Lreland,  I  should  like  it 
to  be  understood  what  I  did  say.  I  do 
not  admit,  for  a  moment,  that  all  the 
Motions  for  Adjournment,  or  even  the 
Motions  for  Adjournment  generally 
made  by  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
were  justifiable ;  but  I  make  an  exception 
of  two  or  three  Motions,  and  perhaps 
most  important  Motions.  What  I  had 
in  my  mind  were  such  Motions  as  that 
relating  to  the  arrest  of  Father  Sheehy. 
I  stated,  and  I  repeat,  that  if  any  Irish 
Member,  after  this  Kule  is  passed,  were 
to  make  a  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  House  in  such  a  case  as  that,  he 
would  probably  find  himself — indeed,  he 
would  almost  certainly  find  himself — sup- 
ported by  a  considerable  number  of 
Members,  not  that  after  the  discussion 
had  taken  place  the  majority,  or  even 
a  large  minority,  of  the  House  would 
consider  that  sufficient  ground  for  it 
had  been  shown,  but  they  would  be 
of  opinion  that  a  case  was  shown  for 
putting  the  Minister  upon  hia  defence 
and  requiring  him  to  give  his  reasons 
for  the  action  he  had  taken,  or,  at 
any  rate,  requiring  him  to  state  that 
there  were  reasons  of  high  State  poUcy 
whic];L  prevented  him  from  giving  an 
explanation  of  his  acts.  That  was  all 
I  meant  to  state,  and  it  must  not  be  sap- 
posed  that  I  think  that  the  action  of  the 
Irish  Government,  last  Session,  was  unjus- 
tifiable. [Mr.  Daly:  It  was  in  many 
cases.]  All  I  said  was  that  I  was  not  sur- 
prised at  some  of  those  Motions  having 
been  made.  But  I  may  add  that  many  of 
the  Motions  brought  forward  were  as  com- 
pletely Obstructive  as  any  Motions  pos- 
sibly could  be,  and  they  were  made  at  a 
time  when  the  House  was  anxious  to  get 
on  with  other  Business.  Indeed,  they  were 
Motions  of  such  a  character  that  it 
seemed  absolutely  necessary  that  some 
steps  should  be  taken  by  the  House  to 
prevent  a  recurrence  of  such  proceed- 
ings. I  think  that  step  is  now  being 
taken,  and  that,  with  certain  limitations, 
it  is  most  desirable  it  should  be  takbn. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  considering 
the  relations  which  prevailed  between 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
addressed  the  House  and  the  Irish 
Members  who  sat  on  these  Benches,  it 
would  have  been  strange  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  such  unequivocal 
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testimony  in  their  favour  as  had  been 
attributed  to  him  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Daly).  But,  limited  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  testimony  had  been  by  the 
explanation  which  had  been  given  of  it 
in  the  last  few  moments,  it  was  remark- 
able evidence.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  say  that  the  Motions  moved 
from  the  Irish  Benches  were  always 
justifiable ;  but  the  general  tone  of  his 
remarks  had  been  to  import  the  character 
of  jnstifiableness  to  them.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  had  intended  in 
his  remarks  to  refer  to  certain  Motions 
for  the  Adjournment  of  the  House  which 
had  been  made.  No  doubt,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  in  his  mind  one 
case  in  which  it  had  fallen  to  his  (Mr. 
Sexton's)  lot  to  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  House.  In  a  few  words  he  would 
relate  the  circumstances  which  induced 
him  to  make  such  Motion.  [*'0h!"] 
Hon.  Members  need  not  be  impatient ; 
he  would  be  able  to  relate  the  circum- 
stances in  four  or  five  sentences.  He 
had  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Forster),  on  the  occasion  to  which 
he  was  referring,  if  it  was  true  that  a 
certain  County  Inspector  in  Ireland  had 
issued  to  the  police  under  him  a  Circular 
inviting  them,  when  guarding  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd,  to  murder  those  whom 
they  might  suspect  of  contemplating  an 
attack  upon  that  gentleman  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd  knew  nothing  of  the  Circular ; 
whereupon  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  asked  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  any 
knowledge  of  such  a  Circular  having 
been  issued,  not  by  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd, 
but  by  County  Inspector  Smith  ?  The 
right  hen.  Gentleman  thereupon  rose  a 
second  time,  and  said  he  believed  that  a 
Circular  of  the  kind  had  been  issued  in 
another  county,  the  county  of  Clare, 
but  he  did  not  know  much  about  it,  and 
he  asked  that  the  Question  should  be 
postponed  till  another  day.  But  he  (Mr. 
Sexton)  knew  that  the  matter  was  urgent, 
and,  declining  to  put  the  Question  off  till 
a  future  day,  he  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Ma.  W.  E.  FORSTEE :  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  allow  me  to  me  to  say  that  I 
do  not  admit  the  accuracy  of  his  version 
of  the  facts  ? 

Mr.  sexton  said,  it  was  not  neces- 
sary for  his  purpose  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  admit  the  accuracy  of 
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his  version  of  the  facts.  He  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton) was  perfectly  satisfied  with  the 
correctness  of  it,  and  that  was  enough 
for  him.  He  having  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House,  and  having 
shocked  the  House  with  the  language 
of  the  Circular,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man rose  and  drew  from  his  pocket  the 
Circular  of  County  Inspector  Smith 
itself.  Now,  that  Motion  for  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House,  the  discussion 
upon  which  was  the  longest  which  took 
place  during  the  Session,  lasting  from 
an  early  hour  in  the  evening  until  the 
dinner  hour,  had  the  salutary  effect  of 
causing  the  instant  withdrawal  of  the 
Circular,  which,  if  it  had  remained  in 
force,  would  undoubtedly  have  caused 
the  loss  of  life.  It  was  not  to  be  sup- 
posed that  Irish  Members  were  in  the 
habit  of  grossly  abusing  the  practice  of 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Buchanan),  who  spoke  some  time 
^KOy  gave  a  detailed  account  of  the 
Motions  for  Adjournment  which  had 
been  made  during  the  present  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh was  obliged  to  confess  that  Irish 
Members  had  only  made  two  Motions 
for  the  Adjournment  during  the  last 
Session  on  which  there  had  been  any 
considerable  waste  of  time.  One  of 
those  Motions  was  the  one  to  which  he 
(Mr.  Sexton)  had  just  referred,  and  the 
other  was  a  Motion  made  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy),  who  usually  knew  what  he  was 
talking  about,  and  never  troubled  the 
House  with  an  empty  speech.  If  no 
other  charge  could  be  brought  against 
them  than  that  they  had  consumed  two 
or  three  hours  of  the  Session  upon 
matters  of  public  importance  connected 
with  Ireland,  then  he  contended  that 
the  Irish  Party  stood  abundantly  vindi- 
cated. It  must  not  be  forgotten  that 
for  a  considerable  part  of  last  Session 
Ireland  was  living  under  two  Coercion 
Acts,  which  were  working  simulta- 
neously; that  there  were  600  or  700 
men  in  gaol  without  any  knowledge  of 
the  offence  they  had  committed,  without 
being  confronted  with  their  accusers, 
and  that  bodies  of  Constabulary  all  over 
the  country  were  engaged  in  harassing 
the  people.  Could  there  be  a  more  re- 
markable testimony  to  the  self-control 
and  self-denial  of  the  Irish  people  than 
that  for  an  entire  period  of  six  months, 
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with  the   unlimited    right  of   moying 
adjournments,  they  only  did  bo  on  two 
occasions  to  such  an  extent  as  to  cause 
annoyance   or  inconvenience  to  Public 
Business  ?     He  warned  the  House  that 
the  effect  of  tliis  Resolution  would  be 
exceedingly  evil,  so  far  as  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  concerned,  for  they  well 
knew  the  difference  which  existed  be- 
tween English  and  Irish  questions.     An 
English  Member  had  a  dozen  Ministers 
to  appeal  to — a  dozen  Ministers  with 
subordinates  at  hand  to  procure  satis- 
factory   information    for    them.      The 
English  people  had  full  opportunity  of 
testing  the  accuracy  and  truthfulness  of 
the  replies  given  to  the  Questions  put 
by  English  Members  ;  and  English  offi- 
cials had  no  interest  or  desire   to   act 
unjustly  towards  the  English  people  at 
large,  or  to  give  untrue  answers  in  re- 
gard  to   matters  which  concerned  the 
public  interests.  But  how  was  it  with  re- 
gard to  Ireland  ?  He  would  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  Forster),  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knew,  when  he 
was  in  Office,   and  was  seated  on  the 
Treasury  Bench,  what  a  business  he  had 
to  manage.     He  had  often  in  front  of 
him  a  considerable  pile  of  papers,  con- 
taining the  materials  from  which  he  had 
to  frame  his  answers  to  the  Questions 
put  to  him.     He  was  obliged  to  receive 
every  day,  at  his  Office  in  Fleet  Street, 
replies    from   Dublin   Castle    and    the 
various    Offices  which  converged  upon 
Dublin  Castle.     What  opportunity  had 
he  of  testing  the  accuracy  of  the  answers 
he   was    required    to    give?     He   was 
obliged,  with  a  honesty  which  brought 
him  to  political  ruin,  to  repose  confi- 
dence in  his  advisers  at  Dublin.     It  was 
the  right  which   every  Irish  Member 
possessed  of    moving  the  adjournment 
of  the  House  which  gave  them  a  sort  of 
check  upon  the  inferior  officers.     Every 
Government     clerk,     every     constable, 
every  Commissioner,  every  petty  magis- 
trate knew,  when  he  sent  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  a  lying  answer,  that  it  was 
open  to  the  Irish  Members  to  move  the 
adjournment  of    the  House,   and  that 
certain  exposure  lay  before  him.     But 
what  would  be  the  fact  now?    Every 
official  perverter  of  the  truth  from  Cape 
Clear  to  the  Giant's  Causeway  would 
feel  that  the  Prime  Minister  had  fixed 
the  figure  on  which  alone  the  demand 
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of  the  right  to  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  House  should  be  made,  as  if  it 
had  been  mathematically  designed  to 
exclude  the  Irish  Party.  What  would 
every  clerk  and  every  constable  in  Ire- 
land say  now?  He  would  say — '*The 
Government  do  not  wish  us  to  be  pestered 
about  these  Questions,  and  we  may  give 
any  misleading  reply  we  please,  so  as  to 
hoodwink  these  troublesome  Irish  pa- 
triots who  have  been  so  much  censured 
by  the  Home  Secretary  and  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government.  The  Irish 
Party  will  not  be  able  to  get  the  neces- 
sary 40  Members  to  support  them  in 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House; 
the  matter  will  bo  left  upon  our  bare 
statements,  and  we  are  safe  for  ever." 
That  in  Ireland  would  be  the  healthy 
effect  of  this  Bule.  He  regarded  the 
right  of  interrogating  Ministers  in  that 
House  as  tlio  most  valuable  right  wliich 
the  Irish  Members  possessed,  far  better 
than  bringing  in  a  Bill  or  making  a 
Motion,  because  unless  they  obtained 
the  assent  of  the  Ministry  to  their  Bill 
or  Motion,  it  was  so  much  waste  paper 
and  so  much  empty  wind.  But  if  an 
Irish  Member  put  a  Question,  the  an- 
swer was  given  at  present  under  the 
salutary  check  of  the  possibility  of  a 
Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House  being  moved.  The  Irish  people 
wore  fully  aware  that  upon  all  Irish 
questions  the  Government  were  able  to 
outvote  them,  and  now  thfey  would  know 
that  the  curriculum  was  rendered  com- 
plete by  depriving  them  of  the  right  of 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
in  the  hope  of  obtaining  an  effective 
answer  to  their  Questions.  In  such  cir- 
cumstances, he  left  it  to  the  House  to 
imagine  what,  to  the  keen  minds  of  the 
Irish  people,  would  be  the  pretence  they 
made  of  rendering  the  political  rights  of 
the  two  nations  equal. 

I^RD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  made  out  a 
case  in  favour  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Shell) 
which  called  for  a  reply  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.  Ho  supported  it  himself 
on  the  ground  of  the  inconvenience,  and 
even  evil,  which  attached  to  all  attempts 
to  infringe  the  Privileges  of  the  House. 
With  that  intimation  he  would  leave  the 
Amendment.  He  had  risen  for  the  pur- 
pose of  asking  the  Prime  Minister  two 
questions.      In  the  first  place,  owing, 
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perhaps,  to  the  fact  that  the  House  had  | 
not  the  words  before  them  on  the  Paper, 
he  did  not  quite  see  how  the  Eesolution, 
as  amended  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
would  work.  He  did  not  understand 
what  was  to  be  the  course  taken  by  an 
hon.  Member  in  moving  ^the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House.  Suppose  an  hon. 
Member  got  up  after  a  Question  had 
been  answered,  and  said — **.I  propose  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House," 
he  should  like  to  know  if  it  would  then 
be  for  the  Speaker  to  call  upon  |any  40 
Members  to  rise  in  their  places  and  say 
that  they  supported  the  Motion  ?  Would 
that  be  the  course  pursued  ;  or  would  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  after  proposing  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  be  able  to 
introduce  the  subject  upon  which  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  ?  Would  he  be  able  to  state  it  in 
order  to  show  that  it  was  a  matter  of 
urgent  public  importance  ?  Even  then 
it  would  be  a  very  indefinite  matter  ;  but 
he  wanted,  to  know  if  an  hon.  Member 
was  to  be  allowed,  under  the  Resolution 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  to  state  to  the 
House  his  reasons  for  moving  the  ad- 
journment before  he  was  interrupted  by 
the  Speaker  inquiring  whether  40  Mem- 
bers supported  the  Motion?  He  thought 
there  was  some  importance  in  that  view 
of  the  matter,  and  the  House  ought 
to  know  what  view  the  Government 
placed  upon  the  probable  working  of 
their  own  Besolution.  Another  ques- 
tion he  wished  to  ask  had  reference  to 
something  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
said  himself  when  he  was  making  his 
statement  in  regard  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler).  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  used  an  expression  which 
lie  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  did  not 
quite  catch  at  the  time,  and  what  he  did 
catch  he  did  not  altogether  understand. 
He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
alluded  to  some  further  power,  or  pro- 
tection, or  privilege,  which  might  be 
afforded  to  smaller  minorities  than  40 
who  were  anxious  to  bring  subjects  of 
urgent  importance  before  the  House. 
He  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  that  would  be  a  matter  for 
subsequent  consideration.  It  might  in- 
fluence the  course  taken  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  regard  to  the  Amendment  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  some 
explanation  of  that  expression.  Hon. 
Members  on  that  side  of   the    House 


hoped  that  the  Government  would  con- 
sider the  propriety  of  affording  some 
additional  protection  for  smaller  minori- 
ties than  40.  He  hopod  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister would  find  it  in  his  power  to  give 
some  reply  to  that  question. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  do  not  think  I 
am  entitled  to  address  the  House  again 
upon  the  first  question  put  to  me  by  the 
noble  Lord,  nor  can  I,  as  to  the  point 
involved  in  the  question,  speak  with  au- 
thority. With  regard  to  the  second  ques- 
tion, however,  it  involves  a  personal  ex- 
planation of  what  it  was  that  I  did  say.  I 
will  only  repeat  that,  as  we  framed  the 
Resolution,  it  was  based  on  the  agreement 
of  the  majority  of  the  House,  and  a  deci- 
sion by  the  majority  of  the  House.  We 
consented,  in  conformity  with  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  to 
substitute  for  an  appeal  to  that  majority 
of  the  House,  a  provision  in  which  a 
certain  number  of  Members  would  be 
entitled  absolutely  and  unconditionally 
to  authorize  the  Motion  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment. In  agreeing  to  that  substitution, 
I  said  that  I  left  it  quite  open  to  Mem- 
bers to  raise,  if  they  thought  fit,  a  fur- 
ther question  about  an  appeal  to  the 
majority  of  the  House,  which  evidently 
would  not  require  so  large  a  quorum. 
The  Government  having  accepted  the 
substitution  of  the  principle  involved  in 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton,  left  it 
open  to  Members  to  suggest  any  fur- 
ther limitation  if  there  was  a  general 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr,  mac  IVER  said,  the  House  had 
evidently  reached  an  Amendment  of  a 
most  important  character,  and  if  the 
Government  had  another  night  for  its 
consideration  they  might  probably  bo 
able  to  so  modify  their  proposal  that  it 
would  meet  with  general  acceptance. 
He  gathered  that  there  was  no  desire  on 
either  side  of  the  House  to  prevent  these 
Motions  being  made  when  matters  of 
urgent  public  importance  demanded  that 
they  should  be  made.  There  ought  to 
be  no  wish  to  frame  the  Resolution  in 
such  a  way  that  it  would  exclude  the  Irish 
Members  from  bringing  forward  real 
grievances.  Minorities — even  small  mi- 
norities— were  not  necessarily  wrong ; 
and  he  would  remind  the  House  that, 
although  not  in  immediate  connection 
with  this  matter,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  ex- Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
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LancaBter  (Mr.  John  Bright)  gave  as 
the  result  of  his  long  Parliamentary 
experience  that  the  House  of  Commons 
was  always  most  unanimous  on  subjects 
which  it  did  not  understand.  Small 
minorities,  even  smaller  than  15,  might 
often  be  in  a  position  to  raise  a  very 
important  issue,  relating  to  matters 
which,  although  some  few  of  them  un- 
derstood perfectly,  the  House  would  not 
until  the  subject  was  explained.  As 
regards  hon.  Members  from  Ireland,  he 
(Mr.  Mac  Iver)  thought  that,  on  looking 
back,  there  were  many  who  would  now 
be  inclined  to  agree  with  him  in  be- 
lieving that  these  hon.  Members  were 
right  sometimes  —  even  on  occasions 
when  the  great  majority  of  the  House 
was  against  them.  These  Gentlemen,  at 
all  events,  were  not  that  Party  in  the 
House  least  entitled  to  respect.  They 
were  straightforward  and  cared  neither 
for  Whigs  nor  Tories.  They  did  not 
angle  for  votes  in  ambiguous  language 
that  was  intended  to  be  understood  in 
different  ways.  That  was  more  than 
could  be  said  for  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  He  would  not  formally  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate ;  but  he 
certainly  thought  that  the  progress  of 
Business  would  be  advanced  if  the  Go- 
vernment would  reconsider  the  terms  of 
the  Resolution. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  it  was  quite 
evident  that  the  Amendment  which  the 
Prime  Minister  had  accepted  and   tlie 
Prime    Minister's     present    Resolution 
were  aimed  at  the  Irish  Party  in  that 
House,  and  at  the  Irish  Party  alone.   It 
was  no  real  limitation  of  the  power  of 
either  the  Liberal  or  Conservative  Mem- 
bers  to  move  the   adjournment  of  the 
House  on  any  important  question  which 
necessitated  their  receiving  support  from 
39  other  Members  of  their  Party.    It  was 
no  real  limitation  or  restriction  whatso- 
ever,  because    any  Member   with   any 
weight  with  his  Party  could  readily  get 
39  Colleagues  to  back  him  up ;  but  the 
Prime   Minister,    who    was  continually 
asking  the  support  of  the  Irish  Party 
and    asking    the    Irish    Party  to    put 
trust   in   his    good    intentions  towards 
Ireland,  was  now  pressing  through  the 
House,  provided  he  was  not  induced  on 
second  considerations  to  alter  his  inten- 
tion, a  Resolution  that  was  intended  to 
muxzle  the  Irish  Party,  and  the  Irish 
Party  alone.     A  most  important  point 
liadbeen  raised  in  addition  by  the  noble 
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Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill) — namely,  whether 
a  Member,  in  bringing  forward  a  ques- 
tion and  declaring  his  intention  of  mov- 
ing the  adjournment  of  the  House  having 
regard  to  important  and  urgent  Public 
Business,  was  to  be  allowed  an  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  briefly  to  the  House  the 
reasons  which  induced  him  to  think  that 
an  adjournment  was  demanded  by  grave 
motives  of  public  utility.     That  was  a 
question  of  the  very  utmost  importance, 
no  matter  what  the  quorum  might  be ; 
and  he  certainly  thought  the  Resolution 
ought  not  to  be'passed  in  any  form  with- 
out its  being  clearly  and  unmistakably 
laid  down,  whether  the  Member  pro- 
posing to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  was  merely  to  be  allowed  to  say, 
**  I  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
for  grave  public  reasons,"  or  whether 
he  was  to  be  allowed  to  state  some,  at 
least,  of  the  reasons  on  which  he  asked 
for  leave  to  move  the  adjournment  in 
order  to  raise  a  debate  upon  the  subject. 
To  come  to  the  initial  point,  this  was  a 
most  unfair — he  did  not  wish  to  say  a 
most  perfidious — attack  upon  the  liber^ 
of  the    Representatives    of  Irish  con- 
stituencies.    What  was  the  number  of 
40  in  comparison  to  the  strength  of  the 
English  Parties  ?   The  number  proposed 
was  but  a  mere  fraction  of  an  ordinary 
English  Party  of,  say,  250.      But  the 
Prime   Minister  had  so   constructed  it 
that  it  should  be  equal  to  the  strongest 
force  of  the  Irish  Party  that  could  be 
assembled  by  the   most  urgent  Whip. 
The    right  hon.   Gentleman   meant  to 
single  out  the  Irish  Party  for  a  special 
disqualification,    and     to    place    them 
below   the   level  of  all   other   Parties 
in  the  House.     It  was  mere  affectation 
to  say  that  on  Irish  questions,   whose 
gravity  was  perhaps  known  only  to  a 
small   knot  of   Irish    Members,    Irish 
Members    could    recruit   their  number 
sufficiently  from  the  English  or  Scotch 
Representatives  to  the  strength  neces- 
sary to  form  a  quorum.     Were  they  not 
familiar   with    the    treatment   English 
Members  of  both  Parties  received  when 
they  showed  themselves  at  all  forward 
in  supporting  the  Motions  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers ?     If  they  belonged  to  the  Liberal 
Party,   they   were    denounced    by  the 
Press  as  persons  throwing  obstacles  in 
the  way  of  Her  Majesty's  Government; 
and  if  it  happened  to  be  a  fair-minded 
Conservative  who  lent  aid  to  the  Irish 
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Party,  he  was  also  denounced  as  lending 
aid  to  Obstruction.  The  Kesolution,  if 
passed  in  its  present  form,  would  inflict 
a  grave  injustice  upon  a  poor  and,  in 
comparison  with  the  English,  a  disfran- 
chised nation.  English  Members  were 
elected  bj  popular  suffrage,  while  Irish 
Members  were  returned  upon  electoral 
qualifications  designed  to  exclude  the 
masses  of  the  people  from  the  franchise ; 
and  yet,  forsooth  I  they  were  to  be  tried 
by  this  artificial  standard,  and  while 
English  Parties  were  only  called  upon 
to  produce  one-sixth  of  their  number  in 
oraer  to  justify  the  demand  for  adjourn- 
ment on  the  least  urgent  questions,  the 
Irish  Party  were  asked  to  produce  even 
more  than  their  extraordinary  total  for 
the  purpose  of  supporting  a  demand  for 
inquiry  in  matters  of  extreme  import- 
ance. He  said  that  the  Hesolution  in 
its  present  shape  was  a  mockery,  and 
that  the  passing  of  it  would  supply  the 
Irish  nation  with  another  reason  for 
being  dissatisfied  until  they  were  com- 
pletely separated  from  the  control  of  the 
English  Parliament. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
there  was  some  doubt,  arising  from  the 
wording  of  the  Hule,  as  to  the  course  to 
be  pursued  by  a  Member  wishing  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 
An  hon.  Member,  under  those  circum- 
stances, would  require  the  support  of 
40  Members ;  and  he  asked  whether  he 
would  be  allowed  to  draw  attention  to 
the  nature  of  the  question  he  wished  to 
lay  before  the  House,  or  whether  he 
would  simply  be  allowed  to  state  the 
object  he  had  in  view  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  An  hon.  Member 
desirous  of  moving  the  adjournment  of 
the  House  will  be  bound  to  state  the 
Bubject-matter  proposed  to  be  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House ;  having 
done  that,  he  would  be  asked  whether 
«he  was  supported  by  40  Members,  and, 
if  so,  he  would  have  the  right  to  pro- 
ceed. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  it  must  be  recollected  that  the  de- 
mand for  adjournment  might  be  assumed 
to  arise  in  consequence  of  some  answer 
gplven,  some  statement  made,  or  pro- 
ceeding which  had  already  taken  place 
in  the  House.  The  House,  therefore, 
could  not  be  in  that  state  of  total  igno- 
rance as  to  the  subject  on  account  of 
which  the  Motion  was  sought    to  be 


made ;  and  as  the  hon.  Member  wishing 
to  move  would  have  to  state  the  subject- 
matter  he  intended  to  bring  forward,  the 
House  would  certainly  be  competent  to 
form  an  opinion  as  to  whether  the  Mo- 
tion should  be  proceeded  with  or  not, 
or,  at  all  events,  it  would  be  competent 
to  40  Members  to  give  it  their  active 
support.  He  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  follow  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  through  the 
whole  of  his  remarks ;  but  he  was 
unable  to  regard  some  of  them  as  other- 
wise than  unjust  and  unfair  to  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  who  had  at 
various  times  given  their  support  to 
Irish  Members  opposite.  It  was  thought 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  Irish 
Members  had  occasionally  received,  upon 
some  questionable  proceedings,  more 
support  than  they  deserved  from  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  on  that  side  of 
the  House.  Certainly,  there  had  never 
been  any  disposition  on  those  Benches 
to  restrict  Irish  Members  in  the  state- 
ment of  Irish  grievances ;  and  he 
thought  it  was  unfair  to  assert  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  obtain  a  sufficient 
number  of  English  Members  to  support 
a  Motion  proposed  for  the  purpose  of 
making  known  grievances  of  a  serious 
character.  It  could  not  for  one  mo- 
ment be  supposed  that  this  Motion,  as 
amended,  was  intended  to  silence  Irish 
Members. 

Mr.  THOMASSON  said,  he  thought, 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  even  the  ap- 
pearance of  evil  should  be  avoided.  It 
would,  in  his  opinion,  be  unwise  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  by 
adhering  to  the  proposed  number,  to 
place  it  in  the  power  of  Irish  Members 
opposite  to  say  to  their  constituents  that 
this  number  had  been  adopted  for  the 
purpose  of  placing  them  at  a  disadvan- 
tage. He  believed  that  in  some  consti- 
tuencies in  Ireland  a  feeling  of  irritation 
towards  that  House  already  existed,  and 
this,  he  contended,  it  was  undesirable  to 

• 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  trusted  that 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  addressed  the  House  would 
not  be  thrown  away  upon  the  occupants 
of  the  Treasury  Bench.  He  deeply  re- 
gretted the  form  that  this  Resolution 
had  taken,  and  was,  moreover,  utterly 
unable  to  reconcile  with  the  statements 
made  on  former  occasions  by  the  Prime 
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Minister   the    language    now   used    in 
bringing  the  Rule   before  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentlonian  had,  over  and 
over  again,  said  that  these  Rules  were 
not  directed  against  any  particular  sec- 
tion of  the  House,  and  had  repeatedly 
disclaimed    the    idea    that    they    were 
directed  solely  or  especially  against  Irish 
Members.     But  how  could  ho  reconcile 
those  statements  with  the  fact  that  the 
Rule  was  so  drawn  as  to  be  applicable 
to  them  alone?      They  were  told  now 
that,  if  their  claim  were  just,  they  would 
have  no  difficulty  in  getting  a  sufficient 
number  of  Members  to  support  a  Mo- 
tion for  the  Adjournment  of  the  House ; 
but  that,  he  contended,  was  against  the 
whole  course  of  their  experience  during 
the  last  four  years,  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  applauded  the  statement,  he  ob- 
served, were  not  the  Members  for  North- 
ampton and  Newcastle,  but  those  who, 
in  season  and  out  of  season,  had  de- 
nounced every  Motion  which  came  from 
those  Benches,  however  just  or  reason- 
able it  might  be.     When  their  Motions 
for  Adjournment  went  to  the  test  of  the 
Division  Lobby,  did  they  ever  receive  the 
support  of  1 0  Members  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House?     What  support  did 
they  at  any  time  get  from  Members  op- 
posite, except  that  of  five  or  six,  whose 
conduct  the  Irish  people  would  always 
gratefully  remember?    And  it  was  in 
the  face  of  these  instructive  lessons  of 
the  past  that  they  were  now  asked  to 
surrender  their  right  to  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House  to  the  tender 
mercies  of  the  Liberal  Party.     Without 
wishing   to   say  anything   against  the 
manner  in  which  the  Resolution  had 
been  brought  forward  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  pointed  out  that  its  pith 
and   substance,   not   the    language    in 
which  it  was  embodied,   must  be  re- 
garded.   The  Prime  Minister  said — **  If 
you  cannot  muster  40  Members,   how 
can  you  make  any  claim  on  the  House?" 
But  the  right    hon.   Gentleman  knew 
very  well  that  Irish  Members  on  those 
Benches,  whether  they  mustered  30,  20, 
or  even   10  in  number,  were   the   sole 
Representatives  in  that  House  of  the 
convictions   of  the  Irish  people;   and, 
that  being  so,  it  was  monstrous  to  apply 
to   them   a  Rule  which  could  only  be 
fairly  applied  to  other  Parties  in   the 
House.     He  believed  it  would  be  said 
by  the  people  of  Ireland,  if  the  Rule 
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were  passed  in  its  present  form,  that  it 
had  been  framed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman for  the  purpose  of  making  Irish 
representation  in  that  House  a  greater 
mockery  and  sham  than  it  bad  been  be- 
fore. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  on  the  last 
division  he  had  separated  himself  from 
the  Party  with  whom  he  generally  voted 
in  order  to  support  the  proposal  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.     He  vot«d  that 
if  a  Member  should  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  he  should  have  the 
right  and   be  compelled  to   state    the 
grounds  of  that  Motion.     Hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  sitting  near  him  had 
voted  against  that  proposal — they  were, 
in  fact,  unwilling  that  an  Irish  Member 
should  have  the  opportunity  of  making 
a  statement  to  Euglish  Members  which 
might  induce  them  to  support  the  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment.     That   was  the 
position,  as  he  understood  it;   and  he 
must  toll  the  hon.  Member  for  Diingar- 
van   (Mr.   O'Donnell),    and   those  who 
acted  with   him,   that,    to  use  an    old 
English   saying — *' Having  made  their 
bed  they  must  lie  on  it."     He  was  fiur- 
prised  at  their  complaints  against  the 
Government,  who  had  just  put  them  in 
a  minority  in  order  to  alTord  them  a  fair 
opportunity  of    appealing     to  English 
Members. 

Question  put. 

The  'H.OM&Q  divided : — Ayes  109  ;  Noes 
43  :  Majority  66.— (Div.  List,  No.  368.) 

Question,  *'  That  the  words  '  unless  a 
Member  rising  in  his  place  shall  pro- 
pose to  move  the  Adjournment,  for  the 
purpose  of  discussing  a  definite  matter 
of  urgent  public  importance,  and  not 
less  than  forty  Members  shall  thereupon 
rise  in  their  places  to  support  the 
Motion ,  * '  * — ( Mr.  Gladstone, ) — put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  all 
the  words  from  the  word  "  unless,"  in 
line  5,  inclusive,  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion.— (i/r,  Gladstone.) 

Question,  **  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion," put,  and  negatived. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again 
proposed. 

Debate  aiising; 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-tnorrdw. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Report  do  lie  upon  the 
Table."— (i/r.  Attorney  General) 


PAELIAMENT— PRIVILEGE 
(MR.  EDMOND  DWYER  GRAY,  M.P.) 

BEPORT    OP     SELECT     COMMITTEE. 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee  on 
Privilege  (Mr.  Gray),  with  Minutes  of 
Evidence,  brought  up,  and  read. 

Mb.  sexton  rose  to  a  point  of 
Order.  He  understood  that  the  Attor- 
ney General  was  about  to  present  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee,  which 
had  inquired  into  the  circumstances  of 
Mr.  Gray's  imprisonment.  He  objected 
to  the  reception  of  that  Report,  and  had 
to  bring  to  the  notice  of  Mr.  Speaker 
that,  at  to-day's  Sitting  of  the  Commit- 
tee, ho  had  proposed  the  addition  to  the 
Report  of  a  certain  paragraph,  where- 
upon the  Prime  Minister,  who  was  a 
Member  of  the  Committee,  moved  the 
**  Previous  Question,"  thereby  avoiding 
the  necessity  of  a  direct  vote  being 
given  on  the  question  proposed.  As  he 
understood  it  was  not  competent  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  move  the  Pre- 
vious Question,  he  proposed  to  move 
that  the  Report  be  referred  back  to  the 
Committee. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  Motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
would  be  that  the  Report  do  lie  on 
the  Table  ?  If  the  lion.  Member  desires 
to  move  as  an  Amendment,  ''That  the 
Report  be  referred  back  to  the  Select 
Committee,  "  the  Question  would  be 
argued  by  the  House. 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked  whether  the 
Motion  of  the  Attorney  General  could 
be  made  in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  was 
opposed,  and  that  it  was  after  half-past 
1 2  o'clock  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  Half-past 
Twelve  o'olock  Rule  would  not  apply  in 
this  instance. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  he  would  move 
**  That  the  Report  be  referred  back  to 
the  Select  Committee,  "  to  consider  the 
propriety  of  the  action  taken  to-day, 
the  Committee  having  power  to  con- 
sider the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister. 

Mb.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
desires  to  enlarge  the  Reference  he  must 
ask  leave  of  the  House. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  suggested  that  it 
would  be  well  to  adjourn  the  debate  so 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  might  have  time  to  frame/ his 
Amendment. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.  " 
— ( 3fr.  Pamell) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


'  ^^^-^  **^*#^^*»% 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Wednesday y    Ibth  Novemher,    1882. 


Their  Lordships  met  this  day  at  Eleven 
of  the  clock  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial 
Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  half  past 

Ton  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  Ibth  November ,  1882. 


MINUTES.]  —  Selbct  Committee  —  Iffport— 
Privilege  (Mr.  Gray)  f  debate  further  adjutrned, 

QUESTION. 

— »o*:o:'o— • 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE—THE PROPOSED  STANDING 
COMMITTEES. 

Sir  K.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  asked 
the  Prime  Minister,  When  he  would  be 
able  to  place  upon  the  Table  the  pro- 
posed Besolution  as  to  the  Standing 
Committees. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  right  hon. 

Gentleman  will  quite  understand  that  I 

am  in  a  considerable  difficulty  as  regards 

i  the  absorption  of  the  time  ot  the  House. 

I  But  I  will  endeavour  to  give  him  the 

!  desired  information  to-morrow  or  the 

next  day. 
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ORDER    OF   TEE   DAY. 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE—SECOND RULE  (MOTIONS 
FOR  ADJOURNMENT  BEFORE  PUB- 
LIC BUSINESS). 

[adjourned  debate.]      [twenty- 
second  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [I4tli  November], 
as  amended, 

"  That  no  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House  shall  bo  made  until  all  the  Questions  on 
the  Notice  Paper  have  been  disposed  of,  and  no 
Buch  Motion  shall  be  made  before  the  Orders  of 
the  Day,  or  Notices  of  Motions  have  been  en- 
tered upon,  except  by  leave  of  the  House ; 
unless  a  Member  rising  in  his  place  stall  pro- 
pose to  move  the  Adjournment,  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  a  definite  matter  of  urgent  public 
importance,  and  not  less  than  forty  ftlembors 
shall  thereupon  rise  in  their  places  to  support 
the  Motion." — (Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again 
proposed. 

Debate  resumed, 

LoKD  RANDOLPH  CHURCniLL 
moved  in  Resolution  2,  after  **  Motion** 
(end  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  Amendment)  to 
add— 

"  Provided,  That  the  granting  of  the  leave  of 
the  House,  if  disputed,  shall  bo  determined 
upon  Question  put  forthwith,  but  no  Division 
shall  be  taken  thereupon  unless  demanded  by 
ten  Members  rising  in  their  places." 

The  noble  Lord  said  he  made  this  Motion 
in  consequence  of  words  that  fell  from 
the  Prime  Minister  on  the  preceding  day 
— that  a  smaller  minority  than  40  should 
have  the  power  of  testing  whether  the 
House  was  in  favour  of  a  Motion  for 
adjournment,  that  a  particular  question 
might  be  raised.  He  thought  the  num- 
ber 10  was  sufficiently  high  to  justify  a 
division  being  taken  upon  the  Question 
as  to  whether  a  Motion  for  Adjournment 
might  be  discussed.  There  were  many 
Members  of  the  House  who  felt  strongly 
upon  particular  questions.  The  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson), 
for  instance,  was  celebrated  for  his 
strong  views  upon  peace  and  war ;  and 
as  this  country,  whatever  Government 
was  in  power,  was  almost  always  en- 
gaged in  warlike  operations,  there  were 
constant  occasions  when  he  and  his  sup- 
porters might  wish  to  bring  their  views 


before  the  House.  Then  there  were  the 
Irish  Members,  and  as,  for  some  time 
to  come,  Ireland  might  continue  to  he 
more  or  less  in  an  inflammatory  state, 
he  doubted  very  much  the  wisdom  of 
not  allowing  hon.  Members  who  repre- 
sented the  national  feeling  in  Ireland  an 
opportunity  of  bringing  forward  ques- 
tions which  might  be  regarded  in  Ire- 
land as  of  great  public  importance.  It 
had  been  suggested  that  the  form  of 
words  which  he  had  put  on  the  Paper 
was  not  the  best ;  and  he  therefore  pro- 
posed to  alter  it  by  adding  at  the  end  of 
the  Resolution  the  following  words: — 

"  Or  unless,  if  fewer  than  forty  Members  and 
not  less  than  ten  shall  thereupon  rise  in  their 
places,  the  House  shall  on  a  Division'apon  Ques- 
tion put  forthwith  determine  whether  each  Mo- 
tion  shall  be  made." 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words 
**  or  unless,  if  fewer  than  forty  Mombers  and 
not  less  than  ten  shall  thereupon  rise  in  their 
places,  the  House  shall  on  a  Division  apoo 
Question  put  forthwith  determine  whether 
such  Motion  shall  be  made.*' — {Lord  Randolph 
Churchill.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added," 

Mr.  DODSON  said  it  would  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House  that  when  this 
question  was  mooted  last  night,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  said  he  should  be  glad  to 
ascertain  the  feeling  of  the  House  in 
regard  to  it  before  the  Government  came 
to  any  conclusion  on  the  subject.  The 
noble  Lord  had  now  made  his  Motion, 
and  the  Government  would  rather  like 
to  know  what  was  the  wish  of  the  House 
in  respect  to  it. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  com- 
plained  that  it  was  scarcely  fair  for  the 
Government  to  throw  back  upon  the 
House  an  Amendment  which  had  been 
placed  upon  the  Paper  in  accordance 
with  a  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister.  Much 
discussion  had  taken  place  already  on 
the  Resolution,  and  he  trusted  the 
Amendment  would  be  accepted  without 
further  prolonging  it. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  regretted 
that  the  Government  had  accepted  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler). 
After  a  discussion  of  more  than  a  fort- 
night upon  the  Cldture  Resolution  they 
had  now  allowed  40  Members  to  in- 
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terrupt  the  order  of  Business.  If  this 
Amendment  were  agreed  to  they  would 
g^  back  to  their  former  position,  as  it 
would  giye  the  House  power  to  refuse 
to  go  on  with  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment. This  Amendment  would,  in  fact, 
restore  the  power  of  the  majority. 

Sni  R.  A8SHET0N  CROSS  pointed 
out  that  the  Prime  Minister  last  night 
had  mentioned  such  a  limitation  of  the 
Besolution  by  way  of  addition,  and  not 
in  substitution  of  those  already  existing. 
The  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
could  not  do  any  harm,  because  leave  to 
move  the  adjournment  would  have  to  be 
Kiven  by  the  majority,  while  it  would 
do  something  in  favour  of  small  mino- 
rities. He  trusted,  therefore,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  assent  to 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
(Mr.  Arnold)  had  wandered  into  the 
realms  of  misconception  in  regard  to 
the  efifects  of  this  Resolution.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  got  hold  of  a  phrase  which 
had  not  unfrequently  been  used  during 
these  debates.  He  talked  about  a 
limited  minority  being  already  allowed 
to  interrupt  the  Business  of  the  House. 
This  was  not  what  the  Irish  Members 
as  a  minority  claimed.  They  claimed 
the  right  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  matters  of  emergency  upon 
Motions  made  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  House.  He  thought  the  Amend- 
ment possessed  certain  advantages.  It 
added  one  other  slight  advantage  to  hon. 
Members  who  constituted  a  minority. 
As  the  Resolution  at  present  stood  a 
minority  had,  as  a  matter  of  right,  the 
privilege  of  standing  in  their  places 
and  claiming  a  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House.  The  Amendment 
now  secured  that  a  smaller  number 
could  appeal  to  the  House  to  allow  a 
discussion  to  take  place.  To  accept  it 
would  be  something  of  a  concession, 
although  not  a  very  great  one,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CO  WEN  said,  this 
Amendment  was  simply  supplemental  of 
the  other,  and  could  interfere  with  no 
privilege. 

Mr.  M AOFARLANE  pointed  out  that 
the  Ist  Resolution  would' be  applied 
only  on  the  occasion  of  a  great  debate — 
probably  once,  twice,  or  three  times  in 
a  Session — whereas  the  2nd  Resolu- 
tion would  be  applicable  to  minorities 


every  day  on  which  the  House  sat.  The 
Resolution  passed  last  night  had  made 
it  40  times  more  improbable  that  a 
Motion  for  Adjournment  should  be  made 
than  it  was  before.  The  Gt>vernment 
had  got  more  than  ample  security  ;  and, 
therefore,  he  hoped  they  would  agree  to 
this  Amendment,  all  that  could  be  in- 
flicted on  the  House  by  it  being  a 
division. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  in  ac- 
cepting the  proposition  of  40  Members 
last  night,  he  had  admitted  that,  under 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  al- 
though it  might  be  a  necessary  propo- 
sition, and  though  it  had  received  the 
emphatic  assent  of  the  House,  yet  cer- 
tainly it  was  not  perfect ;  it  did  not  give 
all  the  justice  to  small  minorities  which 
he  believed  the  majority  of  the  House 
on  an  equitable  plea,  whether  it  was  a 
Tory  or  a  Liberal  majority,  would,  he 
was  convinced,  be  disposed  to  do.  It 
was  not  in  the  nature  of  Englishman  or 
Scotsman  either  to  shut  his  opponent 
out  from  all  discussion.  But  here  was  a 
proposal  to  trust  the  majority  up  to  a 
certain  point ;  and  he  owned  that  when 
he  had  spoken  of  the  general  desire  of 
the  House,  he  had  had  in  some  degree 
a  special  regard  to  small  minorities,  and 
particularly  to  that  which  had  made  it- 
self so  conspicuous  in  the  House  during^ 
recent  years,  and  on  behalf  of  which 
two  hon.  Members  who  had  just  spoken 
(Mr.  McCarthy  and  Mr.  Macfarlane) 
were  entitled  to  speak.  They  saw  an 
advantage  in  this  proposal,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cross)  was  also  in  favour  of  it. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  Govern- 
ment were  certainly  disposed  to  concede 
it.  They  felt  confident  in  the  judgment 
of  the  majority ;  and  he  was  bound  to 
say  likewise  that  he  felt  perfectly  con- 
fident that  the  minorities  in  whose  in- 
terests it  was  given  would  not  abuse  it 
by  making  frivolous  requests  to  the 
House,  and  putting  the  House  to  the 
trouble  of  division.  This  was  a  con- 
cession both  given  and  taken  in  a 
friendly  spirit,  and,  being  so,  he  was 
perfectly  confident  in  its  operation. 

Mr.  WARTON  pointed  out  that  no 
opportunity  would,  under  this  Amend- 
ment, be  given  to  a  Member  for  stating 
the  reasons  why  he  wished  to  make  a 
Motion  for  Adjournment. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  desired  to  know 
how  the  Resolution,  as  amended,  would 

\Tweni^'Ut<^y\>^  N\^Vi\ 
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run  ?  Last  night  they  agreed  that  a 
Member  might  state  his  reasons  for 
making  a  Motion  in  reference  to  a  specific 
and  important  public  object,  and  if  40 
Members  rose  in  their  places  the  House 
would  allow  the  Motion  to  proceed ;  but 
it  appeared  to  him  that  this  Amend- 
ment would  bring  about  a  supplementary 
arrangemant  which  would  nullify  what 
they  had  agreed  to. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

(2.)  Resolved,  That  no  Motion  for  tho  Adjourn- 
ment of  tho  llouse  shall  ho  made  until  all  the 
Questions  on  the  Notice  Paper  have  heen  disposed 
of,  and  no  such  l^Iotion  shall  he  made  before  the 
Orders  of  the  Day,  or  Notices  of  Motions  have 
heen  entered  upon,  except  by  leave  of  the  House ; 
unless  a  Member  rising  in  his  place  shall  propose 
to  move  the  Adjournment,  for  the  purpose  of 
discussing  a  definite  matter  of  urgent  public 
importance,  and  not  less  than  forty  Members 
shall  thereupon  rise  in  their  places  to  support 
tho  Motion ;  or  unless,  if  fewer  than  forty  Mem- 
bers and  not  less  than  ten  shall  thereupon  rise 
in  their  places,  the  House  shall,  on  a  Division, 
upon  Question  put  forthwith,  determine  whether 
■uch  Motion  shall  be  made. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF,  who 
had  g^ven  Notice  that  he  would  move 
to  negative  the  Resolution,  said,  that  he 
would  not  bring  forward  that  Motion  ; 
but  he  wished  to  state,  in  self-defence, 
that  he  thought  that  on  the  occasions 
when  he  had  proposed  Motions  for  Ad- 
journment his  action  had  been  justified 
by  the  results. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN  asked 
whether,  in  the  event  of  10  Members 
demanding  permission  to  proceed  with 
a  Motion  for  Adjournment,  and  a  divi- 
sion taking  place  in  which  40  Members 
supported  the  Motion,  would  the  votes 
of  these  40  Members  constitute  a  right 
to  discuss  the  Question  ? 

Mr.  speaker  replied,  that  in  that 
case  the  matter  would  be  settled  by  the 
majority  of  tho  House,  as  shown  by  the 
division. 

The  New  Rules  op  Procedure — 
Third  Rule  (Debates  ox  Motions 
FOR  Adjournment). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  when  a  Motion  is  made  for  tho  Ad- 
journment of  a  Debate,  or  of  the  House,  during 
any  Debate,  or  that  the  Chairman  of  a  Com- 
mitce  do  Ropovt  Progress,  or  do  leave  the  Chair, 
tho  Debate  thereupon  shall  be  strictly  confined 
to  the  matter  of  such  Motion ;  and  no  Member, 
having  spoken  to  any  such  Motion,  shall  be 
entitlod  to  move,  or  second,  any  similar  Motion 

J//*.  Newdegate 


during  the  same  Debate,  or  during  the  eanie 
sitting  of  the  Committee." — {Mr,  Oadstotu.) 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  moved 

to  insert  in  line  1,  after  the  word  "That," 

the  following  words — 

"  Except  on  a  Motion  for  going  into  a  Com* 
mittee  of  Supply  or  Ways  and  Means,  or  when 
the  House  is  in  Committee  of  Supply  or  Ways 
and  Moans,  or  on  any  of  the  stages  of  the  Ap- 
propriation Bill." 

The  object  of  his  Amendment,  he  ex- 
plained, was  to  exempt  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Rule  debates  connected  with 
Committee.  The  primary  functions  of 
the  House  were  to  redress  grievances 
and  to  vote  Supplies.  The  rights  of 
Members  in  connection  with  those  func- 
tions would  be  seriously  affected  if  the 
Rule  were  agreed  to  unamended.  He 
thought  they  ought  to  pause  before  limit- 
ing the  rights  of  those  whose  difficult 
duty  it  was  to  see  that  tho  finances  of 
the  country  were  properly  administered, 
and  that  the  various  Departments  in  the 
service  of  the  Crown  were  kept  in  a  state 
of  efficiency. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1,  after  the  word  **  That,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  except  on  a  Motion  for  going  into  a 
Committee  of  Supply  or  Ways  and  Meant,  or 
when  the  House  is  in  Committee  of  Supply  or 
Ways  and  Means,  or  on  any  of  the  stages  of 
Appropriation  Bill." — fJSir  H.  Drummond  Wolf.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  considered  that  the 
Amendment  embraced  a  great  deal  more 
than  appeared  on  the  face  of  the  pro- 
posal, and  therefore  he  hoped  that  the 
House  would  not  accept  it.  By  usage 
the  proceedings  in  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  were  very  largely  allowed  to 
pass  without  interruption  as  a  matter  of 
form,  and  there  was  at  least  one  occasion 
in  every  Session  when  such  Committees 
must  be  expedited.  It  would,  therefore, 
be  inconvenient  to  encourage  any  altera- 
tion in  that  practice  by  the  acceptance 
of  the  definite  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber.  If  the  Amendment  were  passed  the 
discussion  on  a  Motion  made  on  going 
into  Committee  or  in  Committee  for  the 
adjournment  of  tho  debate  could  not  be 
confined  to  one  subject.  One  Gentleman 
would  bo  able  to  make  a  spoech  on  Q 
question  of  foreign  policy,  another — the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylanus). 
for  instance — might  address  the  House 
on  some  question  of  economy,  and  a  third 
might  deliver  himself  of  his  views  oa 
an  Irish  question.     He  thus  objected  to 
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the  Amondnieat  on  two  grounds.  In  the 
first  place,  he  objected  to  legalizing  as 
a  normal  proceeding  the  interruption  of 
debates  in  Committee  of  Supply  or  of 
Ways  and  Means;  and,  secondly,  he 
objected  to  the  raising  of  omnibus  de- 
bates on  Motions  for  the  Adjournment  in 
Committee. 

LoRT  KANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  was  surprised  at  the  extraordi- 
narily mistaken  view  which  the  Prime 
Minister  with  marvellous  iogenuity  had 
put  before  the  House.  The  Amendment, 
which  was  a  perfectly  bond  fide  one,  pro- 
posed no  alteration  in  the  present  prac- 
tice of  the  House,  by  which  considerable 
latitude  was  allowed  to  the  Member 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
The  Government  seemed  to  be  desirous 
to  limit  the  speech  of  an  hon.  Member 
about  to  move  the  adjournment  to  the 
actual  Motion  for  Adjournment.  He 
could  not  see  what  use  there  could  be  in 
moving  the  adjournment  if  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber could  not  state  his  reasons  for  doing 
80.  He  wished  to  know  whether,  in 
future,  hon.  Members  would  be  allowed 
to  give  their  reasons,  or  would  they  have 
to  sit  down  immediately  after  moving  the 
adjournment?  No  more  un-Constitu- 
tional  change  could  be  proposed  than 
this  attempt  to  gag  Members,  whose 
legitimate  right  it  was  to  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  Supply  to  place  grievances 
before  the  House.  The  Government 
ought  to  state  in  common  decency  some 
of  the  reasons  that  induced  them  to  pro- 
pose so  stringent  a  measure. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
quite  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  that 
some  explanation  was  needed  as  to  the 
meaning  of  this  Rule.  Either  some  of 
the  words  were  mere  surplusage,  or  they 
proposed  a  very  new  and  severe  restric- 
tion on  the  liberty  of  speech.  If  the 
Bule  merely  meant  that  speeches  should 
be  strictly  confined  to  the  matter  of  the 
Motion  it  meant  nothing,  for  that  was 
the  Rule  already.  But  he  assumed  it 
meant  something  more,  and  he  wanted 
to  know  what  that  was.  An  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  have  some  special  reasons  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  and  to 
what  extent  was  the  Rule  to  confine  him 
in  his  statement  of  those  reasons  ?  Sup- 
pose there  was  a  sudden  disclosure  or  a 
sudden  hint  of  Government  policy,  and 
an  hon.  Member  pointed  out  that  after 
that  revelation  the  Committee  ought  to 
adjourn,  was  he  to  be  allowed  to  give  his  ^ 
reasons  for  thinking  that  some  damage 


might  come  to  the  public  interest  if 
the  House  proceeded  without  further 
consideration  ?  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  Hear, 
hoar !]  He  recollected  some  years  ago, 
in  a  Committee  on  the  Navy  Estimates, 
the  late  Mr.  Ward  Hunt  made  some 
declarations  with  regard  to  the  state  of 
the  Navy,  which  opened  up  the  question 
whether  the  Navy  was  not  in  a  very 
bad  condition,  and  whether  the  Esti- 
mates then  before  the  Committee  ought 
not  to  be  altogether  displaced.  Ought 
not  a  Member  who  in  such  a  case  moved 
the  adjournment  to  be  entitled  to  go 
into  the  entire  condition  of  the  Navy, 
and  ought  not  Members  t^ho  followed  to 
be  entitled  to  do  the  same  ?  He  con- 
tended that  the  Rule  involved  a  further 
restriction  on  the  liberty  of  speech,  which 
the  House  ought  to  resist. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  there  was  no  no- 
velty in  the  New  Rule,  and  there  would 
be  no  difficulty  on  the  part  of  the  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  of  Committees  in  in- 
terpreting it.  The  present  practice  of 
the  House  was  that  when  some  Member 
moved  the  adjournment  a  debate  might 
go  on.  upon  the  Main  Question,  as  if  no 
such  Motion  had  been  made,  but  with 
this  difference,  that  every  Member  who 
had  already  spoken  on  the  Main  Ques- 
tion was  let  in  to  speak  on  it  a  second 
time,  and  the  object  of  the  Rule  now  be- 
fore th^  House  was  to  check  that  prac- 
tice. The  hon.  Member  opposite  said 
that  if  some  revelations  were  made  as  to 
Government  policy  during  a  debate  that 
might  be  a  reason  for  moving  the  ad- 
journment; and  he  asked  whether  a 
Member  would  be  entitled  to  state  his 
reasons.  It  would  be  perfectly  legitimate 
that,  in  such  a  case,  the  Member  should 
state  his  reasons.  During  Urgency  last 
year  the  very  same  Rule,  that,  in  mov- 
ing the  adjournment.  Members  should 
be  strictly  confined  to  the  matter  of  such 
Motion,  was  in  force.  The  effect  of  the 
Amendment  would  be  to  make  the  lati- 
tude which  now  existed  considerably 
wider  in  Committee  of  Supply  and 
Ways  and  Means.  He  objected  to  the 
Amendment  on  its  merits,  because  it 
would  make  a  Rule  applicable  in  Mo- 
tions for  Adjournment  which  was  not 
applicable  in  debates  on  any  other 
subject. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  confessed 
that  a  good  deal  of  the  difficulty  he  felt 
with  regard  to  this  Resolution  had  been 
removed  by  the  explanation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ;  but,  at  the  sametime^ 
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be  hoped  it  was  not  to  be  understood 
tbat  tne  Bule  was  to  be  so  strictly  in- 
terpreted as  in  the  case  of  Urgency. 
Suppose  that,  in  the  discussion  of  the 
Colonial  Estimates,  it  appeared  that  the 
Government  had  taken  some  important 
step  of  policy — say,  for  example,  had 
annexed  an  Island — and  a  Motion  was 
made  to  report  Progress,  he  did  not 
think  the  Kule  ought  to  bo  so  strictly  in- 
terpreted as  under  Urgency.  He  would 
suggest  that  the  Government  should 
agree  to  strike  out  the  word  **  strictly  ;" 
and  if  that  were  so,  he  would  advise  his 
hon.  Friend  not  to  press  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  he  thought  the 
suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord  a  good 
one,  as  it  would  prevent  the  Eesolution 
being  misunderstood.  He  quite  agreed 
with  the  Prime  Minister  that  under  the 
present  Bules  the  voting  of  Supplies  was 
very  much  of  a'  farce,  and  tnat  they 
might  as  well  dispense  with  the  exami- 
nation of  the  Estimates  altogether.  He 
was  aware  that  it  was  asserted  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  he  and  his 
Friends  did  not  criticize  the  Estimates  of 
the  present  Government ;  but,  however 
mucn  he  and  others  might  be  disposed 
to  criticize  the  Estimates  of  the  present 
Government — and  their  Estimates  were 
very  large — they  were  prevented,  by  the 
present  state  of  Public  Business,  from 
taking  that  course  which  they  would 
otherwise  have  done. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  rose  to  reply  to 
the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
John  Manners),  when 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  sub- 
mitted, on  a  point  of  Order,  that  the 
Prime  Minister  was  not  entitled  to  speak 
a  second  time,  except  to  explain  some- 
thing he  had  already  said  ;  he  was  not 
entitled  to  introduce  new  matter. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  asked  the  per- 
mission  of  the  House  to  explain  the 
course  he  intended  to  take. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  :  I  ob- 
ject, Sir. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  wished 
to  address  a  few  words  to  the  House 
which  might  shorten  debate.  He 
awaited  the  order  of  the  Chair,  not  that 
of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  it  is  the  usual  practice,  as  the 
House  knows,  on  the  consideration  of 
Bills  or  Motions,  to  allow  the  Member 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  to  make  an  expla- 
nation on  any  point.    The  House  is  now 

ZardJohn  Manner i 


engaged  in  an  analogous  proceeding; 
and,  with  the  indulgence  of  the  House, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  again 
sDeak. 

Mr!  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
he  always  understood  that  the  '*  leave  of 
the  House ''  should  be  unanimous,  and 
that  it  could  not  be  given  if  one  Mem- 
ber objected.  If  a  single  Member  could 
object,  he  objected.  It  must  be  under- 
stood, if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
ceeded, it  was  not  **  by  the  leave  of  the 
House." 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Mr.  Gladstone. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  explained  that  he 
wished  to  say  that  as  hon.  Members  had, 
not  unnaturally,  argued  that  the  ex- 
pression "strictly  confined"  might  be 
taken  as  indicating  that  there  was  to  be 
some  peculiar  rigour  in  the  application 
of  this  Rule,  he  was  disposed  to  give  up 
the  word  **  strictly  "  on  the  understand- 
ing that  this  would  be  satisfactory  to 
those  who  were  proposing  the  present 
Amendment. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  he  thought  that 
the  argument  of  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  appeared  to  be 
conclusive  against  the  Amendment,  and 
conclusive  also  against  the  first  part  of 
the  Rule.  If  speakers  were  by  the 
present  practice  confined  to  the  matter 
of  the  Motion,  what  was  the  necessity 
of  introducing  a  positive  Rule  on  the 
subject?  For  the  concluding  part  of 
the  Rule  there  might  be  some  reason, 
and  perhaps  it  might  be  necessary  to 
adopt  it ;  but  the  Amendment  was  too 
wide,  and  the  House  should  reject  it. 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND  said,  he 
was  afraid  that  he  differed  in  his  view 
of  this  Amendment  and  Resolution 
from  many  of  those  on  his  side  of  the 
House ;  but  that  made  him  more  desir- 
ous to  state,  in  a  few  words,  that  view. 
Of  course,  Members  who  were  of  opi- 
nion that  there  had  been  no  abuse  in 
respect  of  Motions  and  proceedings  for 
adjournment  would  uphold  the  exist- 
ing system  and  support  the  Amendment 
as,  to  a  certain  extent,  modifying  the 
terms  of  the  Resolution.  But  he  was 
one  of. those  who  thought  that  there  had 
been  great  abuse  of  the  Forms  of  the 
House,  and  a  great  and  lamentable  de- 
lay of  the  Business  of  the  House,  owing 
to  the  proceedings  upon  Motions  for  Ad- 
journment. And  he  thought  that  this 
was  especially  shown  in  Committee  of 
Supply,  when  admittedly  the  most  im- 
portant Bubiuess  of  the  House — nameljt 
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the  discussion  upon  and  criticism  of  the 
Estimates  put  forward  by  the  Govern- 
ment— was  so  often  delayed  by  useless 
Motions  fur  Adjournment  and  speeches 
on  matters  other  than  those  immediately 
before  the  House.  He,  therefore,  had  a 
Bpecial  objection  to  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff),  as 
the  effect  of  that  Amendment  would 
be  to  keep  the  present  practice  in 
force  during  Supply.  He  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  was  quite  alive  to  the  import- 
ance of  Members  having  full  oppor- 
tunity for  bringing  forward  and  discuss- 
ing gprievances  ;  but  would  there  not  be 
abundant  opportunities,  even  if  this 
proposed  Hesolution  were  passed  ?  There 
was  no  grievance,  he  ventured  to  say, 
that  could  not  be  properly  and  legiti- 
mately raised  upon  some  Vote  in  Supply, 
or  upon  Motion  in  the  House ;  and  he 
could  not  conceal  from  himself  that 
Motions  for  Adjournment  were  constantly 
made  without  even  the  pretence  of  a 
grievance  being  put  forward.  Then,  it 
had  been  asked,  what  could  be  stated 
under  the  words  of  the  Hesolution,  **  the 
debate  thereupon  shall  be  confined  to 
the  matter  of  such  Motion  ? ''  He 
omitted  the  word  "  strictly,"  as  the 
Prime  Minister  had  expressed  the  readi- 
ness of  the  Government  to  omit  that 
word ;  but,  that  word  being  omitted,  he 
could  not  think  there  was  much  diffi- 
culty in  determining  what  could  be  said 
upon  such  a  Motion ;  and  the  more  so 
as  no  difficulty  or  doubt  had  arisen  upon 
like  words,  which,  it  appeared,  were  in- 
serted in  the  Urgency  Bules.  Members 
could,  of  course,  urge  any  grounds  for 
supporting  or  opposing  the  adjourn- 
ment, as,  for  example,  the  lateness  of 
the  hour ;  the  necessity  for  time  being 
given  to  answer  some  new  point  raisel 
by  the  Government ;  some  new  revela- 
tion, or  some  special  concession,  and  so 
forth.  But  they  could  not,  and  ought 
not,  under  cover  of  such  a  Motion,  to 
discuss  the  whole  of  the  Main  Question 
again.  If,  however,  there  was  any 
doubt  upon  this  point,  he  would  suggest 
to  the  Prime  Minister  that  the  words 
**the  matter  of  such  Motion'*  might  be 
omitted,  in  order  to  insert  the  words ''  a 
statement  of  the  grounds  of  supporting 
or  opposing  such  Motion."  For  the 
reasons  he  had  stated  he  should  give  his 
general  support  to  the  Hesolution  and 
to  the  principle  involved  in  it,  though 
}^e  should,  later  on,  support  the  Amend-  i 


ment  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),  by  which 
the  limitation  to  move  or  second  a  sub- 
sequent Motion  for  Adjournment  would 
be  confined  to  Members  who  had  pro- 
posed or  seconded  a  prior  Motion,  and 
would  not  include  Members  who  had 
only  spoken  on  that  Motion. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  denied 
that  he  meant  any  personal  offence  to 
the  Prime  Minister  when  he  interrupted 
him.  He  wanted,  however,  to  be  care- 
ful of  the  Forms  of  the  House ;  and 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
dressed the  House  for  six  or  seven 
times  on  the  same  Motion  it  was  time 
to  interfere.  The  Hules  of  the  House, 
printed  and  placed  in  their  hands,  were 
very  explicit  upon  the  point — that  no 
Member,  not  even  a  Member  in  charge 
of  a  Bill  or  Hesolution,  had  a  right  to 
speak  more  than  once,  except  by  leave 
or  by  the  indulgence  of  the  House.  That 
leave  or  indulgence  must  be  unanimous. 
He  thought  the  Government  would  do 
well  to  accept  the  small  restriction  pro- 
posed by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Portsmouth. 

Mr.  hicks  said,  they  were  bound  to 
uphold  the  right  and  privilege  of  pri- 
vate Members  to  inquire  into  all  griev- 
ances in  that  House.  He  would,  there- 
fore, make  a  suggestion  which  he  trusted 
would  be  acceptable  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite — namely,  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth  should  be  amended  by 
striking  out  all  the  words  after 
**  Means,"  in  order  to  insert  '*  when  the 
Hules  of  the  House  shall  remain  as  they 
now  are."  That,  he  thought,  would 
meet  all  the  objections. 

Mb.  J.  R.  YOHKE  said,  no  doubt 
many  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  were  in  favour  of  a  modification 
of  the  Hules  with  a  view  to  their  re- 
striction ;  but  he  believed  there  was  a 
general  feeling  that  the  proper  mode  of 
proceeding  in  this  matter  had  been  in- 
verted. AH  these  different  points  ought 
to  have  been  considered  first,  and  then, 
if  there  appeared  to  be  any  ground  still 
uncovered  on  which  it  was  necessary  to 
guard  the  House  against  the  interference 
with  the  rights  of  the  majority,  some 
form  of  cldture  might  have  been  intro* 
duced  less  stringent  than  that  which  had 
just  been  passed.  He  should  like  to  ask 
for  a  direction  from  the  Chair  as  to  the 
point  on  which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
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ber  for  North  Shropshire  appealed  to  the 
Speaker  jufit  now.  It  was  one  of  those 
points  which,  under  the  old  and  laxer 
system  which  had  till  now  prevailed, 
had  never  been  strictly  criticized.  It 
had  been  the  custom,  since  he  had  been 
in  the  House,  to  allow  a  Member  in 
charge  of  a  Bill  or  Resolution  greater 
latitude  than  would  be  tolerated  in  any 
other  Member  in  rising  from  time  to 
time  to  announce  his  intention  of  making 
a  change,  although  he  had  technically 
exhausted  his  right  of  addressing  the 
House.  He  had  always  understood  that 
this  was  done  as  a  means  of  oiling  the 
wheels  of  debate,  but  that  it  was  done 
strictly  subject  to  the  unanimous  appro- 
bation of  the  House.  As  they  were 
now  entering  on  a  new  period  and  were 
overshadowed  by  a  hostile  cldture,  he 
should  bo  very  grateful  for  a  direction 
from  the  Speaker  as  to  the  exact  position 
of  any  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  rose, 
as  the  Prime  Minister  did  just  now,  to 
explain  a  matter  of  this  kind.  When  the 
Prime  Minister  brought  in  hisKesolu- 
tions  he  had  two  alternatives.  He  might 
have  taken  the  course  he  actually  did  ; 
adopt,  or  he  might  have  introduced  the 
Resolutions  in  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House.  It  was,  of  course,  easy  to  under- 
stand why  he  did  not  adopt  the  latter  al- 
ternative. The  position  which  the  Prime 
Minister  occupied  was  one  which  he  de- 
liberately adopted,  with  full  knowledge 
of  the'responsibilities  which  it  involved, 
with  the  knowledge  that  he  himself 
could  only  speak  once,  and  that  he  would 
derive  the  advantage  of  other  Members 
lying  under  the  same  incapacity.  He  j 
wished  to  ask  the  Speaker  what  was 
the  meaning  of  *'  the  indulgence  of  the 
House."  Did  it  mean  the  unanimous ; 
acquiescence  of  the  Whole  House,  or  | 
the  permission  of  the  majority  ?  And  j 
if  of  a  majority,  how  was  the  majority  ' 
to  be  ascertained — by  a  division  or  some  j 
other  process  ?  Or  was  the  question  [ 
settled  by  an  unwritten  law,  which  it  i 
was  not  competent  for  a  Member  to 
challenge  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  can  only  state, 
for  the  hon.  Member's  information, 
what  is  the  usage  of  the  House.  The 
usage  has  been  such  as  I  have  already 
stated  it  to  be,  that  in  the  case  of  a 
Member  in  charge  of  a  Bill,  or  of  a 
Resolution  of  like  character  to  a  Bill, 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  has  been 
Bhown  to  such  Member,  but  has  been 
limited  to  that  Member,  and  not  extended 


to  others.  And  the  Member  taking 
charge  of  such  a  matter  is  bound  to  con- 
fine himself  to  an  explanation  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House,  and  is  not 
entitled  to  enter  upon  new  or  debatable 
matters.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
practice  has  been  uniform,  and  has  been 
used  for  many  years,  and  I  should  not 
consider  myself  entitled  to  depart  from 
that  usage  without  special  instructions 
from  the  House. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
whether  a  Member  moving  to  report 
Progress  with  reference  to  a  particular 
Vote  in  Supply  would  be  entitled  to  give 
his  reasons  for  making  the  Motion — as, 
for  example,  why  he  thought  that  the 
building  of  certain  ships  was  not  at  the 
time  desirable  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  understand  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  to  be  this 
— whether,  in  the  event  of  a  Motion  to 
report  Progress  being  made  in  Commit- 
tee of  Supply,  the  Member  moving  to 
report  Progress  would  be  at  liberty  to 
refer  to  the  Vote  under  discussion.  I 
think  he  would  not  bo  at  liberty  to  do 

80. 

Sir    H.    DRUMMOND    WOLFF: 

Would  ho  be  at  liberty  to  say  any- 
thing ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  He  would  be  at 
liberty  to  state  his  reasons.for  or  ag^nst 
reporting  Progress. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF: 
What  I  want  to  ask  you,  Sir,  is,  whe- 
ther a  Member  moving  to  report  Pro- 
gress on  a  particular  Vote  is  not  at 
liberty  to  say  why  he  thinks  that  Vote 
should  be  postponed  for  the  present  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  He  would  be  quite 
at  liberty  to  state  what  is  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
after  that  explanation  he  would  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdrawn, 

Mr.  GORST  rose  to  move  to  omit 
the  words  **for  the  Adjournment  of  a 
Debate,  or  of  the  House,  during  any 
Debate."  The  Resolution  would  then 
read  **  when  a  Motion  is  made  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  ;  "  and  the  old  practice 
would  remain  except  in  Committee  of 
Supply.  The  Government  were  putting 
fresh  and  unnecessary  chains  upon  the 
discussions  of  that  House,  and  the  sub- 
sequent Resolutions  were  amply  suffi- 
cient to  prevent  Obstruction.  The  weapon 
of  moving  the  adjournment  of  the  Hou89 
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Bhould  not  be  infrequently  used.     Ho 
could  quote  occasions  on  which,  in  for- 
mer Parliaments,  prominent  Liberals  in 
that  House  had  used  that  weapon  with 
great  success.     He  was  not  finding  fault 
with  them  for  so  doing — on  the  contrary, 
he  thought  their  conduct  was  justifiable. 
The  first  instance  he  would   give   was 
during  the  Conservative  Administration 
of  1868.     On  the  16th  of  July  a  Bill, 
supported  by  the  Government  for  the 
slaughter    of   foreign    cattle,   was    op- 
posed by  several  Liberal  Members  re- 
presenting large  constituencies.     Four 
successive  Motions  for  Adjournment  were 
made  for  the  purpose  of  destroying  the 
Bill,  in  which  aim  they  were  successful. 
Mr.    Bazley,   Member  for  Manchester, 
made  the  first  Motion,  and  that  Motion 
and  those  which  followed  were  supported 
by  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  Mr.  Milner  Gib- 
son, Mr.  Goschen,   Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre, 
Mr.   Labouchere,   Mr.   Oheetham,   Mr. 
P.  A.  Taylor,  and  Mr.  Co  wen,  father  of 
the  present  Member  for  Newcastle.  The 
Motions  were  all  rejected  by  majorities 
of  three  or  four  to  one.     Yet  those  re- 
peated efforts  made  by  small  minorities 
were  successful.     Were  the  Liberals  of 
the  present  day  willing  to  lay  down  a 
weapon  which  had  served  them  so  well 
in  the  past  ?     On  another  occasion  nu- 
merous Motions  for  Adjournment  were 
made  on  a  Bill  brought  in  during  the 
late  Ministry,  and  those  Motions  were 
supported  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Ashley,  Sir 
Charles  Dilke,  the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton,  and  Mr.  Mundella.     The  result  was 
that  the  Bill  was  abandoned.     The  third 
instance  he  would  mention  was  that  of 
the  debate  on  the  Elementary  Education 
Bill  in  August,  1876.     On  that  occasion 
no  less  than  11  Motions  for  Adjourn- 
ment were  made,  the  principal  Mem- 
bers taking  part  in   the  divisions  and 
Motions    being  Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr. 
Fawcett,  Mr.  Forster,  Sir  William  Har- 
court,  the  Marquess  of  Hartington,  Mr. 
Mundella,  and  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre.     If 
in  1876 — only  six  years  ago — when  the 
Liberal  Party  was  in  a  minoritjr,  they 
found  that  this  instrument  was  necessary 
against  the  tyranny  of  a  Conservative 
majority,  why  were  they  now  going  to 
destroy  a  weapon  which,  in  their  hands, 
had  proved  so  effective  ?  He  was  anxious 
to  hear  the  reasons  they  would  adduce 
for  giving  up   that  privilege.     It  was 
true  that  at  present  the  minority  was 
Conservative  and  the  majority  Liberal. 
]But  did  Gentlemen  opposite  believe  there 


never  would  be  a  time  when4;he  Conser- 
vative Party  would  be  in  a  majority  ?  He 
appealed  to  them  to  put  themselves  in 
the  position  of  the  minority,  and  con- 
sider whether  occasions  were  not  likely 
to  arise  on  which  they  would  want  to 
force  delay  on  the  Government,  and  force 
on  them  the  reconsideration  of  their 
measures  and  proposals.  What  power 
would  they  have  of  doing  so  if  thisReso- 
lution  were  passed  ?  Why.  none  what- 
ever. Then,  why  part  with  such  a 
useful  power,  when  they  might  effect 
the  object  in  view  by  modifying  and 
regulating  the  privilege  in  such  a  way 
as  to  limit  its  use  to  cases  of  emer- 
gency ? 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  to 
leave  out  from  the  word  *'made"  to 
the  word  *'  that,"  in  line  2.— ( Mr,  Gorst) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
*  for  the  Adjournment  of  a  Debate,  or 
of  the  House,  during  any  Debate/  stand 
part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said  the  hon.and 
learned  Gentleman  had  introduced  his 
speech  with  great  ingenuity,  and  had 
elicited  great  cheering  from  the  Gentle- 
men behind  him,  who  evidently  believed 
that  something  was  going  to  be  done 
that  would  extinguish  all  rights  of 
minorities.  The  plain  answer  to  this 
was  that  they  were  not  going  to  be  ex- 
tinguished. In  fact,  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  no 
bearing  on  anything  whatever  before 
the  House.  Every  one  of  the  proceed- 
ings which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  set  out  in  such  detail,  to  the 
infinite  amusement  of  the  Gentlemen 
behind  him,  might,  so  far  as  he  had  heard 
them,  go  on  undisturbed  and  unimpaired 
under  the  present  Kesolution  as  proposed 
by  the  Government.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  cited  a  series  of  cases  in 
which  numbers  of  successive  Gentlemen 
had  moved  either  in  Committee  or  in  the 
House — perhaps  sometimes  in  the  one 
and  sometimes  in  the  other 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
They  were  all  in  the  House. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  Well,  all  in  the 
House ;  and  there  was  nothing  in  the 
Resolution,  as  the  Government  proposed 
it,  to  prevent  an  exact  repetition  of  those 
proceedings.  Indeed,  he  believed  that, 
even  under  the  existing  Rules,  an  hon. 
Member  would  not  be  allowed  again  to 
move  the  came  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the    debate  or  of  the  "H.o\\'9^^\ 
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consequently,  all  those  privileges  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  desired 
to  preserve  would  be  preserved  by  this  : 
Resolution.  There  was  no  intention 
whatever  to  restrict  or  limit  the  number  , 
of  times  an  adjournment  might  be 
moved  by  diflferent  persons.  But  there  ; 
would  be  imported  into  the  proceedings 
in  Committee  a  restriction  which  justly 
prevailed  in  regard  to  the  House — 
namely,  that  the  same  Member  should 
not  make  either  of  these  same  Motions  i 
twice.  He  hoped  he  had  satisfied  the 
House  that  the  Besolution  would  not 
bring  about  any  of  the  things  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  pre- 
dicted and  deprecated ;  because  he 
quite  agreed  with  him  that  though  the 
privilege  of  moving  the  adjournment 
might  be,  and  had  been,  greatly  abused, 
it  was,  nevertheless,  one  of  great  utility, 
and  he  confessed  he  had  known  it  used 
in  a  remarkable  manner  by  Gentlemen 
who  had  only  the  public  interest  at  heart. 
He  hoped  he  had  shown  that  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  might 
be  set  aside,  inasmuch  as  they  conceded 
all  it  contained.  But  the  Amendments 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  invited  the  House  to  consider  were  of 
a  totally  different  character,  and  he  would 
consider  very  briefly  the  effect  of  those 
Amendments.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  proposed  a  double  change 
in  the  Besolution.  The  first,  which  was 
the  one  in  point  of  form  now  before  the 
House,  was  confined  entirely  to  that  part 
of  the  Besolution  relating  to  Committee. 
But,  in  his  opinion,  the  House  had 
already  unanimously  arrived  at  the  con- 
clusion, upon  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  (SirH.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff),  that  it  was  desirable  to 
confine  the  speeches  on  a  Motion  for 
Adjournment  during  debate  to  matter 
which  was  relevant — that  was  to  say,  to 
matter  bearing  upon  the  Question  before 
the  House.  His  second  objection  was 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  pro- 
posed to  entirely  confine  the  operation  of 
that  Bule  to  Committees  of  the  House. 
He  contended  that  it  ought  not  to  be  so 
confined,  and  that  the  limitation  was  a 
reasonable  one  for  debate  in  the  House 
itself.  It  would  be  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  accede  to  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 

Ma.  MACABTNEY  supported  the 
Amendment,  and  pointed  out  that  under 
another  of  the  proposed  Bules  power 
would  be  given  to  the  Speaker  or  the 


Chairman  of  Committees  to  silenoe  a 
Member  for  irrelevance  or  tedious  re- 
petition. He  asked  what  stronger  power 
than  that  could  be  required  ? 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  103  ;  Noes 
34  :  Majority  69.— (Div.  List,  No.  369.) 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHttL, 
in  moving  the  next  Amendment  to  the 
Besolution,  which  stood  on  the  Paper  in 
his  name,  said,  he  was  the  more  en- 
couraged to  do  so  on  account  of  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government  on  the 
previous  Amendment.  When  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  proposed  an  im- 
portant modification  of  the  Besolution 
in  a  speech  of  great  ability,  supported 
by  numberless  facts  drawn  from  his  ex- 
perience, which  the  Government  Lad 
failed  to  answer,  he  had  the  pain  of 
seeing  those  on  whom  he  was  accus- 
tomed  to  look  for  Leadership  going  into 
the  Lobby  against  him.  For  himself,  it 
would  be  his  endeavour  on  that  Be- 
solution, as  on  the  others,  to  try  and 
cut  down  its  operation  in  every  way,  and, 
to  use  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  to  pick  up  whatever  he  could 
get.  He  now  proposed  by  that  Amend- 
ment that  the  power  of  stopping  the 
mouths  of  Memoers — for  that  was  what 
it  came  to — should  be  vested  only  in  the 
Speaker,  and  not  in  the  Chairman  of 
Committees.  On  the  1st  Besolution 
they  had  a  great  deal  of  discussion  on 
this  subject,  and  he  thought  the  general 
sense  of  the  House  was  that  the  Chair- 
man was  not  entitled  to  the  same  con- 
fidence as  the  Speaker.  They  were 
much  indebted  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Mid  Kent  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke)  for  having  initiated  them 
into  the  practices  of  Government 
"  Whips  "  in  communicating  constantly, 
and,  indeed,  always,  to  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  the  wishes  and  the  will  of 
the  Prime  Minister  of  the  day.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Kent  had  told  the  House  that  during 
the  Parliament  of  1874  he  never  left  the 
elbow  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
and  used  to  say  to  the  Chairman — "If 
this  discussion  is  not  put  a  stop  to, 
what  will  the  Prime  Minister  say?" 
They  had  a  suspicion  before  that  that 
this  practice  did  go  on  ;  but  they  had  no 
idea  it  was  carried  so  far.  He  presumed 
the  noble  Lord  (LordBichard  Qrosvenor^ 


1505  Parliament— Business  of  the  |Nov£Mbek  15, 1882)  Bouse — The  New  Rules.  1506 


did  the  same  as  his  Predecessors.    The 
Chairman  of  Committees  was,  therefore, 
not  in  every  way  impartial.     He  was 
only  a  Government  hack.     [•*  Oh,  oh  !  " 
**  Withdraw  !  "]     He   would   not  have 
been  justified  in  saying  this  but  for  the 
statement  of  the  late  Conservative  Whip. 
The  Prime  Minister  was  present  when 
the   statement  was  made;  but,  though 
he  appeared  very  much  shocked  by  it, 
ho  never  said  that  the  noble  Lord  did 
not     do    the    same.     [**  Withdraw !  " J 
Well,  he  would  withdraw  the  term  Go- 
vernment **  hack  "  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man wished;    but    he  said    that    the 
Chairman   of    Committees   was,  at    all 
events,   a  great  deal  more  of  a  Party 
man   than  they  had  had   any  idea  of 
before.     He     altogether    objected     to 
strengthening  the  hands  of  the  Chair- 
man.    He  thought  it  extremely  doubt- 
ful what  would   be  the  position  of  the 
8peaker*s    Successors  under  the   New 
Bules.     He  believed  that  the  character 
of  the  Office  would  be  maintained.     But 
it  was  a  very  different  thing  in  regard  to 
the  Chairman.     He  would  be  a  partizau, 
who  would   be  elected  for  the  purposd 
of  silencing  brutally  opposition  to  the 
Government.     But  was  it  not  a  sign  of 
what  was  coming  that  the  Chairman  of 
Committees,  for  whom  personally  he  had 
the  greatest  respect  on  account  of  his 
learning,  attainments,  and  affability,  but 
for  whose  conduct  in  the  Chair  he  had 
never  heard  any    Member  expressing 
their  admiration,  had  so  far  forgotten 
liis  position  as  to  vote  in  the  majority  in 
favour  of  the  gag?    That  was  the  par- 
tizan  Chairman    in   whom    the  House 
was  invited  to  place  those  great  powers. 
Throughout  alltheEesolutionsthe  Chair- 
man was  placed  on  an  equality  with  the 
Chair,  and  at  his  elbows  was  always  to 
be  found  the   Government  Whip  ;  and 
the  Chairman   himself  was   unable  to 
conceal  his  partizanship  by  abstaining 
to  vote  for  the  gag.     In  the  face  of  the 
restrictions  which  had  already  been  im- 
posed, and  the  restrictions  which  were 
still  to   be  imposed,  he  thought  it  his 
duty  to  move  this  Amendment,  even  if 
Gentlemen  on  his  own  side  of  the  House 
signalized  themselves,  as  they  had  done 
in  the  last  division,  by  supporting  the 
Prime  Minister.     He  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  do  so  in  justice,  not  only  to  the 
House,  but  to  the.  country ;  and  he  called 
on  the  Government  to  state  definite  rea- 
sons, based   on   facts,  why  they  should 
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abolish  all  their  privileges,  and  hand 
themselves  over,  tied  and  bound,  to  the 
partizan  Chairman  of  Committees.    The 
Prime   Minister  had  not  answered  the 
temperate   argument  of  his  hon.    and 
learned   Friend  the  Member  for  Chat- 
ham.    The  Prime  Minister  seemed  to  be 
filled  with  such  an  amount  of  disdain 
and  contempt  for  the  present  House  of 
Commons  that  he  did  not  think  it  ne- 
cessary to  state  any  reason  why  these 
alterations    should    be    made.      [**  Oh, 
oh  !  "]     Except  on  the  1st  Resolution, 
they  had  not  had  the  slightest  explana- 
tion of  why  these  changes   should  be 
made.     But  he  would  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  opinions  of  Jhe  pre- 
sent Members   of   the  Government  in 
1879  and  1880.     The  present  Home  Se- 
cretary,  in  vindicating    the  Session  of 
1879  from  the  charge  of  barrenness,  re- 
ferred to  the  Army  Discipline  Bill  as 
being  equal  in  importance  and  difficulty 
to  three  or  four  ordinary  Bills.     What 
if  the  same  remark  had  been  applied  to 
the  Irish  Land  Bill  ?    The  Home  Secre- 
tary then  went  on  to  say  that  he  did  not 
wish  an  impression  to  go  forth  that  the 
House,  of  Commons  was  incapable  of  per- 
forming its  functions.    That  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
fully  justified  opposition  to  the  changes 
now  proposed.     But  he  would  refer  to 
the  highest  authority  of  all.     In  the 
year  1880  the  Prime  Minister  set  afoot 
his  designs  upon  the  freedom  and  privi- 
leges of  the  House.     [**  Order !  "]     He 
had  frequently  found  right  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  Front  Bench  correcting  each 
other.     The  Prime  Minister  at  that  time 
was  sending  out  a  Circular  to  foreign 
countries  for  the  purpose  of  discovering 
methods  of    suppressing  minorities  in 
Foreign  Assemblies.  He  wished  to  show, 
however,  the  hypocrisy  and  sham  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  in  stating  that 
the  House  of  Commons  was  unable  to 
do  its  Business.     He  turned,  therefore, 
to   the  Royal    Speech  of  1880.     That 
document  stated  that — 

'*  Notwithstanding  the  lateness  of  the  period 
at  which  you  began  your  labours,  your  inaefati- 
gablo  zeal  and  patience  have  enabled  you  to  add 
to  the  Statute  Book  some  valuable  laws.*' 

The  Speech  then  referred  to  the  Educa- 
tion Act,  the  Employers'  Liabibty  Act, 
the  Ground  Game  Act,  the  Malt  Tax, 
the  Savings'  Bank  Act,  and  other  mea- 
sures. After  such  expressions  of  opi- 
nion on  the  part  of  the  Home  Secretary 
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and  of  himself,  he  challenged  the  Prime 
Minister  to  get  up  and  show  cause  for 
the  introduction  of  those  further  Keso- 
lutions.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Gorst)  had  reminded  the  Liberal 
Party  that  they  might  not  always  be  in 
a  majority.  Well,  there  was  one  danger 
they  would  be  exposed  to  in  the  event 
of  their  being  in  a  minority.  There  was 
no  subject  on  which  they  had  stronger 
feelings  than  Free  Trade.  Well,  they 
were  aware  that  there  had  been  a  move- 
ment among  the  working  classes  hostile 
to  Free  Trade.  [**No,  no!"]  He 
would  not  go  into  the  extent  of  the 
movement ;  but  it  would  be  quite  pos- 
sible for  a  Conservative  Government, 
under  these  New  Bules,  to  pass  measures 
against  Free  Trade  within  three  weeks 
— before  Liberal  Members  and  the 
country  had  wakened  up  to  a  knowledge 
of  what  was  going  on.  If  these  Reso- 
lutions were  passed,  he  would  like  to 
know  what  facilities  Liberals  would  have 
of  arresting  the  progress  of  legislation 
proposed  by  the  Conservatives?  He 
moved  these  Amendments  not  with  the 
object  of  opposing  the  Government,  but 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  preserving  the 
Privileges  of  that  House,  by  means  of 
which  the  Liberals  had  won  all  those  re- 
forms of  which  they  were  never  tired  of 
boasting.  The  Piime  Minister's  memory 
would  live  long  after  they  were  all  dead 
and  forgotten ;  but  he  could  not  under- 
stand why,  at  a  moment  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  did  not  look  for- 
ward to  much  more  active  participation 
in  the  affairs  of  the  State,  he  should  de- 
stroy one  after  another,  in  this  appa- 
rently indiscriminate  manner,  all  the 
privileges  which  had  made  the  House 
of  Commons  famous.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,*tempted  by  momentary  am- 
bition or  spite  at  being  prevented  from 
carrying  measures  on  which  he  had  set 
his  heart,  were  determined  to  destroy 
the  rights  of  the  minority  in  that 
House,  his  reputation  in  the  future 
would  be  greatly  damaged.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  moving  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  2,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the 
word  **  Debate,**  to  the  word  **  Chair,"  in  line 
3,  inclusive. — (Lord  Randolph  Churchill.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  wordfs 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Isord  Randolph  Churchill 


Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  he  was 
glad  that  the  concluding  words  of  the 
noble  Lord*s  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill's) 
speech  had  contained  so  formal  a  with- 
drawal of  the  proclamation  of  war  against 
the  Government  which  he  had  made  the 
other  day,  and  that  he  was  only  going 
to  endeavour  to  get  the  Besolution 
amended.  He  was  also  glad  to  hear 
that  the  noble  Lord's  object  was  to  pre- 
serve the  Privileges  of  Parliament,  for 
the  noble  Lord  had  previously  told  them 
that  his  intention  was  not  to  improve 
these  Kesolutions,  but  to  make  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Government  impracticable, 
and  so  force  them  to  dissolve  Jrarliament. 
It  was  satisfactory  to  have  that  state- 
ment formally  withdrawn,  and  the  plea- 
sure would  be  shared  by  the  noble  Lord's 
own  Party,  or  rather  by  the  Party  oppo- 
site, to  which  the  noble  Lord  could  not 
strictly  be  said  to  belong.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  complaint  of  silence  raised 
by  the  noble  Lord,  he  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
had  not  noticed  the  objections  which  had 
been  raised  by  the  noble  Lord  and  his 
Friends  to  the  Kesolution  in  detail,  and 
there  were  two  reasons  for  it.  With  regard 
to  the  facts  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  he 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  had  not  answered  them 
in  detail,  because  he  had  accepted  them 
in  the  lump  ;  and  he  had  done  the  same 
— though,  perhaps,  rather  rashly— in 
regard  to  some  of  the  noble  Lord's  sta- 
tistics. But  he  was  bound  to  say  there 
was  another  reason  why  he  was  content 
to  pass  over  many  of  the  noble  Lord's 
statements,  and  that  was,  that  with  the 
noble  Lord's  extraordinary  command  of 
words  or  matter — at  all  events,  words — 
he  delivered  himself  of  his  opinions  in 
terms  so  large,  and  so  far  beyond  facts, 
that  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  content  to 
leave  hon.  Gentlemen  to  answer  them 
for  themselves.  When  the  noble  Lord 
reiterated  the  question,  **  Why  do  you 
go  on  extinguishing  all  the  privileges  of 
private  Members  ?  "  he  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  enter  into  a  discussion  upon 
the  point.  Hon.  Gentlemen,  who  had 
the  Kesolutions  in  their  hands,  and  who 
knew  what  the  powers  of  individual 
Members  were,  would  see  at  once  that 
all  such  remarks  were  more  rhetorical 
flourishes  that  had  no  relation  to  the 
real  facts  of  the  case.  He  would  nov, 
however,  come  to  the  point.  The  noble 
Lord  had  revived  a  statement  of  a  very 
extraordinary  character,  which  was  made 
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by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Mid  Kent  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  with 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  the  Whips 
when  the  Chairman  of  Committees  was 
in  the  Chair,  and  which  the  noble  Lord 
said  that  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  did  not 
contradict  at  the  time.  He  wished  the 
matter  had  been  referred  to  when  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  in  his  place  ;  but 
as  the  subject  had  been  introduced,  he 
might  follow  the  noble  Lord  in  his  re- 
ference. The  noble  Lord  said  he  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  had  not  contradicted  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  and  that,  therefore,  he  must 
be  considered  as  having  admitted  its 
accuracy  ;  and  as  having  admitted  it  not 
only  in  regard  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
but  in  regard  to  all  other  Whippers-in 
and  Chairmen  of  Committees.  The  fact 
was  that  he  was  so  much  struck  with  the 
statement  that  he  took  it  down,  and  he 
would  read  the  Memorandum  he  had 
made  of  it,  as  well  as  the  comment  upon 
it  which  he  had  jotted  down — 

"  Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Nov.  7— Under  the  late 
Government  was  always  at  elbow  of  Chair- 
man of  Committees  urging  him  to  get  on 
with  the  Votes." 

And  then  followed  his  (Mr.  Gladstone's) 
own  comment,  made  for  reply,  in  these 
terms — 


« 


In  that  practice  he  was  without  a  prede- 
cessor, and  without  an  imitator.  No  Whip  had 
ever  done  it  before  him,  and  none  had  ever 
done  it  after  him." 

The  noble  Lord  could  see  the  Memoran- 
dum if  he  wished. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  that  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  made  that  ooservation  on  the  state- 
ment publicly  before.  Why  had  he  not 
made  use  of  the  note  after  having  made 
it? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  he  was 
coming  to  the  reason  why  he  did  not 
state  it  to  the  House  at  that  time.  It 
was  because  he  was  often  and  very  justly 
called  over  the  coals  for  the  number  and 
length  of  his  speeches  ;  and,  upon  the 
occasion  in  question,  such  an  enormous 
multitude  of  points  were  raised,  some 
belonging  to  the  subject,  others  re- 
motely connected  with  it,  and  some 
within  a  measurable  distance  of  it, 
that  he  was  bound  to  pass  many  of  them 
over.  After  the  interminable  debates 
on  this  subject,  he  had  felt  it  necessary 
to  lighten  the  ship  by  throwing  over- 
board some  of  the  cargo ;  and  among  the 


portion  of  the  cargo  thrown  overboard 
was  that  portion  of  the  cargo  which  had 
reference  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke),  be- 
cause he  was  anxious  not  to  make  an 
immeasurable  demand  upon  the  patience 
of  the  House.  He  thought,  however, 
that  now  attention  had  been  specially 
directed  to  the  point,  some  notice  of  the 
statement  should  be  taken  at  an  appro- 
priate period  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  formerly  filled  the  Chair  (Mr. 
Raikes),  who,  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  thought, 
must  have  something  to  say  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  in  regard  to  whom  he  had  him- 
self alwajs  been  of  opinion  that  he  dis- 
charged his  duties  with  great  ability 
and  impartiality.  At  the  same  time,  he 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  while  denying  that 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Mid  Kent  had  the 
slightest  application  to  the  present  time, 
did  not  venture  to  challenge  its  truth. 
He  could  only  say  that  never,  either  in 
his  own  person,  or  through  a  Whipper-in, 
or  through  any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, had  he  dared  or  presumed  to  in- 
terfere with  the  judgment  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  upon  any  question 
awaiting  settlement  by  the  House.  Then 
the  noble  Lord  complained  that  the  pre- 
sent Chairman  of  Committees  was  a 
supporter  of  the  Government,  and  an 
obvious  partizan,  because  he  voted  for 
them  in  the  division  on  the  1st  of  the 
Rules  of  Procedure.  But  his  TMr.  Glad- 
stone's)  knowledge  and  experience  were 
that  it  had  been  the  invariable  practice 
of  Chairmen  of  tJommittees  to  vote  upon 
all  questions  of  importance  in  the  House. 
[Lord  Randolph  CHURoniLL :  Yes,  and 
with  the  Government.]  No  ;  not  always 
with  the  Government.  There  were  cases 
where  the  Chairman  had  not  agreed 
with  the  Government ;  but  if  the  noble 
Lord  admitted  that  it  had  been  the 
uniform  practice  of  the  Chairman  to 
vote  with  the  Government,  then  he 
ought  not  to  make  it  a  special  subject 
of  allegation  against  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  present  Chairman  (Mr. 
Lyon  Playfair)  that  he  recently  voted 
on  an  important  question,  affecting  in 
some  degree,  no  doubt,  his  own  Chair, 
but  mainly  the  greater  Chair  in  which 
the  Speaker  sat.  He  now  came  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  itself, 
and  he  was  sorry  it  should  have  been 
necessary  to  go  into  matters  which  were 
beyond  that  Amendment.    It  sought  to 

8  0  2        \  Twenty^second  Ni^H\ 
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provide  that  the  Hesolution  Bhould  have 
no  reference  whatever  to  Committees  of 
the  House,  or  to  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. He  could  not  help  comparing 
it  with  the  Amendment  which  they  had 
just  disposed  of.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Memher  for  Chatham,  the  other  Leader, 
or  one  of  the  three  Leaders  of  the  three 
Memhers  who  constituted  the  Fourth 
Party,  had,  in  his  Amendment,  proposed 
to  cut  out  of  the  Resolution  everything 
that  concerned  the  House,  and  to  leave 
in  only  what  concerned  the  Committee. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
It  is  the  other  way. 

Mr.  QORST  :  I  proposed  to  cut  out 
the  Chairman's  power. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  They  had  before 
them  the  Committee  of  the  House  in 
that  Resolution.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  proposed  to  cut  out  the  one, 
but  to  spare  the  other;  and  now  the 
noble  Lord  came  in  and  proposed  to 
cut  out  what  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  spared. 

Mr.  G0R8T  :  No,  no  ! 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  He  would  not 
allow  the  Resolution  to  apply  to  Com- 
mittees a;t  all ;  whereas  his  Amendment 
was  exactly  the  reverse  of  that  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
explained  that  the  object  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gorst)  was  to 
assimilate  the  procedure  in  Committee 
with  respect  to  matters  to  report  Pro- 
eresB ;  but,  that  not  having  been  carried, 
ne  proposed  to  restrict  the  power  to  the 
Chairman  of  Committees. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the 
position  of  the  noble  Lord  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  reminded  him  of 
the  old  story — *'  That  which  the  locust 
spared  the  caterpillar  devoured."  He 
hoped  the  House,  with  the  sanction  of 
the  authority  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gorst),  would  oppose 
the  noble  Lord's  Amendment,  the  con- 
tention of  the  Government  being  that 
the  Resolution  ought  to  apply  to  the 
case  of  Committee  as  well  as  when  the 
House  should  be  sitting. 

Mr.  gorst  said,  that  he  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  explaining  that  it  had 
not  been  his  intention  to  give,  by  his 
Amendment,  that  which  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  desired  to  take  away. 
The  question  before  them  was,  whether 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  ought  to 

Mr.  Oladsione 


be  intrusted  with  the  power  which  thej 
were  about  to  confer  on  tho  Speaker. 
He  did  not  want  to  attack  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
he  had  no  wish  to  imitate  the  example 
of  the  two  Front  Benches  by  indulging 
in  the  conventional  praise  which  was 
given  to  Chairmen.  They  all  knew 
what  it  meant.  It  wsts  the  correct  thing 
to  declare  the  Chairman  impartial ;  but 
to  that  he  demurred.  A  Chairman  of 
Committees  was  not  much  better  or 
worse  than  other  men,  and  would  he 
perfectly  impartial  if  he  were  placed  in 
a  perfectly  impartial  position.  How 
could  they  expect  their  Chairman  to  be 
as  impartial  as  their  Speaker,  when  his 
position  was  entirely  different  ?  What 
was  the  Chairman  ?  He  was  a  Member 
of  ,the  Party  which  had  been  victorious 
in  the  Elections,  and  when  the  Prime 
Minister  distributed  the  loaves  and  fishes 
to  his  supporters,  one  of  the  loaves,  and 
a  very  big  loaf,  was  given  in  the  form 
of  the  Chairmanship  of  Committees  to 
some  Gentleman  who  had  distinguished 
himself  by  his  zeal  and  energy  in  pro- 
moting the  cause  of  the  victorious  Party. 
Moreover,  the  salary  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  was  not  quite  fixed ;  for, 
in  the  last  Parliament,  it  was  raised 
from  £1,500  to  £2,000  or  £2,500.  so 
that  he  had  not  only  the  consciousness 
that  he  had  earned  his  place  by  his 
zealous  service,  but  he  had  also  the 
feeling  that  if  he  pleased  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Party  in  power  he 
might  have  his  salary  raised.  He  had 
also  to  look  to  the  future ;  for  he  was 
liable  to  be  turned  out  at  the  same  time 
the  Government  were  turned  out.  The 
practice  was  to  change  the  Chairman 
with  the  Government.  All  these  things 
being  considered,  how  could  they  expect 
the  Chairman  to  be  impartial?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  he 
never  interfered  with  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  ;  and  no  doubt  he  was  cor- 
rect, but  his  Colleagues,  however,  did 
not  observe  the  same  delicacy  and  reti- 
cence,  and  he  had,  during  recent  de- 
bates in  Committee,  seen  Members  of 
the  Government  go  to  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  and  distinctly,  give  him  in- 
structions. The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  thought,  had  misrepresented  the 
argument  about  the  Chairman's  vote. 
As  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  had  pointed  out,  the  objec- 
tion  was  not    because    the    Chairmaa 
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Toted,  but  because  it  was  thought  he 
Yoted  to  confer  some  peculiar  powers 
upon  himself ;  and  it  would  have  been 
thought  that  anyone  who  was  desirous 
to  exhibit  his  great  impartiality  in  that 
House  would  have  refrained,  at  all 
events,  from  voting,  when  the  Besolu- 
tion  was  that  he  himself  should  close 
the  debate  by  means  of  extraordinary 
powers.  He  (Mr.  Gorst)  regarded  the 
Amendment  as  well  worthy  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  on  the  ground 
that,  until  they  altered  the  position  of 
the  Chairman  of  Committees,  they  might 
depend  upon  it  that,  in  future,  whether 
the  Prime  Minister  gave  the  order  or 
not,  the  power  would  be  exercised  for 
the  benefit  and  in  the  interests  of  the 
Government ;  and  that  those  who  were 
troublesome  to  the  Government,  and 
whose  speeches  were  not  pleasant,  would 
find  their  acts  and  words  interpreted  in 
a  bad  sense  by  the  Chairman.  They 
would  find  that  they  would  not  be  treated 
80  generously  as  the  tried  supporters  of 
the  Ministers  would  be. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  pointing  out  that  the  effect 
of  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill),  combined  with  that  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had 
just  spoken  (Mr.  Gorst),  would  be  to 
leave  nothing  of  the  Besolution.  As  to 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  with  regard  to  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means,  they  appeared  to 
be  evolved  from  his  own  consciousness, 
and  were  not  at  all  consistent  with  facts. 
He  had  said  that  the  Chairman  always 
went  out  of  Office  with  the  Government ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Dodson)  had  to  remind  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  that,  like  the 
Speaker,  he  was  elected,  not  for  the  life- 
time of  a  Government,  but  of  a  Parlia- 
ment. [Lord  Randolph  Ckurchill  :  I 
knew  that.]  Well,  that  was  as  much 
as  to  say  one  Leader  of  the  Party 
was  aware  of  the  fact,  the  other  Leader 
was  not.  With  regard  to  the  Chairman 
always  going  out  of  Office  with  the  Go- 
vernment, he  (Mr.  Dodson),  in  his  own 
person,  was  an  instance  that  such  was 
not  the  case ;  for  he  had  had  the  honour  of 
holding  the  Office  of  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  not  only  under  more  than  one 
Liberal  Government,  but  also  when  the 
late  Lord  Derby  was  Prime  Minister  and 
Mr.  Disraeli  Leader  of  the  House,  and 
also  afterwards,  when  Lord  Derby  re- 


tired and  Mr.  Disraeli  became'  Prime 
Minister  in  the  Sessions  of  1866,  1867, 
and  1868 ;  and  he  had  only  to  add  that, 
when  he  held  that  position — whether 
under  one  Party  or  the  other — whoever 
happened  to  be  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment made  not  the  least  difference  in 
bis  relations  with  hon.  Members  on  one 
side  or  the  other.  Then,  as  to  the  argu- 
ment that  the  position  of  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  was  different  from 
that  of  Speaker,  of  course,  it  was  a  less 
important  Office ;  but  in  its  attributes  it 
diff'ered  only  in  degree,  and  not  in  kind, 
from  the  Office  of  Speaker.  In  fact, 
whenever  the  Speaker  was  absent,  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  assumed 
the  Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  and  exer- 
cised all  the  powers  which  were  vested 
in  the  Speaker  himself.  Then  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  complained  that 
the  present  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  voted  the  other  day  on  the  Ist 
Resolution,  which  was  calculated  to  in- 
crease his  own  power.  No  doubt,  it 
was  a  Resolution  which,  under  certain 
circumstances,  vested  in  the  Chairman 
a  not  very  pleasant  discretion  which  he 
would  be  called  upon  to  exercise ;  but, 
as  far  as  personal  feeling  was  concerned, 
he  (Mr.  Dodson)  should  have  thought 
that  he  would  much  rather  have  voted 
against  it.  If,  however,  the  Chairman 
considered  that  the  Resolution — whe- 
ther proposed  by  the  Government  or 
anyone  else — would  tend  to  improve  the 
Business  of  the  House,  it  was  not  only 
perfectly  open,  but  it  seemed  to  bo  in- 
cumbent upon  him  to  record  his  vote  in 
that  manner  which  he  thought  most 
advantageous  to  the  conduct  of  Business, 
in  which  he  himself  had  to  bear  so  im- 
portant a  part. 

Loud  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that  a 
short  time  ago  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Gloucestershire  (Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke) 
remarked  that  they  were  discussing  this 
Resolution  under  the  dark  shadow  of 
Resolution  No.  1.  There  was  great 
truth  in  that  observation ;  and,  there- 
fore. Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
not  be  surprised  if  speeches  were  made 
and  Amendments  moved  which  would 
not  have  been  made  and  moved  if  the  Re- 
solution had  been  moved  before  the  Ist 
Resolution  was  proposed.  He  regarded 
the  speech  and  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  in  that  light ;  and, 
under  existing  circumstances,  they  need 
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be  looked  upon  with  no  surprise ;  but, 
speaking  for  himself,  he  was,  neverthe- 
less, bound  to  say  that,  having  listened 
to  the  debates  of  that  morning,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  vote  for  the  Amendment 
of  his  noble  Friend,  or  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  be- 
cause they  both  very  nearly  approached 
the  one  which  was  proposed,  but  not 
pressed  to  a  division,  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff).  He  could  not,  however,  allow 
the  observations  that  had  fallen  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  to  pass  without  notice.  He 
admitted  that  his  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  Iiad  spoken  in 
his  usual  agreeable,  but  slightly  aggra- 
vating, manner,  and  had  thus  excited 
the  Prime  Minister  to  deal  with  topics 
other  than  those  which  he  would  naturally 
have  dealt  with  in  discussing  the  Amend- 
ment ;  but  for  all  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman — he  (Lord  John  Manners) 
spoke  with  great  deference— had  ex- 
ceeded what  might  fairly  have  been 
expected  from  him  on  the  occasion, 
when  he  drew  out  of  his  pocket  the 
notes  of  a  speech  which  he  had  in- 
tended to  deliver  he  did  not  know  how 
many  days  ago,  and  proceeded,  with 
their  help,  to  administer,  in  his  absence, 
a  castigation  to  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Kent.  Again,  with  great  re- 
spect, in  pressing  the  House  of  Commons 
to  lose  no  time,  and  to  avoid  extraneous 
topics,  the  Prime  Minister  was  quite 
right ;  but  it  was  going  a  ^reat  deal  too 
far,  by  the  aid  of  notes  taken  from  his 
pocket,  to  denounce,  more  or  less,  the 
conduct,  as  well  as  the  language,  of  a 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  then  in  the 
House.  ['*  No,  no !  "]  That,  at  least, 
was  his  opinion,  and  hon.  Members 
opposite  had  a  right  to  theirs.  He 
had  no  doubt  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  take  an  early  opportunity  of  set- 
ting himself  right  with  the  House  in 
that  particular  matter.  But  what  his 
right  hon.  Friend  probably  intended  to 
convey  was,  that  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees usually  sat  on  the  TreasuryBench 
when  he  was  not  in  the  Chair ;  but  that 
when  he  was  in  the  Chair  the  only 
communications  which  could  pass  be- 
tween him  and  any  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  distinct  and  exclusive  re- 
ference to  the  progress  of  Business. 
Meanwhile,  he  would  ask  whether  the 

Lord  John  Manners 


E: 


Prime  Minister  meant  to  saj  that  nether 
he  nor  any  Member  of  the  GK>vemment 
had  at  any  time  had  any  communication 
whatever  as  to  the  progress  of  Business, 
with  either  the  Speaker  or  the  Chair- 
man, for,  if  so,  that  was  a  statement  which, 
he  confessed,  drew  a  very  great  draft  in- 
deed upon  his  confidence  and  credulity. 
It  was  obvious.  They  had  all  witnessed 
it ;  and  who  could  complain  of  the  prac- 
tice, that  if  the  Prime  Minister  thought 
that  a  Member  was  unduly  protracting 
a  debate,  he  should  go  or  send  someone 
else  to  the  Chairman  or  the  Speaker,  and 
ask  if  it  was  not  the  opinion  of  the  Chair 
that  the  Member  in  question  was  offend- 
ing against  the  Hules  of  the  House? 
Mr.  Gladstone:  No,  no !]  Did  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  say  he  had  never  seen 
that  done  ?  Or  was  it  that  he  said  he 
had  never  done  it  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  If  the  noble 
Lord  asks  me  whether  I  have  done 
that,  I  say  no ;  and  I  have  never  seen 
it  done  ;  but  it  is  not  that.  How  is  it 
possible  that  I  can  be  aware  of  any 
communications  that  pass  between  the 
Chair  and  any  Member,  that  are  made 
in  an  undertone,  without  leading  to  the 
interruption  of  the  debate  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS :  ExacUy; 
but  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
with  his  vast  experience,  mean  to  con- 
tend that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Kent  was  the  only  official  Gentle- 
man who  had  pointed  out  to  the  Speaker 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  Committees  that 
some  Member  was  unduly  protracting 
debate  ?  Surely  it  was  often  done ;  and 
it  would  be  highly  inconvenient  if  this 
practice  were  abandoned.  Indeed,  the 
complaint  which  he  (Lord  John  Manners) 
made  against  all  these  Hules  was  that 
the  House  as  a  body  was  being  made  so 
jealous  of  the  conduct  of  Gentlemen  in 
Office  that  very  great  difficulty  would 
be  found  in  accelerating  the  progress  of 
Business.  He  could  not  allow  the  ob- 
servations on  the  conduct  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Kent  to  pass 
without  uttering  a  protest,  and  explain- 
ing that,  in  his  view,  the  observations 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
misinterpreted  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
On  the  delicate  personal  question  he 
wished  to  say  nothing  one  way  or  the 
other ;  but  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Dodson)  went  on  to  justify 
the  vote  which  the  Chairman  had  given 
on    the    1st    Besolution,    he    adxmtted 


1517  Farltament-^Busineasofths  INovembbb  15',  1882}  RotMe—The  New  RuUi.  1618 


that  the  Chairman  of  Committees  had 
voted  iu  the  exercise  of  an  undoubted 
right;  but  it  was  a  matter  of  opi- 
nion whether  it  was  wise  or  unwise 
to  exercise  the  right.  If  the  ques- 
tion was  put  to  him  (Lord  John 
Manners),  he  must  say  that  in  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  particular  case,  he 
doubted  the  wisdom  of  exercising  the 
right.  One  reason  why  he  said  that 
was,  that  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
was  Deputy  Speaker,  and  that,  in  that 
capacity,  he  might  from  time  to  time 
have  to  give  a  casting  vote ;  and  he 
(Lord  John  Manners)  appealed  to  all 
Gentlemen  familiar  with  the  practice  of 
the  House  whether  it  was  not  the  in- 
variable custom  for  the  Speaker  in  those 
cases  to  give  the  casting  vote  in  such  a 
way  as  to  enable  the  House  to  have 
again  the  opportunity  of  deciding  the 
question  at  issue.  He  remembered  one 
very  clear  case  in  point,  when  Mr. 
Speaker  Denison  was  in  the  Chair,  on 
a  Bill  for  the  abolition  of  church  rates. 
The  votes  were  equal ;  but  the  Speaker 
instantly,  and  without  hesitation,  gave 
his  casting  vote  against  the  second 
reading,  and  he  did  so  because,  in  his 
opinion,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Speaker 
to  afford  an  opportunity  to  the  House 
of  reconsidering  the  question.  That  he 
took  to  be  the  invariable  and  universal 
rule  that  guided  the  Speaker ;  and  it  was 
therefore,  in  his  opinioji,  a  mistake  for 
the  Chairman  to  have  voted  at  all.  He 
did  not  wish  to  press  the  point  an  inch 
further,  except  to  say  that  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  having,  in  the  exercise  of 
his  undoubted  right,  given  that  vote,  he 
thought  it  would  be  greatly  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  House  if  he  could  find 
some  convenient  opportunity  of  inform- 
ing them  whether  he  agreed  with  the 
interpretation  which  the  Speaker  had 
pronounced  as  his  view  of  the  Bule  with 
respect  to  the  '^  evident  sense  of  the 
House."  As  to  the  Amendment,  if  his 
noble  Friend  pressed  it  to  a  division,  he 
(Lord  John  Manners)  would  be  unable 
to  follow  him  into  the  Lobby. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  was  a  par- 
tizan  and  occupied  a  totally  different 
position  from  the  Speaker.  He  received 
the  ••  Whips  "  of  the  Party  ;  lae  attended 
their  meetings ;  he  voted  with  them  on 
occasions ;  and  it  therefore  appeared  that 
he  was  not  in  the  independent  position 
which  the  Speaker  occupied.     The  right 


hon.  Gentleman  who  was  now  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Dod- 
son)  had  been  promoted  from  the  Chair- 
manship to  a  comparatively  inferior  Office 
— namely,  that  of  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury ;  and  though  two  cases  had  occurred 
a  very  long  time  ago  in  which  Speakers 
became  respectively  a  Prime  Minister 
and  a  Secretary  of  State,  they  did  not 
apply,  because  those  were  Offices  of  great 
political  importance,  and  were  not  on 
the  same  footing  as  that  of  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  which  was  considered  a 
promotion  for  the  then  Chairman.  The 
difference  between  the  Chairman  and 
the  Speaker  was  great.  The  Speaker 
merged  his  name  in  that  of  '^  Mr. 
Speaker,"  whereas  the  Qhairman  was 
known  as  **  Mr.  Cecil  This"  or  **  Dr. 
Lyon  That,"  When  the  Chairman,  too, 
was  not  in  the  Chair,  he  became  once 
more  the  ordinary  combatant  politician 
of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  insisted 
that  there  was  no  analogy  whatever 
between  the  position  of  Chairman  and 
Speaker,  nor  were  the  more  informal 
Sittings  in  Committee  to  be  too  closely 
compared  to  the  Sittings  of  the  House. 
The  privilege  of  speaking  many  times 
in  Committee,  and  the  habit  of  making 
short  and  conversational  speeches,  were 
evidences  of  the  broad  distinction  be- 
tween the  House  in  Committee  and  the 
House  when  the  Speaker  was  in  the 
Chair.  The  penal  restrictions  which 
might  be  placed  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Speaker  were  likely  to  become  instru- 
ments of  injustice  in  the  hands  of  a 
Chairman  of  Committees.  He  intended 
to  support  the  Amendment,  which  he 
trusted  would  be  pressed  to  a  division. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  as 
a  question  had  arisen  between  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Kent 
(Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Chester 
(Mr.  Raikes),  he  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
might  state  that  he  had  reason  for  saying 
he  believed  that  an  opportunity  would 
be  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Kent  to  offer  an  explanation  of  what 
he  had  said  in  a  former  debate.  As  to 
the  Amendment,  it  appeared  to  him  to 
have  very  little  practical  use  or  force  in 
it.  If  the  question  of  adjournment  was 
confined  to  a  Member  getting  up  simply 
to  the  point  of  whether  it  was  right  to 
adjourn  at  that  particular  time  or  not, 
the  moment  that  was  decided — being  in 
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Committee— he  could  speak  bb  often  ne  but  also  to  Badical  ideas.     Now,  liov- 

lie  liked.    To  his  mind,  the  Amendment  ever,  that  it  had  been  carried,  he  would 

did  not  limit  thepower  of  debate  in  endeavour  to  use  It  ae  loyally  as  po»- 

Committee  at  all.     The  supporters  of  the  uible  to  the  House.    No  great  and  broad 

Amendment  placed  upoii  it  a  great  deal  principles  were  involved  in  the  present 

more  weight  than  it  would  carry.  Resolution.      He    had,    therefore,    lis- 

auMtioa  p.t,  .nd  OS'-'  ''■  i""*  '"J'"'.  «""™™  '°.,T''.\;''  '.'  '"i 

^              J     >           »  been  Bubjected  entirely  With  the  View  of 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  3,  to  considering  how  far,  in  the  changine 

leave  out  the  word    "  strictly."— (^orif  habits  of  debate,  it  would  really  worl 

Randolph  Churchill.)  in  the  future.      It  was  very  necessary 

Amendment  agr»$d  lo.  to    guard    against    making    the  Bules 

ir       TIT  I  TiTrtXT     ■  too  stringent,  otherwise  Members  would 

Mb     WABTON,    in    moving    as   an  ^^           \^   ^^         .^^^    ^^^^^^^   j,     ^^^^ 

Amendment,  in  hue  4  to  omit  the  words  ,^tter  than  by  the  spirit  of  them;  and 

■   """Jter  of  snch  Motion,    in  order  to  ;^  ^^^^  ^^^/  ^^    ^^^„„j  ^j    q^^;^^^_ 

insert  the  words  "  matters  arising  out  of  »■  „  „     i  j  t„  j„„„i„„„^  «■„_  „,_„„..:„„ 

.,        »■    iiL           J      J'          ■      II      -J  tion  would  be  developed  far  surpaMing 

the  subject  then  under  discussion,"  said,  „„„   ..„„  ,,  _„„„  f,„  .„  ..„  „,™.„JJ 

,,.,■'                       ,     «  .1      >  .  ,  T  any   tbev  nad  seen  up  to  tbe  nresent 

he  .did  so  on  account  of  the  highly  re-  ^iJe.     Tho  practice  of  the  House  and 

s  rictive  nature  of  the  Resolution  as  it  0^^^;^^^  t^j  been  that  those  who  had 

'^    i:,K      11  "^T.     ,■                       .r  moved  or  seconded  any  of  thoae  Motions 

should  be  allowed  to  discuss  any  matter  ^j^^^j^         ^^^^  ^^  ^^^^^           ^^jl^ 

arising  out  of  the  subject  under  debate.  ^^^^        ^^^  ^^^  g^,^  proposed  to  ex- 

It  would   be  in   the  discreion  of  the  ^^^^  ^^.^  ^^               ^embCT  who  had 

Chairman  to  see  that  the  licence  was  ^^„  „^  ^^^j,  Motion.     He  contended 

not  abused.  ^^^^  ^^^^  extension  of  the  restriction 

Amendment  proposed,  '"as  not  necessary  or  desirable. 

In  Una  4,  to  leave  outtho  words  "  the  matter  Amendment    proposed,   in  line  4,  tO 

o(  .uoh  Motion,"  in  order  to  insert  the  irocd.  leave   out  from  the  word  "  Motion,"  tO 

'  mattet*  ansmg  out  ot  tbe  aubjeot  then  under    ji i  _»  ,i  _  n .; n      ,  \r_    o.u  i 

diiouMion,"-(«f.  Wflr/oB,)  the  end  of  the  Question.  — (Jfr.  S«H.) 

—instead  thereof.  Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 

,  '  and  no  Member  having  '  stand  part  of 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  the  Question." 

proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the        ,,     ,„  .    ' „„      . ,    , 

Question."  ^•'-  OLADSTONE  said,  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  looked  Salt)  had  gone  a  great  degree  into  ths 
upon  the  Amendment  as  destructive  to  details  of  the  Resolution,  and  into  points 
the  Resolution,  as  there  was  no  diffl-  which  were  not  now  before  them.  It 
culty  in  conntruing  its  terms  as  it  stood,  was  not  merely  an  objection  to  the  de- 
He  oould  not,  therefore,  accept  it.  tails  of  the  Resolution,  but  a  proposal  to 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to.  «![',!"' j^  °"J  altogether.    It  was  impo^ 
sible  for  the  Government  to  accede  to 

Mr.  salt,  in  moving  the  omission  of  that,  nor,  indeed,  had  the  hon.  Member 
the  latter  part  of  the  Rule,  which  pro-  advanced  any  argument  to  justify  such 
hibited  Members  who  had  spoken  on  a  course.  At  the  same  time,  he  (Mr. 
any  Motion  for  Adjournment,  or  for  re-  Gladstone)  did  not  say  that  thoes 
porting  Progress,  or  that  the  Chairman  were  details  which  might  not  require 
leave  the  Chair,  from  moving  or  second-  consideration.  The  object  of  the  Go- 
ing any  similar  Motion  during  the  same  vernment  was  to  introduce  into  the 
debate,  or  during  the  same  Sitting  of  Committee  of  the  House  a.  salutary 
the  Committee,  said,  be  approached  the  Rule  which  existed  in  the  Sittings  of 
consideration  of  the  Resolution  in  a  dif-  the  House  itself,  under  which  a  Oen- 
ferent  spii'it  from  that  which  he  felt  tlemaa  who  had  moved  or  seconded 
when  the  House  was  dealing  with  the  tho  adjournment  of  the  debate  could 
1st  Resolution  upon  the  eldlure.  To  the  not,  in  the  same  debate,  move  or  second 
eldture  be  was  strongly  opposed,  not  the  same  Motion.  If  the  hon.  Member's 
merely  upon  Party  grounds,  but  upon  Amendment  were  accepted,  the  object  of 
deeper  and  wider  principles,  as  abso-  the  Government  would  be  defeated. 
Intdy  opposed  not  only  to  ConservatiTe,  They  knew  that  now  in  Committee  tvo 
-Sir  S.  Aaihelon  Crotii 


1521  Parliameni — Burineta  of  the  [Noyember  15, 1882}  House— The  New  RuUs.  1522 


Gentlemen  might  move  alternately  as 
often  as  they  pleased  the  Motion  to  re- 
port Progress,  and  the  Motion  that  the 
Chairman  leave  the  Chair ;  and  if  there 
was  one  provision  more  objectionable 
than  another,  it  was  that  which  enabled 
a  body  of  4  Gentlemen — four  would  be 
quite  sufficient — by  alternate  Motions  to 
stop  the  Business  of  the  House.  Such  a 
number  might  set  themselves  against 
400,  and,  as  regarded  Business,  put 
them  at  defiance ;  he,  therefore,  hoped 
the  Amendment  would  not  be  pressed. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  said, 
he  trusted  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Salt) 
would  press  his  Amendment,  for  he  con- 
sidered the  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment the  thin  end  of  the  wedge,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  sweep  away  all 
safeguards  in  Committee.  He  foresaw 
a  time  when  the  Government  would 
endeavour  to  curtail  the  present  privi- 
lege accorded  to  Members  of  speaking 
more  than  once  in  Committee.  He  would 
like  to  call  the  Prime  Minister's  atten- 
tion to  the  Obstruction  ofifered  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, in  1879,  to  a  Hesolution  re- 
sembling the  12th  Hesolution  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  Had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  been  present  at  that  time 
he  would  have  been  ashamed  of  the 
conduct  of  his  Colleague.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  he 
objected  to  upsetting  great  Constitutional 
Privileges  in  order  to  get  rid  of  petty 
inconvenience  ;  it  was  like  burning  down 
your  house  to  warm  your  hands.  He 
(Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck)  should  like 
the  Prime  Minister  and  others  of  his 
Colleagues  to  explain  how  it  was  they 
were  trying  to  deprive  Members  of  the 
privileges  they  had  themselves  exercised 
80  often,  and  with  such  perseverance,  in 
reference  to  the  Eoyal  Titles  Act  and 
other  measures.  At  the  close  of  last 
Session,  when  Members  of  the  Opposi- 
tion had  been  allowed,  or  persuaded,  to 
leave  the  House,  under  the  impression 
that  the  Sunday  Closing  Bill  for  Corn- 
wall would  not  come  on,  a  contrary  ar- 
rangement was  come  to.  If  such  a  sur- 
prise as  that  could  not  be  resisted,  great 
evils  would  ensue,  and  important  mea- 
Bores  would  be  pushed  forward  at  late 
hours,  when  hon.  Members  ought  to  be 
in  bed.  There  was  once  a  salutary  Bule 
that  Supply  should  not  go  on  after  mid- 
night, and  it  would  be  well  if  it  could 


be  revived.  The  ddture  having  been 
adopted,  the  Opposition  must  do  what 
they  could  to  preserve  the  remaining 
rights  of  Members  ;  and  he  maintained 
that  the  Amendment  would  afford  con- 
siderable security  to  the  independent 
Members  of  the  House. 

Mr.  salt  said,  he  proposed  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  and  wished  to 
explain  that  he  had  moved  it  under  a 
misapprehension  as  to  its  effect,  which 
he  was  informed  was  in  accordance  with 
the  established  practice  of  the  House, 
that  the  Mover  and  the  Seconder  of  Ad- 
journment could  not  repeat  the  Motion. 

Mr.  NE WDEGATE  said,  he  was  glad 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Salt) 
had  consented  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment ;  but  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  trusted 
that  they  would  not  loose  the  whole 
substance  of  the  Amendment.  It  seemed 
to  him,  however,  that  the  words  ought 
to  run  thus — that  **  no  Member  should 
be  entitled  to  move  or  second  any  similar 
Motion  more  than  once  in  the  same  de- 
bate." He  thought  there  was  a  marked 
distinction  between  the  proceedings  on 
the  second  readings  of  Bills  and  in  Com- 
mittee; and  why  was  it  that  that  dis- 
tinction was  acknowledged,  in  the  prac- 
tice of  the  House,  by  Members  being 
allowed  to  speak  only  once  on  the 
second  and  third  readings  of  Bills, 
whilst  they  were  allowed  to  speak  an 
unlimited  number  of  times  in  Com- 
mittee ?  The  reason  was  this — that  the 
debate  on  the  second  and  third  readings 
was  supposed  to  be  limited  to  the  prin- 
ciple or  principles  of  the  Bill — for  he 
had  known  some  Bills  to  contain  more 
than  one  principle.  Therefore,  hon. 
Members  were  only  allowed  to  speak 
once  upon  that  stage ;  but  when  the 
House  went  into  Committee  on  a  Bill, 
they  had  to  deal  with  a  succession  of 
important  details,  even  if  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  was  single,  and  these  details 
touched  upon  a  great  variety  of  subjects. 
It  was  this  variety  of  subjects  which  justi- 
fied the  practice  of  allowing  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  speak  frequently  in  Committee. 
Now,  he  held  that  the  reason  for  that 
practice  ought  to  be  remembered  in  the 
restriction  contemplated,  according  to 
the  intention  of  this  Hesolution,  which 
would  restrict  the  action  of  Members  in 
Committee.  It  would  be  most  incon- 
venient and  most  unjust  to  enact  that, 
because  a  Member  had  spoken  upon  a 
question    of   adjournment,    upon    one 
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clause  containing  totally  different  matter 
from  that  contained  in  the  succeeding 
clauses  of  the  measure,  he  should,  there- 
fore, be  precluded  from  speaking  on  the 
treatment  of  subsequent  clauses  referring 
to  subjects  of  a  totally  different  cha- 
racter. It  would  also  be  most  unjust 
to  deprive  a  Member  of  his  function  of 
moving  the  adjournment  because  he  had 
previously  supported  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate  on  a  totally  different  sub- 
ject. That  would  be  unjust  on  the  same 
ground  that  it  would  be  so  if  they  de- 
prived him  of  the  opportunity  of  speak- 
ing. It  would  be  grossly  unfair  if,  be- 
cause the  same  Member  had  spoken  upon 
a  Ist  clause  on  the  proposal  to  adjourn 
the  debate,  he  was  to  be  held  precluded 
from  speaking  on  a  proposal  to  adjourn 
the  debate,  or  to  report  Progress  upon  a 
2nd  clause.  He  would,  therefore,  simply 
suggest  the  striking  out  of  the  words 
''having  spoken  to  any  such  Motion," 
in  the  4th  fine,  and  the  words  *'  during 
the  same  sitting  of  the  Committee,"  at 
the  conclusiou  of  the  Hesolution.  He 
believed  the  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  had 
placed  a  somewhat  analogous  Notice  of 
Amendment  on  the  Paper;  and,  that 
being  so,  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  would 
not  make  any  Motion  himself,  but  wait 
until  the  hon.  Member  had  had  an  op- 
portunity of  addressing  the  House  on 
the  subject. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  to 
leave  out  **  spoken  to,"  and  insert 
**  moved  or  seconded." — {Sir  ff.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  his 
duty  to  look  to  the  Besolutions  as  a 
whole  ;  and,  doing  so,  he  should  be  dis- 
posed to  accede  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff),  as  the  Resolution  gave 
other  powers  which  would  be  available. 
He  was  also  distinctly  of  opinion  that 
another  Amendment  might  properly  be 
conceded,  not  by  introducing  new  words, 
but  by  striking  out  the  closing  words  of 
the  Eesolution,  **  or  during  the  same  sit- 
ting of  the  Committee." 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  interied 
accordingly. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  6,  omit 
*'  or  during  the  same  sitting  of  the  Com- 
mittee."—(J/r.  Gliddone.) 

Mr.  NewdeqaU 


Amendment  agre$d  to. 

Ma.  GIBSON  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  insert  in  line  5,  after  **  similar 
Motion,"  the  words  "  if  it  has  been 
negatived."  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  he  did  so,  on  the  gpround 
that  any  Motion  that  had  been  merely 
put  and  withdrawn  ought  not  to  fall 
within  the  Hule. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  he  would  point 
out  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man that,  as  line  5  had  already  been 
passed,  his  Motion  was  too  late. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  that,  in  that  case, 
he  would  move  the  Amendment  in  the 
form  of  a  Proviso. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  Rule  of  Debate 
is  this — that  a  Member  who  proposes 
a  Question  to  the  House  is  considered 
to  have  spoken ;  and  I  apprehend  that 
in  the  case  quoted  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)— 
that  of  a  Member  having  so  risen  to 
address  the  House,  and  being  afterwards 
allowed  to  withdraw  his  Motion — he  will 
still  be  held  to  have  spoken,  because  he 
has  risen  in  his  place  to  address  the 
House ;  and  I  should  be  bound  to  hold 
that,  although  he  was  willing  to  with- 
draw his  Motion,  still,  having  risen  to 
address  the  House,  he  should,  according 
to  the  Rules  of  Debate,  be  considered  to 
have  spoken. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  rose  to 
move  to  add  the  following  Proviso,  of 
which  he  had  given  the  Prime  Minister 
Notice,  although  it  was  not  in  the 
Paper : — *  *  Provided  always,  that  this  Re- 
solution shall  not  apply  to  Debates  which 
begin  after  half-past  Twelve  o'clock." 
The  Amendment  would  in  no  way  in- 
terfere with  the  Resolution  as  applicable 
to  Government  Business,  inasmuch  as 
all  important  Government  Business  be- 
gan before  half-past  12;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  Proviso  would  meet  the 
case  of  a  Member  who  had,  by  a  lucky 
accident,  escaped  the  operation  of  the 
Half -past  Twelve  Rule,  and  had  brought 
on  late,  and  in  a  thin  House,  some  Bill  or 
Resolution  which  he  was  anxious  to  pass, 
and  for  which  he  might  obtain  the  sup- 

?ort  of  a  small  majority  of  the  House, 
n  that  case,  the  only  protection  against 
Business  being  carried  on  to  too  late  aa 
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hour  was  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  House.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words 
"  Provided  always,  That  this  Resolution  shall 
not  apply  to  Debates  which  begin  after  half -past 
Twelve  of  the  clock."— (if r.  A,  J,  Balfour.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  hoped 
that  some  hon.  Member  would  have  risen 
to  discuss  the  question  on  behalf  of  the 
independent  Members,  as  the  Govern- 
ment had  really  very  little  concern  in  the 
matter,  since,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had  pointed 
out,  the  Government  Business  that  began 
after  half-past  12  was  unimportant. 
It  was  important,  however,  in  i^e 
interests  of  private  Members,  to  keep 
alive  such  chances  as  they  at  present 
possessed  of  carrying  on  Business  after 
half-past  12  ;  and  he  thought  the 
Hesolution,  as  it  stood,  would  operate 
rather  in  favour  of  private  Members. 
If  the  House  thought  the  Proviso  a 
desirable  one,  the  Government  would 
be  sorry  to  bar  its  consideration ;  but 
there  was  some  inconvenience  and  com- 
plexity in  having  a  different  set  of  Bules 
after  half-past  12  from  those  in  operation 
before  that  hour,  and  he  doubted  very 
much  the  expediency  of  bringing  in  a 
distinction  of  that  kind. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
he  felt  bound  to  oppose  the  Proviso, 
which  he  thought  would  be  injurious  to 
private  Members  rather  than  other- 
wise. It  would  only  apply  to  cases  in 
which  Bills  were  not  blocked. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  he  hoped  earnestly 
that  such  an  encouragement  to  Obstruc- 
tion as  that  which  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  would  afford  would  not  be 
countenanced  by  the  House.  It  was 
now  almost  impossible  for  private  Mem- 
bers to  get  any  legislation  through  the 
House ;  and  that  Proviso  would  throw 
additional  impediments  in  their  way.  It 
would  be  better  to  reserve  all  discussion 
as  to  the  Half-past  Twelve  Rule  until  they 
came  to  the  Resolution  specially  dealing 
with  that  matter.  He  sincerely  trustea 
that  the  House  would  not  assent  to  the 
Amendment. 

I    Mb.  STUART-WORTLEY  said,    he 
cordially  supported  the  Amendment.  He 


could  not  see  that  the  Amendment 
created  any  obstacles  to  the  proposals 
of  private  Members  that  did  not  exist 
before.  He  thought  that  the  alleged 
complexity  of  keeping  two  sets  of  Rules 
for  two  different  periods  of  the  Sitting 
was  fully  justified  by  the  changed  cir- 
cumstances under  trhich  the  House 
did  Business  when  a  certain  hour  was 
passed.  Before  half-past  12  Members 
were  willing  to  give  adequate  and  in- 
telligent discussion  to  legislative  pro- 
posals. After  that  hour,  every  moment 
that  passed  diminished  both  that  will  and 
that  power.  There  were  upon  the  Statute 
Book  monuments  of  the  incapacity  of 
the  House  to  transact  Business  after 
that  hour.  The  reason  for  passing  Bills 
should  be  the  public  interest  secured  by 
the  fact  that  the  measures  had  been  ade- 
quately discussed  by  persons  who  under- 
stood them.  That  was  never  the  reason 
with  a  majority  in  the  small  hours — at 
that  time  the  reason  was  either  the  un- 
expectedly excited  hopes  of  a  private 
Member,  or  else  the  desire  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  swell  the  Statute  Book  with 
quantity  rather  than  quality.  The  public 
interest  ought  not  to  suffer  for  the  mere 
satisfaction  of  those  anxieties. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  would  not 
deny  that  some  faulty  legislation  crept 
into  the  Statute  Book  after  half-past  12 
at  night,  as  well  as  before  that  hour  ;  but 
he  would  also  assert  that  there  were 
many  valuable  provisions  in  measures 
that  were  passed  after  half-past  12.  The 
proper  time,  however,  as  he  would  point 
out,  for  considering  all  matters  relating 
to  the  effect  and  operation  of  the  Hal^ 
past  Twelve  Rule  would  present  itself  in 
connection  with  a  subsequent  Resolution. 
At  present  the  proposed  Proviso  was  out 
of  place,  and  it  would  be  undesirable  to 
import  it  into  the  Rule  now  under  dis- 
cussion. 

Earl  PERCY  said,  that,  unless  some 
such  Amendment  as  that  were  adoped, 
they  would  force  private  Members  to 
block  Bills  far  more  than  they  did  now. 
The  Government  of  the  day  often  ob- 
jected to  some  particular  and,  perhaps, 
most  important  provision  in  a  private 
Member's  Bill;  and  then  the  Member 
in  charge  of  it,  in  order  to  conciliate  the 
Government,  gave  way,  and  thus  changed 
the  whole  nature  of  the  measure.  In 
those  circumstances,  it  was  only  by 
moving  adjournments  that  a  small  num- 
ber of  Members  in  the  House,  late  at 
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night,  could  prevent  a  Bill  being  hurried 
through,  without  due  consideration,  in 
an  entirely  different  shape  from  that  in 
which  it  was  at  first  put  down  on  the 
X^aner 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  must 
protest,  in  the  interest  of  private  Mem- 
bers, against  the.  House  encouraging 
Obstruction  to  the  passing  of  private 
Members'  Bills,  and  trusted  that  the 
Prime  Minister  would  not  accept  the 
Amendment.  If  it  was  for  the  interest 
of  the  nation  that  the  Government  should 
be  free  from  Obstruction  in  its  efforts  at 
legislation,  so  also  was  it  that  the  mea- 
sures proposed  by  Members  should  be 
fairly  discussed. 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON,  in  sup- 
porting  the  Amendment,  said,  he  did  so 
because  he  had  always  been  of  opinion 
that  the  debates  of  the  House  were  a 
great  deal  too  protracted.  On  that 
ground  he  should  support  the  Amend- 
ment, as  the  Resolution  without  it  would 
act  most  prejudicially  in  relaxing  the 
Half -past  Twelve  Rule. 

Mr.  R aires  rose,  and  said, he  wished 
to  be  allowed  to  make  a  personal  expla- 
nation, in  reference  to  certain  observa- 
tions made  in  the  course  of  that  after- 
noon's debate.  He  was  sorry  that  he 
was  not  in  his  place  at  the  time  to  hear 
them.  It  appeared  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Kent  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke),  a  few  days  ago, 
made  some  observations  in  dealing  with 
the  Resolution  then  before  the  House 
cognate  to  the  present  question,  and  in 
the  course  of  those  observations  em- 
ployed words  which  he  (Mr.  Raikes) 
thought  were  calculated  to  produce  an 
exceedingly  false  impression.  Those 
words  had  express  relation  to  himself, 
and  he  understood  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  adverted  to  them  that  after- 
noon. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  did  so  in 
answer  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
ChurchiU). 

Mr.  raikes  said,  he  would  state  to 
the  House  his  own  recollection  of  the 
circumstances  referred  to;  and  he  be- 
lieved his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Kent,  being  himself  exceedingly 
anxious  of  explaining  away  the  false 
impression  his  words  produced,  would, 
if  present,  fully  corroborate  what  he  was 
about  to  say.  The  statement  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  was  one  in  which  he 

£arl  Fercy 


said  his  official  duties  during  the  last 
Parliament  led  to  his  being  constantly 
at  the  elbow  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees of  Ways  and  Means,  and  urging 
him  to  get  through  the  work  as  far  as 
possible  with  regard  to  the  views  of  the 
late  Prime  Minister.  Well,  what  might 
be  his  light  hon.  Friend's  recollection 
of  the  circumstances  of  course  he  could 
not  divine  ;  but  he  could  only  say  that, 
so  far  as  his  recollection  went,  his  right 
hon.  Friend  was,  no  doubt,  constantly  at 
his  elbow,  for  the  reason  that  he  occu- 
pied a  place  in  close  proximity  to  the 
Chair,  and  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
being  obliged  constantly  to  pass  in  and 
out  of  the  House.  But  if  his  right 
hon.  Friend  ever  made  any  suggestion 
to  him  (Mr.  Raikes)  that  he  ought  to 
depart  from  his  duty  in  conducting  the 
Business  of  the  House,  with  a  view  of 
consulting  the  convenience  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  or  of  anybody  else,  he  could 
only  say  that  he  most  decidedly  had  no 
recollection  whatever  of  such  a  sugges- 
tion. If  it  were  made,  it  certainly  never 
received  the  slightest  attention  from 
him.  In  illustration  of  that,  he  might 
mention  that  he  did  not  recollect  anj 
occasion,  except  one,  on  which  there  was 
any  act  of  Ministerial  interference  with 
him  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty.  On 
one  occasion,  shortly  after  he  was  ap- 
pointed to  the  Chair,  he  called  on  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  South- West  Lan- 
cashire, then  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  as  **  Mr.  Cross." 
Very  shortly  afterwards  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister wrote  those  words  on  a  piece  of 
paper,  and  handed  it  to  him.  The 
words  were  as  follows  : — "  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  should  be  styled  by  the 
Chairman  *  Mr.  Secretary  Cross.* "  That, 
he  believed,  was  the  only  occasion  when 
any  attempt  was  made  to  interfere  with 
his  action.  Now  came  the  sequel  to  it. 
The  next  time  he  had  an  opportunity  of 
meeting  Mr.  Disraeli  in  the  Lobby  he 
(Mr.  Raikes)  said  to  him — "Sir,  I  am 
obliged  to  you  for  the  hint  you  gave 
me  yesterday  as  to  the  performance 
of  my  duties  ;  but  in  this,  as  in  all 
matters,  I  think  it  right  to  follow  the 
example  and  practice  of  Mr.  Speaker." 
He  felt  confident  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Kent  would, 
on  reflection,  if  he  were  present,  concur 
in  every  word  he  had  now  said,  for  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  like  himself,  had  no 
wish  but  to  maintain  the  character  of 
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the  Ohair  in  that  House  with  perfect 
honour  and  independence. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  62 ;  Noes 
145  :  Majority  83.  —  (Div.  List,  No. 
370.) 

And  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
before  Six  of  the  clock,  Further  Pro- 
ceeding on  Main  Question,  as  amended, 
stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

Homo  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Thursday,  1 6th  November,  1882. 


Their  Lordships  met  this  day  at  Eleven 
of  the  clock  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial 
Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  I6th  November,  1882. 


MIN  CITES.]— New  Writs  Issued— Jbr  Uni- 
Tersity  of  Cambridge,  v.  Right  Hon  Spencer 
Horatio  Walpole,  Manor  of  Northstead ;  for 
Preston,  v.  Right  Hon.  Henry  Cecil  Raikes, 
Chiltem  Hundreds. 

QUESTIONS, 

THE    MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)— 
CORONERS,  COUNTY  GALWAY. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that,  although  the 
grand  juries  are  hound  hy  44  and  45 
Vict.  c.  35,  sub -section  3,  to  pay  the 
salaries  of  coroners  half-yeany,  the 
Treasurer  of  County  Gal  way  has  re- 
fused to  pay  Mr.  Coroner  Lynch  accord- 
ingly ;  and,  if  he  will  give  iDstructions 
to  put  a  stop  to  the  practice  by  which 


salaries  of  coroners  presented  for  at  one 
assize  have  payment  deferred  until  the 
next? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  There  are  four 
Coroners  in  the  County  Qalway.  They 
are  all  paid  at  the  same  time — namely, 
at  the  Assizes  following  that  at  which 
the  presentment  is  made  for  their  sa- 
laries. There  are  no  funds  in  the 
County  Treasurer's  hands  to  pay  pre- 
sentments made  at  the  last  Assizes  until 
the  cess  has  been  collected  and  lodged 
to  the  credit  of  the  county. 

EGYPT— EMPLOYMENT    OF    HER 
MAJESTY'S   FORCES. 

Sib  henry  TYLER  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  War,  To  be  so  good 
as  to  inform  the  House  what  are  the 
numbers  and  proportions  of  sick  in  the 
different  branches  of  the  Army  of  Occu- 
pation in  Egypt  according  to  the  latest 
returns ;  and,  whether  any  steps  are  in 
contemplation  with  a  view  to  the  better 
accommodation  of  the  troops  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  I  have  to 
say  that  the  present  percentages  of  sick 
in  the  Army  of  Egvpt  are — K)r  the  In- 
fantry, 7 ;  for  the  Artillery,  1 1 ;  and  for 
the  Cavalry,  15  per  cent.  The  percent- 
ages are  rapidly  decreasing,  as  the  sickly 
season  has  come  to  an  end.  General 
Sir  Andrew  Clarke,  the  Inspector  Gene- 
ral of  Fortifications  and  Director  of 
Works,  went  to  Egjrpt  a  week  ago  to  in- 
quire whether  any  improvements  in  the 
barrack  and  hospital  arrangements  are 
desirable.  In  the  meanwhile,  no  expen- 
diture on  these  services  has  been  spared 
to  put  the  buildings  in  a  fit  state. 

ARMY— THE  ARMY  VETERINARY 
DEPARTMENT. 

Colonel  O'BEIRNE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  If  he  can  now 
state,  in  conformity  with  a  promise  made 
on  the  16th  of  March  last,  what  deci- 
sion has  been  arrived  at  with  regard  to 
the  re-adjustment  of  relative  rank  and 
retiring  pay  of  the  Officers  of  the  Army 
Veterinary  Department? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  I  have  to  say 
that  this  question,  as  well  as  others 
affecting  the  Estimates  of  next  year, 
have  been  before  me ;  but  I  do  not  think 
it  expedient  to  anticipate  what  will  be 
seen  in  those  Estimates, 
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THE  CONSTABULARY  (IRELAND)  — 
"FREE  FORCE"  OF  ROYAL  IRISH 
CONSTABULARY,  TIPPERARY. 

Mr.  MOORE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  by  Order  in  Council  of  27th 
July  1882,  the  Free  Force  of  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary,  stationed  in  the 
county  Tipperary,  South  Riding,  was 
reduced  by  one  hundred  men,  the  same 
number  being  forthwith  added  to  the 
Auxiliary  or  Extra  Police  Force,  thus, 
by  a  stroke  of  the  pen,  throwing  an  in- 
creased burthen  of  taxation  on  the  dis- 
trict of  some  £4,000  a  year ;  what  was 
the  reason  of  this  sudden  change ;  and, 
whether  the  magistrates  or  ratepayers 
of  the  district  were  consulted  as  to  its 
propriety  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  Free  Force 
in  the  South  Riding  in  the  County  Tip- 
perary was  reduced  by  100  men  by 
Order  in  Council  of  the  27th  of  July 
last,  and  by  Warrant,  dated  August  4, 
100  men  were  appointed  as  extra  force 
under  the  Act  6  fFtU.  IV.  c.  13,  s.  13, 
thereby  increasing  the  local  taxation  of 
the  county  by  a  yearly  sum  not  exceed- 
ing £3,446  5«.  When  I  say  ^'not  ex- 
ceeding," I  am  not  to  be  understood  as 
considering  the  sum  a  small  one.  The 
reason  for  the  change  was,  that  before 
the  re-distribution  of  the  Free  Force, 
made  on  July  27,  the  South  Riding  of 
Tipperary  had  176  men  of  the  Free 
Force  more  than  its  proper  proportion, 
comparing  its  area  and  population  with 
other  counties  and  ridings  in  Ireland. 
The  change  cannot  be  said  to  have  been 
sudden,  as  a  re- distribution  of  the  Free 
Force  is  only  possible  and  legal  every 
fifth  year.  This  quinquennial  re-distri- 
bution is  not  a  matter  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  magistrates  and  ratepayers. 
It  is  a  question  of  justice  between  one 
county  and  another,  and  the  loss  which 
Tipperary  has  suffered  is  compensated 
by  the  gain  of  other  counties  which  had 
not  their  proper  proportion  before. 

THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS)— BICYCLES 
IN  RICHMOND  PARK. 

Sir  TREVOR  LAWRENCE  asked 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther, having  allowed  hack  cabs  to  pass 
through  Richmond  Park,  he  will  extend 
a  like  privilege  to  bicycles  and  tri- 
cyoles  7 


Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVBE :  The  use  of 
bicycles  and  tricycles  is  forbidden  by 
the  Regulations  laid  down  under  the 
Parks  Regulation  Act  in  the  Royal 
Parks.  As  it  is  very  generally  believed 
that  they  are  a  source  of  danger  to 
riders  and  drivers,  I  have  not  thought 
it  well  to  propose  any  change  in  the 
existing  Regulations. 

ARMY  MEDICAL  OFFICERS. 

Sir  TREVOR  LAWRENCE  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Why 
the  name  of  Surgeon  General  Hanbury, 
commanding  the  Medical  Branch  of  the 
Egyptian  Expedition,  was  omitted  from 
the  Parliamentary  Vote  of  Thanks  to 
the  General  Officers  and  others  of  the 
Expedition ;  whether  Surgeon  General 
Hanbury  does  not  hold  the  relative 
rank  of  Major  General,  and  is  of  the 
same  rank  as  the  other  Major  Generals 
whose  distinguished  services  were  spe- 
cially acknowledged  in  the  despatches 
of  the  General,  the  Commander  in  Chief 
of  the  Expedition ;  and,  why  the  names  of 
j  Deputy  Surgeon  General  Colvin  Smith, 
and  the  Medical  Officers  of  the  In- 
dian Contingent,  were  omitted  from 
the  despatches  recommending  the  pro- 
motion of  Medical  Officers,  in  the  last 
despatch  of  the  General  Commanding  in 
Chief? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  In  reply  to  the 
first  Question  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  I 
have  to  say,  speaking  for  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  and  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  who,  with  myself,  were 
responsible  for  the  language  of  the 
Vote  of  Thanks,  that  we  followed  the 
precedents,  according  to  which  it  is  not 
usual  to  name  Departmental  officers, 
and  I  see  no  reason  for  enlarging  the 
already  long  lists  of  names  embodied  on 
these  occasions.  In  reply  to  the  second 
Question,  it  is  true  that  Surgeon  Gene- 
ral Hanbury  does  hold  the  relative  rank 
of  Major  General ;  as  to  the  third  Ques- 
tion, it  is  not  for  me  to  ask  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief of  an  Army  why  he 
either  excludes  or  includes  in  his  de- 
spatches the  names  of  particular  officers; 
but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  Sir  Gtumet 
Wolseley  wrote  a  supplementary  de- 
spatch, which  will  appear  in  to-morrow's 
(razettej  and  in  which  I  observe  the 
name  of  Deputy  Surgeon  General  Colvin 
Smith. 
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METROPOLITAN  IMPROVEMENTS- 
HYDE  PARK  CORNER. 

Mr.  Alderman  W.  LAWRENCE 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether,  as  it  has  been  found  imprac- 
ticable fo  remove  the  Arch  at  the  top  of 
Constitution  Hill  bodily,  as  originally 
intended,  and  as  it  is  now  decided  to 
take  down  the  Wellington  Statue,  and 
pull  down  the  Arch,  and  reconstruct 
the  same  on  a  new  site,  he  can  state 
the  cost  of  such  removal  and  reconstruc- 
tion ;  and,  whether  he  will  not  consider 
the  advisability  (by  a  slight  modification 
of  the  original  plan)  of  allowing  the 
Arch  to  remain  in  its  present  position, 
and  place  some  handsome  gates  at  the 
entrance  to  Constitution  Hill,  and  there- 
by save  an  outlay  of  nearly  £20,000  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  My  hon. 
Friend,  in  the  second  part  of  his  Ques- 
tion, has  greatly  over-estimated  the  cost 
of  the  operation  of  pulling  down  and  re- 
constructing the  Wellington  Arch.  The 
contract  price  for  the  whole  improve- 
ments, including  the  levelling  of  the 
ground  and  making  the  new  roads,  is 
under  the  estimate  I  stated  to  the  House 
in  May  last.  It  is  £24,000,  of  which 
between  £10,000  and  £12,000  is  the 
cost  of  pulling  down  and  rebuilding  the 
Arch.  I  stated  in  the  discussion  on  the 
Vote  of  £3,000  that  the  removal  of  the 
Arch  from  its  present  position  to  the 
new  place  indicated  in  the  model  is  an 
essential  part  of  the  scheme,  and  that 
I  could  not  be  responsible  for  the  im- 

?rovement  unless  this  were  agreed  to. 
cannot,  therefore,  now  make  any 
change. 

Mr.  Alderman  W.  LAWRENCE 
asked  if  the  Estimate  included  the 
expense  of  a  new  pedestal  for  the 
statue  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  replied,  that 
it  did  not,  because  it  was  possible  that 
the  old  pedestal  would  do  for  the  statue 
in  its  new  position. 

EXPLOSIVES  ACT,  1876  —  EXPLOSION 
OF  DYNAMITE  AT  BURY  PORT, 
CARMARTHENSHIRE. 

Sir*  JOHN  JENKINS  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  he  is  aware  of  the  fact  that 
about  300  tons  of  dynamite  is  stored  in 
one  room  at  Bury  Port,  Carmarthen- 
shire, within  a  comparatively  short  dis- 
tance of  the  shipping  in  the  Port  and  of 
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large  works  where  hundreds  of  workmen 
are  employed ;  whether  an  explosion  of 
waste  dynamite  took  place  there  on 
Saturday  last ;  and,  if  he  will  cause  in- 
quiries to  be  made  as  to  the  above 
facts  and  as  to  the  precautions  (if  any) 
taken  to  prevent  serious  accidents? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  inquiries  had  been  made, 
and  he  had  received  a  Report,  which 
was  too  long  to  read  to  the  House ;  but 
he  would  be  happy  to  show  it  to  his 
hon.  Friend. 


THE    MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)  —  MR. 
MANSFIELD,   R.M. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  Mansfield,  lately 
R.M.  in  the  county  Galway,  has  been 
ordered  to  give  up  his  official  papers  to 
another  resident  magistrate,  and  been 
relieved  from  his  duties  within  the  past 
week ;  whether  this  is  in  consequence 
of  his  having  arrested  Matthew  Harris, 
lately  imprisoned  as  a  suspect  and  or- 
ganiser of  the  Land  League,  for  sedi- 
tious speaking  at  a  public  meeting ;  and, 
whether  Mr.  Mansfield's  action  is  to 
be  rewarded  by  temporary  or  permanent 
suspension  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  The  want  of 
discretion  exhibited  by  Captain  Mans- 
field on  the  occasion  of  the  arrest  of 
Mr.  Matthew  Harris  was,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Irish  Government,  such  as  to 
call  for  disapproval.  Captain  Mansfield 
has  therefore  been  relieved  of  his  duties 
in  the  Pprtumna  district,  and  will  shortly 
be  appointed  to  another  district. 

NAVY— THE  ROYAL  MARINES. 
Mr.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether,  considering 
the  qualities  shown  by  officers  command- 
ing the  Royal  Marines  on  land  service, 
he  will  consider  of  securing  to  this  arm 
of  the  Services  a  share  hitherto  denied 
of  the  higher  commands  and  appoint- 
ments; whether,  out  of  the  number  of 
their  officers  who  have  passed  through 
the  Staff  College  with  credit  and  honour, 
any  have  ever  been  employed  on  the 
Staff,  or  during  many  years  been  placed 
on  any  Committee  for  the  considera- 
tion of  Naval  or  Military  matters  ;  and, 
with  whom  does  the  power  rest  to 
set  this  right,  whether  with  the  Ad- 
miralty, the  War  Office,  or  the  Horse 
Guards  ? 


1535  Arrear»  ef  Rent  (COMMONS)  {Ir^nd)  Jet.  1588 

Mk.  OHILDEBS:  My  hon.  Friend  OfSce  in  Clonmel  saitable  to  the  require- 
(Mr.  Campbell- Bannerm an)  hae   asked    menta  of  the  town  and  district  ? 

me  to  answer  this  Question.  No  one  has  Mb.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  the 
a  higher  opinion  of  the  Eoyal  Marines  question  of  providing  a  new  eite  for  the 
than  mysefi',  and  that  opinion  is  derived,  Post  Office  at  Clonmel  was  now  under 
not  only  from  what  has  come  before  me  consideration.  He  hoped  it  wonld  be 
at  the  War  Office,  but  from  my  former  decided  in  a  few  days, 
experience  as  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 

rafty.     Last  year  I  authorized  the  em-    ARREARS  OF  RENT  (IRELAND)  ACT- 
ployment  of  Manne  officers  on  the  per-        f,^^^  ^^  ANTHONY  GALEAOHER. 
Bonal  Staff  of  general  officers,  who  are  nr>A"i-ni.T      i    ji    r     ^i 

responsible  for  these  selections ;  but  the  Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
difficulty  of  employing  Marine  officers  tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
on  the  general  Staff  of  the  Army  or  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  General 
miUtary  officers,  which  would  be  the  Tisdal,  mvestigator  under  the  Arrears 
necessary  corollary,  on  the  Marine  Staff  Act,  heard  a  case  at  Tubbercnrry,  counly 
arises  out  of  the  circumstance  that  the  Shgo,  on  Friday  last,  in  which  a  tenant 
War  Department  keeps  no  records,  and  "anied  Anthony  Gale agher,  claiming  the 
the  Commander-in-Chief  has,  therefore,  benefit  of  the  Act,  and  holding  a  ten- 
no  knowledge  of  the  services  and  quali-  ""^y  ^^^  'ents  of  which  were  payable 
fications  of  Marine  officers,  and  similarly  °^^U  March  and  September,  produced 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  keep  no  records  receipts  dated  23rd  May  1881  and  aoth 
and  have  no  knowledge  of  the  services  February  1882,  each  for  a  half  year's 
and  qualiBcations  of  officers  of  the  Army,  "nt  and  claimed  that  these  payments 
The  question,  however,  is  one  which  I  should  be  held  to  be  in  satisfaction  for 
will  consider  with  His  Royal  Highness  ^^^  "nt  of  1881,  but  the  investigator, 
and  the  Admiralty.  Perhaps,  as  to  the  "P""^  ^^^  statement  of  the  agent,  that 
last  Question,  I  ought  to  say  that  there  the  March  rent  was  not  called  in  nnta 
is  now  no  separate  Department  of  the  September,  end  therefore  that  rent  pwd 
Horse  Guards,  and  that  I  presume  niy  before  September  1 88 1  could  not  satisfy 
hon.  Friend  means  the  Military  Depart-  *be  March  gale,  decided  that  there  wu 
ment  of  the  War  Office.  "^9°^^  tbe  estate  what  he  termed  "  8  five 

Me.  G0R8T  asked  if  the  communi-  months'  hanging  gale;"  whether  this 
cations  on  the  subject  of  the  Marines  decision  is  contrary  to  the  instructions 
■which  were  going  on  between  the  War  i^ued  by  the  Land  Commission  to  die 
Office  and  the  Admiralty  were  extending  investigators,  and  whether  a  gale  "hang- 
to  the  consideration  of  whether  the  'ng"  ^°'  »  term  less  than  a  half  year 
Marine  Force  might  bo  bronght  entirely  "''s  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act; 
under  the  War  Office?  o.^-  >f  «»'  whether  it  is  open  to  an  inves- 

Mr.  CHILDEES  replied,  that  ho  had  t'gator  to  declare  that  a  "  hanging  gale' 
not  said  that  communications  were  going  eiists  in  every  case  in  which  the  rent  » 
on.  What  he  said  was,  that  he  would  not  called  m  upon  the  precise  day  on 
consult  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  to-  which  it  accrues  due ;  whether  General 
getherwith  the  Commander-in-Chief,  on  I'isdal,  in  the  case  ia  question,  heard 
this  particular  point.  He  had  never  ^^e  tenant's  evidence  upon  oath,  but 
heard  before  of  the  suggestion  of  putting  *^°^  the  evidence  of  the  agent  without 
the  Marines  under  the  War  Office,  and  swearing  him,  and  did  not  cause  the 
he  should  not  be  very  well  disposed  to  *»»**»  »»  be  admiuistered  to  him  until  a 
entertain  it.  If  the  hon.  and  learned  clergyman  informed  him  that  public 
Gentleman  thought  it  was  a  question  op""on  would  be  brought  to  bear  upon 
worthy  of  consideration,  he  should  be  bis  conduct ;  who  recommended  General 
happy  to  listen  to  any  argument  that  Tisdal  for  the  office  of  investigator,  and 
might  be  privately  addressed  to  him.  "bat  his  qualifications  are;  and,  whe- 

ther notice  will  be  taken  of  his  ruling 

POST  Or«CE  ,n>ELAKD,-CLON«L  t'l^.loXSI^tA^'Z. 

POST  OFFICE.  partially  to  witnesses  before  him  ? 

Mr.  MOOEB    asked  the  Postmaster  Mr.   TKEVELYAN  :    This   Question 

General,  What  8t«ps,  if  any,  have  been  has  been  referred  by  the  Land  Commis- 

taken  to  secure  a  site  for  a  new  Post  sionera  to  General  Tisdal  for  report  with 
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regard  to  the  decision  referred  to ;  but  Union,  in  the  month  of    March  last » 

his  reply  has  not  yet  reached  me.     The  whether  the  returning  officer    of   the 

Land   Commissioners   inform   me    that  Sligo  Union  declared  Mr.  Hunter  elected 

they  appointed  General  Tisdal  an  inves-  by    a    majority    of   seven    votes,    and 

tigator  on  their  personal  knowledge  of  whether  the  Local  Government  Board 

his  fitness  for  the  office.     According  to  decided,  upon   the  Beport  of  their  in- 

the  Treasury  Hegulations,  persons  who  specter,  that  Mr.   Hunter  was  in  a  mi- 

bave  been  officers  in  the  Army  or  Navy  nority,  and  there  had  been  a  majority  of 

are  among  those  qualified  to  act  as  in-  five    valid    votes    on  the  side    of  Mr. 

vestigators.  M*Dermott ;    but,      nevertheless,      the 

Local  Government  Board  did  not  de- 

PREVENTION    OF    CRIME    (IRELAND)  clare  Mr.  M'Dermott  to  be  the  elected 

)^CT **  INVESTIGATORS  "  Guardian,  but  declared   that  an  order 

Mb.  sexton  aeied  the  Chief  Secre-  i^', ^hX^a  ^m  VUeTt; 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  ^OLdrA^  the  Board's  letter  of  the  2nd 
cOMidering  his  recent  statement  that  the  j^gtant,  to  the  clerk  and  retorning  officer 
^vestigators  in  Ireland  under  the  Crime  ^f^^^  Sligo  Union,  and  to  declare  Mr. 
Prevention  Act  have  the  same  power  as  jj^^^^^  fi'Dermott  the  elected  Guar- 
justices  in  petty  sessions  to  hear  soli-  dian  for  the  Lalteview  Division  ? 
citors,  as  well  as  counsel,  m  cases  heard  Mb.  TREVELYAN :  Since  the  in- 
before  them  and  considering  that  Mr.  ;  ,gf^„^  ^^  j^  t^^  Question  of  the 
David  Lynch,  hamster.  Investigator  g^^/  Member,  Mr.  Hunter  has  fur- 
under  the  Crime  Prevention  Act,  recently  ^j^^^j  ^^  ^^^  Local  Government  Board 
refused  to  hear  sohcitors  at  Tralee,  and  ^^^  additional  information,  with  which 
persisted  in  his  refusal,  Whether,  m  he  was  not  prepared  at  the  inquiry,  with 
Tiew  of  another  session  of  the  mvesti-  ^^  ^^  ^^  six  votes  which  it  had  been 
gating  court  at  Tralee,  presided  over  by  p,^  ^d  to  deduct  from  the  number  re- 
Mr  David  Lynch,  and  the  difficulty  and  ^^^^  ^^  ^-^  q^  ^^^^  ^y^^  j^^,. 
cost  of  procuring  counsel  in  a  place  so  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^j^^^  the  Local  Govern, 
remote  as  Tralee,  the  Irish  Executive  ^ent  Board  found  that  the  six  votes  in 
will  convey  to  Mr.  Lynch  a  direct  official  estion  were  valid  votes  and  ought  not 
intimation  that  he  has  the  i)ower  to  hear  ^  j^^^^  ^^^^  deducted.  He  conse- 
solicitors  and  that  It  «  desirable  in  the  ^^^^j  ^^^^j^^  ^  majority  of  votes,  and 
public  interest  he  should  allow  the  option,  ^j,^  g/^,^,^  instructfons  for  a  new  elec 
when  application  is  made  to  him  to  do  ^j^^  ^^^^  ^een  withdrawn. 

80?  . 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN:  The  question  of  the  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION- FAIR 

hearing  solicitors  is  one  which  is  left  to  RENTS 

the  discretion  of  the  investigator,  and  ^     qibsON  asked'  the  Chief  Secre- 

no   official    communication    with     Mr.    .        ,     .,      t      ,t-     a         t.  ^ct  ^i a 

T       1,        au        u«    *.                  J.          X  tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

irtZli;   or  ^Tude^rappropd^t?  Wh^«*^«'  the  Irish  Land  Commissioner; 

DO   necessary,  or,   maeea,  appropnaie.  ,          rft^Anflv  marlA  a  rnlft  which  riro- 

I  can  hardly  doubt  that  Mr.  Lynch  is  ^*7®  f®^®"^^  ™»^®  ^*  ^!?^®  ^^}^^  P^^" 

--—^rv^^i.1  i«^«i^«;«,-«,.  «„^*«^K«  4^1,0  vides  that   agreements    for   fixing  fair 

SI    MlmhV/^^^^   Cnnr^f   t«Lw  '«°ts  Shall  be  under  the  hands  of  the 

hon.  Member    m    favour    of    hearing  landlord  and  tenant ;  whether  they  have 

Boiiciiors.  j^^j^  ^^^^^  .^  ^^^  ^^^  ^1  ^j^^  landlords 

beinc:  Corporations,  the  airreement  should 

POOR  LAW  (IIIELAND)-ELECTION  OF  be  under  the  seal  of  the  Companies ;  and, 

A  GUARDIAN,  SLIGO  UNION.  whether,  having  regard  to   the  incon- 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre-  venienoe,  expense,  and  delay  that  may 

tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland,  thus  be  caused  in  the  case  of  Companies 

Whether  he  is  aware  that,  as  the  re-  or  Corporations  resident  in  England,  it 

suit  of  several  months  of  Correspondence  is  likely  that  any  modification  will    be 

with  the  Irish  Local  Government  Board,  introduced  in  the  rule  ? 

Major  Spaight,  one  of  their  Inspectors,  Ma.  TEEVELYAN  :  The  Land  Com- 

held   an  inquiry,   on  the  2nd    of  last  missioners  have  decided   that  in  order 

month,  into  the  validity  of  the  return  of  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  Section 

Mr.  Hunter,  a  Guardian  of  the  Poor  for  8,  Sub-section  6,  of  the  Land  Law  Act, 

the    Lakeview    Division    of  the  Sligo  it  is  necessary  that  agreements  for  fair 

yOL.  CCLXXIV.    [third  sekies.]  3  D 
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rents  entered  into  under  that  sub-BectioD  the  vacant  Btntions  considered  mofteait- 
muBt  be  signed  by  the  landlord  himself,  able  for  them.     Their  transfer  to  other 
In  the  case  of  the  landlords  being  Oor.  stations  was  carried  out  for  the  good  of 
porations,  an  agreement  must  bear  the  the  service, 
seal  of  the  Corporation.     The  Commis- 
sioners do  not  consider  they  have  any  EGYPT— ARMY  EE-OEQASIZATION. 
power  to  dispense  with  this  requirement  „,    BIQOAE    (for    Mr.    O'KcLv) 
The  nM««,itr  for  it  an.«,  not  out  ol  ,,j^  ,|,^  ^^^^^  Secretary  of  Stale  foi 
any  rule  made  by  them,  but  out  of  the  y,,,,      ^j,,     -ly^.n,,  ^„  Majeety's 
terms  oftbe  Statute.  The  Oomm.moner,  i3„er„ment  has  been  or  is  likely  to  be 
donotobjMit,  where   .    would  be  im-  „„„,^    j    j^^  Khedive  in  tL  le- 
pr«it.c.ble  or  highly   mconven.ent   tc  ;,,„„/<,,   n,  Egyptian  Annj; 
obtain  the  ..gnaure  of  the  landlord  to  ^^^     .(          .h.ther    fiir    Majeet/'i 

rb^srd"urd:''.n'°d  toXr...-^  f-r-"'  Ttl"  r""B  'r  £r^ 

.,,',,',,,       .       J^      A     •!.  cumstances    attendinir    Baser    Fash&i 

r.ke^nd°S"i."nroy:ct,°nt  ■'"P"'""  f"™ .  "onrt.n'inopl.    befo,. 

the  sam  .  eou™.  being   follo'wed  by  ,  rndSmtr";, X'"C;Un1.^" 

Oorporafon  .(Bang  ,ts  seal.  g,,  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  baVi 

TTEMPT  ON  MR  *'"*'ly»'*t«'Jin't«Btou8e  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty'a  Govemment  have  been,  and  will 
be,  consulted  by  the  Khedive  ia  the  to- 

Mb.  W.  J. CORBET  aaked  the  Cluel  oreanization  ofthe  EgyptianArmy;  and 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire-  r  have  also  stated  on  a  previous  occasim 
land,  having  regard  to  the  antecedente  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  not 
of  the  man  Patrick  Dalany,  and  the  cir-  concerned  with  any  circumstances  that 
cumstances  under  which  he  has  been  may  have  attended  Baker  Pasha's  de- 
arrested  on  a  charge  of  attempting  to  parture  from  Constantinople ;  but  they 
shoot  Mr.  Justice  Lawson,  Whether  he  are  not  aware  that  it  is  the  intention  ot 
will  direct  a  medical  examination  as  to  the  Khedive  to  make  him  Commaader- 
tbe  mental  condition  of  the  prisoner.  in-Chief 

Ma.  TEEVELYAN:  I  have    no  in- 

tention  of  interfering  in  a  matter  already  L^m,  l^-^  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881- 

fuUy  provided  for  by  law.  DECREES  FOR  RENT. 

Mb.    lewis   asked    Mr.     Solidtoi 

TOE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY-  o.^.^al    for    Ireland.     Whether     Mr. 

HEAD  CONSTABLES.  -patera,  Chairman  of  the  countyLeitrim, 

Mr.  J.  W.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief  did,  at  the  October  Quarter  Sessions  at 

Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire-  Uanorhamilton,    on  the  application  of 

land,  If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  defendants,  stay  execution  on   a  lane 

the  fact  that  the  head  constables  who  number  of  decrees  for  rent  granted  by 

were  in  charge  at  Wicklow,  Arklow,  and  him   at  the  previous    April  and  June 

Baltinglaaa  during  the  agitation  for  the  Sessions,    which   were    already  in    tlis 

reform  of  the  Land  Laws  are  all  Roman  hands  of  the  sberiS',  and  some  of  which 

Catholics ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  they  were  partially  executed  ;  if  he  will  state 

have    been    removed    within    the    last  to   the   House    under  what    statute   a 

twelve  months  toless  important  stations;  County   Court  Judg^  can  stay  decrees 

and,  whether    he    can    state    on    what  granted    by  him  at   previous  sessions, 

grounds  they  were  thus  doalt  with  ?  ftfter  such  decrees  have  passed  into  the 

Mil.  TREVELYAN  :  Within  the  past  hands  of  the  sheriff  for  execution  ;  and, 

12  months  the  bead  constables  who  were  whether,    by   such  action,  Mr,  Waten 

in  charge  of  the  stations  at  Wicklow  and  has  exceeded  the  powers  conferred  upon 

Arklow,  and  who  are  Roman  Catholics,  him  by  statute? 

were  transferred  to  other  stations,  and  The    SOLICITOR    GENERAL   poa 

have  been  replaced  by  head  constables,  IREL.\ND  (Mr.  Poster),  in  reply,  said, 

who  are  likewise  Roman  Catholics.    For  that  Mr.  Waters  had  been  communicated 

some  years  past  there  has  been  no  head  with,  and  had  replied  that  as  the  cases 

above  referred  to  were    transferred  to  referred  to  in  the  Question  were  judicial 
constable  at  Baltinglass.    Both  the  men  1  decisions  made  by  him  as  Connty  Court 
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Judge  in  Leitrim,  he  must  respectfully 
decline  to  explain  or  justify  them. 

8CIENCB  AND  ART— THE  NATIONAL 
GALLERY— INSUFFICIENT  SPACE. 

Mr.  CAINE  asked  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner  of  Works,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  crowded  state  of  the 
National  Gallery  and  to  the  objections 
raised  to  the  exhibition  of  pictures  on 
screens  as  at  present ;  if  he  will  be  pre- 

gared  to  bring  forward  a  plan  next 
ession  for  increased  exhibition  space ; 
and,  whether  such  plan,  before  being 
adopted,  will  be  submitted  for  the  con- 
sideration and  approval  of  the  Director 
and  Trustees  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  An  applica- 
has  been  made  by  the  Trustees  of  the 
National  GtiUery  for  increased  space  for 
the  exhibitions  of  their  pictures,  and  it 
will  be  considered  before  the  preparation 
of  next  year's  Estimates.  I  may  remind 
my  hon.  Friend  that  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  intends  to  introduce  a 
measure  to  enable  the  Trustees  to  lend 
or  dispose  of  some  of  these  superfluous 
pictures,  and  this  might  have  some 
bearing  on  the  requirements  of  space. 

ARMY  (INDIA)— QUARTERMASTERS. 

Colonel  ALEXANDEE  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
he  can  now  state  the  decision  of  the 
Government  of  India  on  the  subject  of 
Pay  and  Allowances  of  Quartermasters 
of  the  British  Army  serving  in  India 
and  holding  the  rank  of  Captain  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
The  Indian  pay  proper  of  Quartermasters 
of  the  British  Army  serving  in  India 
and  holding  the  rank  of  Captain  remains 
unaltered ;  but,  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  Gt)vernment  of  India,  I  have 
sanctioned  the  difference  between  the 
Indian  allowances  of  a  Lieutenant  and 
those  of  a  Captain  being  given  to 
Quartermasters  of  10  years'  service  and 
upwards  who,  under  the  operation  of 
lioyal  Warrant  of  the  25th  of  June, 
1881,  have  the  relative  rank  of  Captain. 
These  additional  allowances  involve  an 
immediate  extra  charge  of  nearly  12,000 
rupees  yearly  on  Indian  revenues.  I 
have  also  sanctioned  the  application  to 
the  Quartermasters  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Koyal  Warrant  laying  down  the 
period  of  commissioned  service  qualify- 
ing for  increased  pay. 


RAILWAYS    (METROPOLIS)— WORK. 
MEN'S  TRAINS. 

Mr.  FIETH  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Tfade,  Whetlier  he  has  further 
considered  the  question  of  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  Metropolitan 
Railways  run  workmen's  trains;  and, 
whether  he  will  take  means  to  ascertain 
whether  the  provisions  and  intention  of 
the  various  Acts  of  Parliament  under 
which  such  trains  are  run  are  now  carried 
into  effect  by  the  Metropolitan  Com- 
panies ? 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
his  hon.  Friend  had  asked  a  Question  on 
that  subject  a  few  days  ago,  and  he  was 
then  obliged  to  confess  that  he  had  no 
information  regarding  it.  But  since 
then  he  had  received  several  letters 
making  complaints  against  the  way  in 
which  that  service  was  conducted ;  and, 
as  the  matter  seemed  to  him  to  be  of  con- 
siderable importance,  he  had  thought  it 
well  that  a  full  inquiry  should  be  insti- 
tuted into  it,  and  he  had  accordingly  or- 
dered an  official  investigation  to  be 
made,  the  result  of  which  he  hoped  to 
lay  on  the  Table,  giving  the  statutory 
obligations  of  all  the  Companies  in  re- 
spect to  that  Question,  and  stating  how 
far  they  were  carried  out,  both  in  the 
letter  and  in  the  spirit. 

INDIA  (TRADE  AND  COMMERCE)— 
IRONWORKS. 

Mr.  CAINE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  If  there  is  any  truth  in 
the  statement  made  by  the  Indian  Cor- 
respondent of  the  '^  Economist"  in  the 
issue  of  November  11th,  that  Mr.  Hope, 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works  in  India, 
has  invited  capitalists  to  come  forward 
to  establish  ironworks  in  the  Punjab 
and  other  districts  of  India,  under  the 
guarantee  that  the  great  Purchasing 
Department  of  Public  Works  will  order 
a  certain  fixed  weight  of  iron  and  steel 
every  year  for  ten  years ;  and,  if  so,  will 
this  order  be  given  irrespective  of  the 
price  at  which  equal  quality  of  iron  and 
steel  can  be  purchased  in  the  open  mar- 
ket from  other  non- producing  countries  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Certain  proposals  of  the  nature  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers  were  made  in 
Eesolutions  of  the  Government  of  India 
of  the  4th  of  August  and  of  the  1st  of 
September  last,  which  were  submitted 
for  my  consideration.     I  have  informed 
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the  Government  of  India  that  an^  en-  MADAGASCAR-NmiBER  OF   BRITISH 

gagement  on   their  part  to   take  fixed  subjects  COMPARED  WITH  THOSE 

quantities    of  iron   and  steel   at   nxed  ■ntTjivrm? 

prices  annually  for  a  term  of  years  18,  in  -DTnTTA-DrkQAxr      t,  j  ai. 

my  opinion,  open  to  serious  objection.  ^^e.  J  N.  RICHARDSON  asked  the 

•^    ^              ^                           *'  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

Affairs,  Whether  he  can  g^Te  the  House 

THE    ROYAL    COURTS    OF  JUSTICE—  any  information  as  to  the  number  of 

THE  CEREMONY  OF  OPENING.  British  subjects  resident  in  Madagascar 

Mr.  MCLAREN  asked  the  First  Com-  compared  with  those  of  France,   and, 

missioner  of  Works,  Whether   he  can  also,    as  to  the  total  value  of  Bnhsh 

give  the  House  any  information  as  to  ^^ade  (including  that  done  between  the 

the  ceremony    of   opening    the    Royal  a^^^e  named  island  and  the  Mauntins), 

Courts  of  Justice ;  and,  whether  he  will  compared  with  the  total  value  of  French 

direct  that  sufficient  accommodation  shall  ^^ad®  ^i.VJ  ?i??2g?^^  V^Tx  t^^     t 

be  provided  for  Members  of  the  Bar  Sia  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :    I  am 

who  may    desire  to  witness  the    pro-  H,°?H®  ^"^  ^^  the  relative  proportion  of 

ceedines  ?  Bntish  and  French  subjects  resident  m 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:    The  cere-  Madagascar;   but  at  the  close  of  1879 

mony  of  opening  the  Royal  Courts  of  ?®^.  Majesty  s  Consul   stated  that  the 

Justice  will  take  place  on  the  2nd  of  foreign  community  amounted  to  250  per- 

December,  at  12  o'clock.     I  have  reason  8o°8-     No  statistics  exist  as  to  the  exact 

to  hope  that  Her  Majesty  will  be  able  value  of  British  and.  French  imde  re- 

to  open  her  Courts  in  person.     Every  spectively,  as,  independently  of  the  di- 

endeavour  will  be  made,  so  far  as  the  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^  England  and  the  local 

available  space  permits,  to  admit,  on  the  ^^^^^  ^^^^  Mauritius,   there  is  one  of 

occasion,  an  adequate  representation  of  importance  earned  on  with  Natal  and 

the  various  branches  of  the  Legal  Pro-  ^^  ^^pe  Colony,  and  also  between  the 

fession ;  and  I  shaU  communicate  on  the  West  Coast  of  the  Island  and  India  and 

subject  in  a  few  days  with  the  Inns  of  ^^^^^^^t  VJl^^r^^r.  .  .  ^  ,  « 
Court  and  with  the  Incorporated  Law  ^^'  CAMERON  asked  the  Under  8e- 
Society.  I  may  take  this  opportunity  of  $L®^7  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
stating  that  it  will  be  impossible  to  be  Whether  he  has  received  any  offiad 
80  free  in  the  distribution  of  tickets  to  information  concerning  the  mission  of 
Members  of  Parliament  as  on  the  occa-  t^®  Malagasy  Ambassadors  to  Europe ; 
sion  of  the  parade  at  the  Horse  Guards.  a^<^»  whether  he  has  any  reason  to  be- 
It  will  not  be  possible  to  appropriate  to  li®^®  ^^a*  ^^©y  ^^es^^®  ^  ^^sit  London  m 
them  more  than  160  places  in  the  large  ^^^®^  ^  ®^^^c^*  *^®  ^^^^  offices  of  Her 
Hall.  Of  these  60  will  be  for  ladies.  Majesty's  Government,  with  a  view  to 
I  propose,  then,  that  Members  desiring  *^®  settlement  of  the  differences  between 
to  attend  shall  ballot  for  these  places,  ^^^m  and  the  Government  of  France  ? 
and  that  the  first  60  shaU  receive  a  Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  When 
lady's  ticket  in  addition  to  their  own.  *^®  Ambassadors  left  Madagascar  Her 
The  Members'  tickets  will  not  be  trans-  Majesty's  Government  were  informed 
ferable,  and  as  Her  Majesty  will  open  *^**  ^^  ^^^  their  intention  to  visit  Lon- 
the  Courts  in  State,  Members  will  bo  ^^^  ^^^  Berlin ;  but  as  yet  we  have  re- 
expected  to  appear  in  levee  dress.  ceived  no  notice  of  their  leaving  Paris 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE :  In  what  costume  ^^^^  ^^^t  object, 
will  ladies  be  expected  to  appear  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:    In  mom-  THE  IRISH    LAND    GOMBIISSION- 

ing  dress.  FAIR  RENTS. 

Mr.  M*LAREN  asked  what  provision  Mr.  J.  N.  RICHARDSON  asked  the 

would    be  made   for  members  of   the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

Junior  Bar  ?  of  Ireland,  Whether,   previous  to  the 

Mr.    SHAW    LEFEVRE    said,     he  discussion  upon  the   subject  of   Court 

could  not,  at  present,  state  how  many  of  Valuers  in  Ireland,  Returns  will  be  laid 

the  Junior  Bar  would  be  admitted.     Of  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  showing 

course,  all  Queen's  Counsel  would  be  in-  the  number  and  amount  of  fair  rents 

▼ited,  and  there  would  be  an  adequate  fixed  in  each  county  and  province  since 

representation  of  the  Junior  Bar.  the  above-mentio^ed  Valuers  were  first 

JTis  Mwr^uenn  of  Ifartington 
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other  eridence.  In  the  present  case  the 
shorthand  writer's'note  is  not  only  with- 
out authority,  but,  in  fact,  appears  to 
be  incorrect,  as  it  omits  the  words  usudl 
in  cases  of  capital  convictions,  which 
prescribe  the  mode  of  execution ;  which 
words  were,  in  fact,  used  by  the  learned 
Judge  in  passing  sentence.  My  reasons 
for  supposing  that  the  words  were,  in 
fact,  used  by  the  Judge  are  because  that 
part  of  the  sentence  was  not  delivered 
extempore,  but  was  read  by  the  Judge 
from  a  manuscript.  I  am  informed  that 
this  is  usually  done  by  the  Judge  in 
passing  sentence  of  death.  After  de- 
livering sentence  the  learned  Judge 
handed  down  his  manuscript  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown,  who  thereupon 
made  the  official  entry  of  the  sentence 
in  the  Crown  Book.  The  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  and  his  assistant,  from  their  posi- 
tion in  Court,  had  the  best  opportunity 
of  hearing  the  sentence.  They  agree  in 
saying  that  they  observed  no  departure 
from  the  settled  form  of  words  in  use  on 
such  occasions.  The  omission  from  the 
shorthand  writer's  note  was  apparently 
caused  by  the  fact  that  the  learned  Judge 
read  the  sentence  in  a  low  tone  of  voice, 
and  that  there  was  some  excitement  and 
noise  in  Court  owing  to  the  exclamations 
of  the  prisoner. 

Mr.  CALLAN  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware  whether  the  short- 
hand writer  employed  on  the  occasion 
was  not  a  reporter  attached  to  The  Daily 
Express f  the  local  Conservative  organ,  and 
whether  he  was  not  corroborated  by  the 
other  reporters  who  were  present  for 
The  Freeman's  Journal  and  Irish  Times  f 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  sav  whether  he  was 
aware  that  it  had  been  testified  be- 
fore the  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  that  all  the  reporters  present 
united  in  their  testimony  that  the  words 
specifying  the  mode  of  execution  was 
not  used  by  the  Judge. 

[No  answer  was  given  to  these  Ques- 
tions.] 

ARMY— "THE  SOLDIER'S  POCKET 
BOOK"— FLAGS  OF  TRUCE. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
••  Soldier's  Pocket  Book  "  (fourth  re- 
vised  edition),  by  Lieutenant  General 
Sir  Garnet  Wolseley,  at  pages  285  and 


attached  to    the    Sub  -  Commissioners' 
Courts? 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN:  I  expect  next 
week  to  be  able  to  present  a  Keturn 
givinfi^  the  information  asked  for  by  the 
hon.  Member  up  to  the  end  of  October. 

SPAIN  —  INTERNATIONAL   LAW  — 
SURRENDER    OF    CUBAN    REFUGEES. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  General  Maceo,  when 
expelled   from   Gibraltar,   was    accom- 

ganied  by  his  wife;  and,  whether  both 
e  and  his  wife  were  marched  out  of  the 
British  lines  by  police  officers  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  :  Till  we 
receive  from  Gibraltar  the  Report  of  the 
Court  of  Inquiry  that  has  been  sitting — 
and  we  expect  it  daily — I  can  give  no 
further  detailed  information.  We  have 
no  official  information  as  to  who,  besides 
the  three  refugees,  composed  the  party 
that  was  carried  across  the  British  lines. 
We  only  know  that  they  were  seven  in 
number  in  all .  As  to  th  e  term ' '  marched 
out,"  contained  in  the  Question,  the  party 
were  not  marched,  but  conveyed  in  car- 
riages to  their  destination. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  By 
the  police,  I  understand. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  — 
PATRICK  WALSH.  CONVICTED  OF 
MURDER  —  IRREGULARITY  OF 
SENTENCE. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  COHEN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the  Return 
moved  for  by  the  honourable  Member 
for  Sligo,  Whether,  and,  if  so,  in  what 
manner,  the  report  of  the  shorthand 
writer  employed  by  the  Crown  is  an 
official  record  of  the  sentence  passed 
upon  Patrick  Walsh,  convicted  of  mur- 
der at  the  Dublin  Commission  on  the 
22nd  August  last  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  the  short- 
hand writer's  Report  referred  to  in  this 
Question,  a  copy  of  which  has  been  pre- 
seuted  to  the  House  on  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton), 
is  not  in  any  sense  an  othcial  record  of 
the  sentence  passed  upon  the  prisoner 
Patrick  Walsn.  The  entry  of  a  judg- 
ment and  sentence  in  the  Crown  Book 
is,  in  law,  the  record  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  Court.  It  is  conclusive  as  to 
what  those  proceedings  were,  and  can- 
not be  questioned  or  impugned  by  any 
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286,  where  it  is  Btated  that  "  one  of  the  also  aware  of  the  mischief  done  by  tiie 

objects  of  the  mission  "  of  the  bearer  of  recent  floods  throughout  the  country,  in- 

a  flag  of  truce  may  be  eluding  the  case  of  Strood.   I  still  con- 

"To  gain  time-say  during  an  action,  to  tinue  desirous  to  enable  the  inhabitants 
allow  of  reinforcements  arriving— when,  of  of  river  basins  to  take  measures  to  pro- 
course,  the  longer  he  can  postpone  the  resump-  tect  themselves  against  such  evils  by 
tion  of  hostilities  the  hotter ; "  means  of  powers  conferred  on  them  by 
and  where  it  is  recommended  Act  of  Parliament ;    and  I  cannot  now 

"  Never  for  one  moment  suspend  any  move-  undertake,  in  regard  to  this,  any  more 

ment  or  operation  you  may  he  engaged  in  he-  than  to  any  other  subject,  to  give  any  as- 

cause  the  enemy  has  sent  a  flag  of  truce ;  as  gurance  on  the  part  of  the  6ovemment 

his  ohjoct  may  he  to  gain  time  for  the  arrival  ^^  ^  ^j^^  ^^^^^  ^^      ^-^  1^3  ^^^^  ^  take 

of  reinforcements,  or  for  the  execution  of  some  .,,               ,,         t>'ii -^  x  a^««:^«> 

flank  or  turning  operation ;  "                    -  ^^^^  TQ^KC^  to  a  BiU  next  Session. 

and,   whether  he  has  authorised  these  the  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— THE 

doctrines  in  the  British  Army  ?  REPORT. 

Mb.  OHILDERS  :  The  hon  Member  j^^  ^EA  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 

refers  me  to  a  book  which,  although  the  ^  ^^^  ^o^^  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  How 

composition    of   a    most    distinguished  j^  j^  ^^^  ^  ^^^  ^£  ^^^  I^sh  Land  Com- 

soldier,  has  no  official  character  what-  ^^^.^^  y,^  been  reviewed  in  the  news- 

ever.     I  must  decline  to  include  m  my  y^^^  ^^       j^s  have  been  deHvered 

duties  as  Minister  of  War  that  of  m-  J^  Members  ? 

terpreting  for  the  benefit  of  the  House  ^^   TREVELYAN,    in  reply,  said, 

of  Commons  passages  m  mihtary  books  ^^^  ^^     ^  ^^  ^^^  L^^^  Commissioners 

whether  of  the  present  date  or  composed  ^^^  presented  by  command  on  the  9th 

at  former  periods.     But  out  of  courtesy  ^^^^^^^    ^^^  ^             ^^  available  for 

to  the  hon  Gentleman  I  may  add  that  j^^^    Member  who  wished  to  refer 

I  have  read  the  passage  with  the  con-  ^^  -^^      j^  ^^3  poggibie  that  the  Report 

text  and  that  so  far  as  I  can  judge  from  ^^^^^  ^^^^      ^^   j^^    ^^^  newspaiera 

the  Question  I  do  not  draw  from  it  the  through  the  intervention  of  hon.  iJfom- 

conclusion  arrived  by  the  hon.  Member,  bers;  but  he  saw  a  correspondence  in 

the  Irish  papers — or,  at  all  events,  he 

RIVERS  CONSERVANCY  BTLL-THE  saw  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  to  the 

RECENT  FLOODS— WISBECH  Irish  Land   Commission— by   which  it 

AND  LYNN.  would  appear  that  possibly  it  might  have 

Mb.  peel  asked  the  President  of  the  been  by  their  means  it  was  made  public. 

Local  Government  Board,  Whether  his  He  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  did  not  pass  any 

attention  has  been  called  to  the  great  criticism   upon  their  action   in  such  a 

damage  done  by  recent  floods,  to  the  case ;   but  he  was  bound  to   say  that 

serious  jeopardy,  for  instance,  in  which  since  he  had  been  in  the  Irish  Office,  or 

the  whole    tract    of    country  between  during  the  time  he  had  been  in  the  Ad- 

Wisbech   and  Lynn   has  been  placed,  miralty,  he  never  communicated  a  Paper 

and,  generally,  to  the  state  of  the  rivers  of  any  sort,   or  the   substance  of   any 

in  many  counties;  and,  whether  he  is  Paper  to  the  Press.      The   Stationeiy 

able  to  give  any  assurance  that  the  Go-  Department  was  alone  responsible  for 

vemment  will  next  Session  re-introduce  the  delay  in  delivering  copies  to  Mem- 

and  press  forward  a  Hivers  Conservancy  bers,  and  he  would  make  representa- 

Bill  r                                                   ^  tions  to  the  Department  after  what  had 

Sir  AETHUE  OTWAY  asked  if  the  occurred, 

attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  Mb.  SEXTON  asked  how  soon  would 

had  been  called  to   a  letter  from  Mr.  the  copies  be  delivered  ? 

Boche  Smith  in  reference  to  the  condi-  Mr.  TEEVELYAN  :  I  will  ascertain 

tion  of  the  town  of  Strood,  which  was  that, 
constantly  overflowed  by  the  Eiver  Med- 

way,  causing  not  only  great  damage  to  EGYPT     (MILITARY     EXPEDITION)  - 

property,  but  much  sickness  in  the  town  ?  HONOURS  AND  RE WARDS-VETERI- 

Mr.  D  0  D  S  0  N  :   My  attention  has  NARY  DEPARTMENT, 

been  called  to  the  disastrous  effects  of  Mr.  CALLAN  asked  the  Secretary  of 

the  inundations  in  the  tract  of  country  State  for  War,  If  there  is  any  reason  for 

between  Wisbech  and  Lynn,  and  I  am  excluding  officers  of  the  Veterinary  De- 

lir.  (yDonnell 


partment  from  receiving  at  the  bands  of  punisli  the  murderers  of  Frofeesor  Fol- 

Her  Majeatj  the  docorations  to  be  given  mer,  Daptain  Qill,  B.E.,  and  Lieutenant 

at  the  Eoyal  Eeview  on  Baturday  next  CharrinKton,  B.N.  ? 
to  every  other  branch   of  the   Service        Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  would  be,  Sir, 

serving  in  the  late  Egyptian  campaign  ?  perhaps,  premature  if  I  were  to  attempt 

Ub.CHILDEBS:  Inreplytotbehon.  to  answer  literally  the  Question  of  the 
Member,  I  have  to  say  that  I  entirely  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  what  steps 
fail  to  understand  his  Question.  I  am  have  been  taken  to  punish  these  mur- 
Dot  aware  that  Her  Majesty  contem-  derers.  Of  course,  our  first  duty  is  to 
plates  giving  any  decoration  at  the  ap-  lay  hold  upon  them,  and  upon  all  of 
proacbing  Eeview;  nor  am  1  aware  of  them,  if  we  can.  I  do  not  think  that 
any  intention  to  exclude  the  Veterinary  there  will  be  any  great  difficulty  con- 
Department  from  any  distinctions  of  nected  with  deciding  the  ulterior  quea- 
medals  or  decorations  which  Her  Ma-  tion  ;  but  I  may  read  a  telegram  con- 
jeety  may  be  pleased  personally  to  taining  the  latest  information  in  tbe 
make.  possession  of  tbe  Qovemment.  A.  tele- 
gram   waa    received    yesterday    .from 

EGYPT  {MILITABY  EXPEDITION)—  Colonel  Warren,  who  has  been  engaged 

QBANT  TO  TUE  FORCES  EMPLOYED.  '"  investigating  the  circumstances  of  the 

«     -rnmr  WTT     .    ,  .     -r..      T      ,  murder;   and   it  la  only  right  to   say 

3iK  JOHN  HAT  asked  tbe  First  Lord  that  he  has  performed  that  task,  as  far 

of  the  Treasury.  Whether  it  la  the  in-  as  we  are  enabled  at  present  to  judge, 

tention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  ^ith  great  ability  and  judgment,  as  well 

propose  a  grant  of  money  as  a  gratuity,  ^s  energy.     His  language  before  was, 

inheuofiinze  money,  to  Hot  Majesty's  that   be  hoped  to   secure   "aome"    of 

Naval,  Military,  and  Indian  Forces  lately  them ;  and  his  statement  now  is.  that  be 

employed  in  Egypt,  as  was  done  iu  the  ig  ..  very  hopeful  of  securing  mostof  the 

case  of  tho  Forces  employed  at  Algiers  principal  culprits." 
fl8I6).     Navarino    (1827),    and     Acre        Ur,  w.  H^  SMITH   said  he   would 

OSt''^!,^^,^,™,    ,         ,    ,     ,     ,        ,  repeat   bis  Question  on  another  day, 

Mk.  GOEST  also  asked  whether  tbe  „hen  possibly  tbe  aovernment  would 

attention  of  the  Government  has  been  be  in  a  position   to  give  some  more 

called  to  the  precedents  of  the  grants  definite  information, 
after    tbe  Abyeeinian    War     of    some 
mouths'  batta  to  the  troope  engaged,  EGYPT— THE  SODDAN. 

'?i°'  !!",lf "?,'",",*I'."  R.'.'"™  ^S;       »!■■■  O'KEILT  »k.<i  the  Kr.l  Lord 
of  a  month  s  pay  to  the  oeameu  of  tbe      r  -l     m  -i.tl  .l       .t.     a     i 

Eojal  Navy  wl.o  look  part  a  tb.  War  !  "'  ?!"  Tre'.ury,  Whether  the  Soudaa 

Mr.  Gladstone:  y..,  Sir;  th.™  "«'">"•■  <«  f?™  ■"  '"^^e"' p»"  »' 

Queeliona  relate   to   a  matter  of  »erj  ^5??  ^^  '  i     '»■"»•"'"''  ="""; 

ooariderable  importance  in  whioh  fonr  "ft!"  ,""■  "P?""  "'  ?•  T'""?  S"* 

Department,  are  eoncemed,  and  there-  PohLoal  operation,  nnd.rtaken  bj  Her 

for,  the  e..e  i.  a  very  eomi;iicated  one.  'i')"»'  ?»"""»'. «°   "PP"'  "■• 

Threeof  the..DepJm.nt;areinoom.  '"i"",?"  J',?'  'te  Khrfwe;  anj,  if  no 

munioaUon  with  tie  Trea.nrj  upon  the  »'«'"'"  Her  Maj.Mj',  Oovernmenl  wiU 

•nbjeel,    and    I   will  commnnicat.   the  «■»""'    l"    the    d.epatoh   of    Tnrki.h 

«_   .11  ~.  .„«--»  *i.~-i«. V Troope  to  restore  order  in  the  Soudan? 

M    TiSSfrS^    'w'tl  r„  „t       M"-   OLAUSIONE:    I    think   thia 

Mb.   ONSLOW:    WJl  a  portion  of  ^     ^  ^^   ^     ^        an.wered   bj 

ttie  monej  be  paid  ont  of  the  Indian  ^  ,„.„  ^f  „,g„i„,.  i  „  „„;  „.„  jj 

Ma'aliDSTONB:    That  wiU    be  f'l"'Z  "  "°  '•  ."*"1  ""i*!? 

i.    r  at.  ii.  1.    L    t.  Soudan     forms     an    integral     part    of 

part  of  the  reeult  to  be  known.  j.^^^,      jj  j_^  ^^^  ^  ^  J^^,  oonqne.t, 

^   — ™«    .  ^  ^  ^^^-r, .,  T,   .  and  has  been  held  in  political  and  mili- 

MTPT-JinRDEEOrPSOFESSOBPAL.  ^ij  oonneotion  with  Egypt ;  bnt  I  can- 

MEB,   CiPTilN  OILL,  LIEDTEMT  „„,'„„de«,ke  lo  declare  whether  it  i. 

CHAHE1K0TON,  AND  OTHEIIS-PUN.  „  i„„^         ,  „,  n„  ,„„„,      „  „„,. 

ISHJIENT  OF  THE  aUBBEREBS.  j,  ,,„  '„„,  ,^,„  ,i,t|„   ,^  ,^,^„  „, 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  aeked  tbe  First  the  military  or  political  operations  un- 

Lord  of  the  Treaeury,  Whether  he  will  dertakenby  HerMajesty'aOoTemment; 

State  what  steps  hare  been  taken  to  and  we  are  not  aware  that  there  is  any 
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question  of  the  despatch  of    Turkish  subject  to  the  same  friendly  Bapenrisum 

troops  to  restore  order  in  the  Soudan.  as  that  mentioned  by  him  in  the  case  of 

Arabi  Pacha  ?  

EGYPT-ARABI  PASHA.  SiR  CHAELE8  W.  DILKE :  No  dis- 

Mr.  MAOFARL ANE  asked  the  First  ti^f  on  is  being  made  between  the  case 

-     J    -  ^y      m                T*  I,-     «**«„*:^„  of  Arabi  and  that  of  the  other  prisoners. 

Lord  of  the  Treasury  If  his  attention  jySTIN  M'CABTHY  Lked  the 

has  been  ^^^^If^^j'^^^^'f^*;^'  P^"J^^^^^  ^^  First  Lord  of  the  TreaBury.  If  he  en 

tne     ^^°^®?^     A«„v:  t>„*i,«   ;?LT,;«if  i,^  tell  the  House  whether  the  QoTemment, 

be  written  by  Arabi  Tasha,  m  which  he  ^,  .  ,    .     „^«„   -^^  .  n^^^^^^x^^  -;#i! 

XX     xi.  i.  xi' ^4.:^«  -,«-  which,  m  arraninncr  a  Uonvention  with 

states  that  his  action  was  ^^^  ^^^.^^  ^J^^^  temporary  occupa- 

«•  ConBonant  to  a  solemn  decree  of  a  Council  tion  of  Egypt,  acted  on  the  precedent 

under  the  Presidency  of  the  Kh^i^^^^        Der-  afiPorded  by  the  close  of  the  war  against 

vish  Pasha,  the  enToy  of  the  Sultan  "  xt       i           t>                 a       x     i        ^       •  a 

^  Napoleon    Buonaparte,   took   also  mto 

and,  if  this  assertion  is  substantiated,  consideration  the  precedent  supplied  by 

whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  the  same  period  of  history  for  the  man- 

use  their  influence  to  procure  his  imme-  ner  of  dealing  with  the  defeated  military 

diate  release  ?  leader  who  surrenders  himself  to  the 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  The  hon.  Mem-  clemency  of  England  ? 

ber  calls" my  attention  to  a  letter  which  Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  wish  to  observe 

was  published  in  The  Timei  of  the  14th,  incidentally  that  the  hon.   Member  is 

whicn  purported  to  come  from  Arabi  justified  in  using  the  words  "  a  Gonven- 

Pasha,  and  in  which  a  certain  allegation  tion  with  the  Khedive,"  because  I  once 

on  his  part  was  contained.     We  are  not  used  the  expression  myself.     I  should, 

able  to  say  whether  this  is  a  genuine  however,  have  preferably  used  the  Uxm, 

letter  or  not ;   and  I  am  bound  to  say  **  arrangement "   instead   of  **  Gonven- 

that  I  am  particularly  disposed  to  be  tion."     With  regard  to  the  substance  of 

cautious  on  this  subject,  after  having  the  Question,  the  hon.  Member  seems  to 

referred  on  a  previous  occasion  to  a  let-  think  that  the  case  of  Napoleon  Bona- 

ter  which  came  to  me  and  purported  to  pai*te  affords  a  precedent  which  might 

be  from  Arabi  Pasha,  but  the  authen-  be  followed  in  the  case  of  Arabi  Pasha. 

ticity  of  which  was  afterwards  denied.  I  Now,  the  case  of  Napoleon  at  the  termi- 

therefore  could  not  undertake  at  the  nation  of  the  great  war  in  1815  was  a 

present  moment  to  say  that  it  was  our  very  singular  case,  and  has,  I  believe, 

duty  to  proceed  on  any  matter  contained  been  much  considered  as   to  its  exact 

in  a  letter  of  that  description.  judicial  character.    But  it  is  not  for  me 

Mb.  MAGFAELANE  :   May   I   ask,  to  enter  into  a  question  of  that  kind, 

whereas   Arabi    was    at    one    time    a  which,  as  the  lawyers  say,  has  been 

prisoner  in  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's  regarded  as  inter  apices,    and   I  shall 

Government,  and  was  handed  over  to  avoid  it.     But  I  may  state  we  are  de- 

the  persons  now  having  him  in  custody,  cidedly  of  opinion  that  the  case  of  Arabi 

it  would  not  be  proper  for  Her  Ma-  Pasha  is  not  governed  by  the  case  of 

iesty's  Government   to    enter  into   an  Napoleon  Bonaparte,  which,  in  our  opi- 

mquiry  ?  nion,  does  not  afford  any  precedent 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  It  would  be  quite 

Mb.  MOLLOY  asked  the  First  Lord  ILLEGAL  PRACTICES, 

of  the  Treasury,  If  the  safeguards  ob-  Mb.  BEOADHURST  asked  the  Pre- 

tained  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  sident  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 

in  order  to  secure  a  fair  and  impartial  respecting  a   public    inquiry  made  in 

trial  for  Arabi  Pacha,  have  been  or  will  August  last  at  Town  Mailing,  in  Kent, 

be  extended  to  the  cases  of  all  the  other  into  alleged  illegal  voting  and  tampering 

prisoners  arrested  on   charges   arising  with  voting  papers  by  certain  influential 

out   of  the  late  political  and  military  persons  in  connection  with  the  election 

events   in    Egypt ;   and,    whether   the  of  a  Poor  Law  Guardian,  Whether  the 

punishment,  if  any,  which  may  be  ac-  Local  Government  Board  have  arrived 

corded  to  each  of  these  prisoners  will  be  at  any  decision  upon  the  questions  in- 

Mr,  Gladstone 
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Tolved ;  and,  if  bo,  when  it  will  be  com- 
municated to  the  local  authorities  con- 
oerned  P 

Mb.  DODSON,  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  decision  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  this  case  had  been  delayed  in 
consequence  of  the  absence  of  their  legal 
adviser ;  but  the  inquiry  had  now  ter- 
minated, and  the  result  had  been  com- 
municated to  the  parties. 

ARREARS  OF    RENT  (IRELAND)  ACT- 
EXTENSION  OF  TIME. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  view 
of  the  difficulties  which  have  arisen  in 
the  working  of  the  Arrears  Act,  the  Oo- 
yernment  will  pass  a  Bill  this  Session 
extending  the  time  of  payment  of  the 
year's  rent  due  1st  November,  1881, 
from  November  SOth  to  March  Ist 
next. 

Mb.  PAENELL:  Before  the  Prime 
Minister  answers  the  Question,  perhaps 
he  will  permit  me  to  ask  him  another 
with  regard  to  the  Arrears  Act.  A  large 
number  of  settlements  under  the  Arrears 
Act  have  been  impeded  in  the  case  of 
tenants  who  can  prove  their  inability  to 
pay  antecedent  arrears,  but  who  are  un- 
able to  pay  the  costs  of  proceedings  in 
ejectment,  or  for  the  recovery  of  such 
arrears  taken  by  the  landlords ;  and  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  can  see  his  way  to  recom- 
mend the  enactment  of  provisions  by 
which  an  order  may  be  made  for  the 

fayment  of  such  costs  out  of  the  Church 
'unds  where  a  tenant  proves  his  in- 
ability to  pay  ? 

Mb;  GLADSTONE :  I  think  probably 
it  would  be  better  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  be  good  enough  to  give  Notice 
of  that  Question.  The  matter  he  has 
opened  is  one  of  considerable  difficulty, 
on  which  I  would  rather  speak  with  an 
opportunity  of  considering  what  I  have 
to  say.  In  answer  to  my  hon.  Friend 
behind  (Mr.  Dickson),  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  it  would  be  unsatisfactory  to 
encourage  a  hope  that  the  Government 
will  be  engaged  before  the  termination 
of  the  present  Session  in  legislation  upon 
any  subject ;  and  it  would  be  extremely 
difficult,  if  we  were  to  admit  legislation 
on  one  subject,  to  shut  out  legislation  on 
other  subjects.  On  the  other  hand,  we 
are  perfectly  aware  how  very  unhappy 
and  unfortunate  it  would  bo  if  the 
benevolent  and  wise  intentions  of  Par- 


liament towards  that  portion  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  who  had  been  involved 
in  arrears  were  to  be  frustrated  from 
want  of  time  or  any  avoidable  cause ;  and 
we  shall,  therefore,  do  our  best  to  pre- 
vent such  a  result.  But  I  am  able  to 
say — speaking  upon  the  authority  of  an 
Order  of  the  Land  Commission,  dated 
only  on  Monday — that  they  have  hopes, 
by  the  employment  of  a  larger  number 
of  investigators,  of  being  able  to  dispose 
of  all  the  business  before  them  in  the 
course  of  the  present  month.  On  that 
subject,  however,  either  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  or  myself  will 
be  prepared  to  give  a  further  and  more 
definite  reply  in  the  course  of  three  or 
four  days. 

SIR  RICHARD  GARTH,  CHIEF  JUSTICE 

OF  BENGAL. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  he  has  any 
information  as  to  the  authenticity  of  an 
official  Paper  printed  in  the  "Times"  of 
November  1 3th  as  published  by  Sir 
Eichard  Garth,  Chief  Justice  of  Bengal, 
in  which  he  plainly  denounces  the  re- 
cent legislation  of  Parliament  for  Ire- 
land as  '*  confiscation,"  and  *'  bearing 
terrible  fruit,"  prays  that  such  a  policy 
may  be  averted  from  our  Indian  posses- 
sions, and  seeks  to  '*  awaken  the  land- 
lords of  Bengal  to  their  own  danger  " 
from  measures  submitted  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  to  the  Legislature  of  that 
Country  ? 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
asked  if  the  Secretary  of  State  would 
lay  a  complete  set  of  Papers  on  the  land 
in  Bengal  on  the  Library  Table  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
The  report  of  the  observations  stated  to 
have  been  made  by  Sir  Richard  Garth 
was  contained  in  a  telegram  in  Tke 
ISmet  on  Monday  last.  It  is  obvious, 
therefore,  that  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible for  me  to  have  received  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  nature  of  the  Paper 
said  to  have  been  published  by  Sir 
Richard  Garth.  Until  we  receive  it  in 
some  official  form,  it  will  be  impossible 
to  answer  any  Question  upon  the  sub- 
ject. In  reply  to  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  I  need  hardly  say  that  the  Cor- 
respondence is  extremely  voluminous, 
and  that  it  is  not  yet  complete ;  but  I 
will  see  if  any  portion  of  it  can  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 
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Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN  understood 
that  the  question  was  to  obtain  preoe- 
dence  of  all  other  subjects  after  Proce- 
dure. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  think  that 
time  is  rather  too  far  advanced  to  saj 
anything  upon  it  at  present. 


EGYPT— THE  EXPEDITIONARY  FORCE 
—  THE  REVIEW  IN  ST.  JAMES'S 
PARK. 

Colonel  DAWN  AY  asked,  What  steps 
had  been  taken  to  enable  the  wives  of 
officers  who  had  served  in  Egypt  to  see 
the  forthcoming  Review  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  :  I  have  re- 
served  800  places  for  the  wives  of  mili- 
tary officers,  who  have  served  in  Egypt, 
and  400  for  the  wives  of  naval  officers. 
We  have  sent  the  tickets  to  the  War 
Office  and  the  Admiralty  for  distribu- 
tion. We  have,  in  addition,  received 
other  applications,  and  we  have  been 
able  to  comply  with  them  all. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  asked,  If  any 
accommodation  would  be  given  to  the 
wives  of  the  non-commissioned  officers 
and  men  who  had  taken  part  in  the  ser- 
vice? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  Yes;  the 
Cambridge  Enclosure,  which  would  hold 
about  4,000  persons,  had  been  appro- 
priated to  the  wives  of  non-commis- 
sioned officers  and  of  the  soldiers  and 
sailors  who  took  part  in  the  Expedition. 

PARLIAMENT  —  PRIVILEGE '  (MR.  ED- 
MOND  DWYER  GRAY,  M.P.)-THE 
REPORT  OF  THE  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN :  I  wish  to 
ask  a  Question  of  the  Prime  Minister 
with  respect  to  the  imprisonment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlo w. 
When  the  Government  agreed  to  ap- 
point a  Committee  to  inquire  into  this 
case,  the  Prime  Minister  said  that  when 
the  Committee  reported  he  would  con- 
eider  whether  a  full  opportunity  should 
be  given  for  the  discussion  of  the  sub- 
ject. I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman now.  Whether  that  opportunity 
can  be  afforded,  not  at  the  close,  but  at 
the  commencement  of  a  Sitting  of  the 
House  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  Eeport  is  yet  on  the  Table.  In 
consequence  of  a  difficulty  having  arisen 
with  respect  to  a  matter  connected  with 
the  Beport,  it  is  likely  to  be  referred 
back  again  to  the  Committee.  The 
question  comes  on  to-night;  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  cannot  hold  out  any 
expectation  that  I  could  ask  the  House 
to  interrupt  the  Business  on  which  it  is 
at  present  engaged  for  a  full  discussion 
of  the  subject. 


IRELAND -SCIENCE  AND  ART  MUSEUM. 

DUBLIN. 
Mr.  SEXTON  (for  Mr.  Dawsox) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  taking  into  consideration  the 
great  dissatisfaction  which  exists  in 
Dublin  as  to  the  proposed  site  of,  and 
plans  for,  the  new  Science  and  Art 
Museum  and  National  Library,  and, 
having  in  view  that  the  opportunity 
afforded  by  the  late  Government 

"To  constituto  a  separate  department  of 
Science  and  Art  for  Ireland  analogous  in  iti 
constitution  to  the  existing  Science  and  Att 
Department  in  London  for  the  United  King- 
dom," 

was  rejected  by  the  Commission  which 
sat  in  Dublin  in  1868  without  auy  con- 
sultation with  the  Parliamentary  or 
Municipal  Hepresentatives  of  the  capi- 
tal, the  present  Government,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  policy  of  local  self-govern- 
ment for  Ireland,  would  issue  a  fresh 
Commission,  which  would  include  per- 
sons acquainted  with  Irish  feeling  with 
regard  to  the  undertaking  ? 

Mr.  COUETNEY:  The  present 
scheme  of  the  Government  has  nearly 
reached  a  conclusion ;  and  it  was,  in  its 
essential  features,  published  in  1850, 
and  preferred  by  local  public  opinion  to 
that  which  was,  for  Departmental  rea- 
sons, the  better  one.  On  all  grounds, 
the  Government  are  not  prepared  to 
defer  any  longer  a  decision  on  the 
building  question. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE—FIRST RULE  (PUTTING 
THE  QUESTION). 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE :  May 
I  detain  the  House  for  one  mimite  with 
a  personal  explanation?  I  regret  ex- 
tremely that  1  was  unavoidably  absent 
from  the  House  yesterday  morning.  I 
wish  to  state  that,  upon  reading  the 
account  of  the  debate,  it  appeared  to  me 
that,  by  some  remarks  that  I  made  on  a 
previous  occasion  with  regard  to  the 
communications    that    passed    between 
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myself  and  the  lateChairmanof  Com 
mitteea  (Hr.  Baikes),  I  muat  have  con 
Toyed  to  the  minds  of  hon.  Memben 
present  an  impression  I  had  no  intontioi 
vhatever  of  conveying,  and  which  ] 
here  state  cannot  be  supported  by  facts 
By  my  remarks  I  intended  solely  t< 
refer  to  what  might  occur  between  thi 
official  Whip  of  the  futur«  and  th( 
Chairman  of  Oommittees  in  the  futurt 
if  'the  powers  under  the  Sesolution  ] 
iras  discussing  were  given  to  the  Ohair' 
man  of  the  day. 


PAELIAMENT— EULE3  AND  OBDERS- 
"  LEAVE  OF  THE  HOCSE." 
Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  wished 
to  ask  the  Speaker,  as  a  matter  of  Order, 
whether  the  expression  "the  indulgence 
of  the  House  "  was  of  the  same  signifi- 


"  Thftt  n  Solcct  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  and  report  upon  all  the  circum- 
staDces  relatioK  to  the  relea«eof  Ur.  C.  3.  F*T- 
nell,  M.P.,  Mr.  J.  Dilloo,  M.P.,  sad  Mr. 
O'KsIIy,  M.F.,  from  custody  in  KilTMinliBTp 
PrijoninMay,  1B82." 

Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  express  a 
hope,  inasmuch  as  this  Notice  has  been 
submitted  to  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  and  ap- 
proved  by  him,  that  he  will  use  his 
influence  with  his  Friends  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  in  order  that  they  may 
abstain  &om  opposing  the  Besolution, 
or  that  he  will  take  care  that  I  may 
hare  an  opportunity  of  bringing  the 
matter  on  before  half-past  12  oMock  at 
night.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman  will 
see,  of  course,  that  otherwise  it  will  be 
impossible  for  me  to  obtain  the  oppor- 


cance  as  the  "leave  of  the  House  ;'^  and    '"^'^  J^^'^Ja^^fif^"    ^^    u        w 

'  Me.  GLADSTONE :  The  hon.  Mem- 

ber has  referred  to  the  terms  of  bis  No- 


whether,   if  it  were  the   wish  of  the 

House,  expressed  by  one  of  its  Mem-  ..  ■      ■       i.  ji  v 

hers,  that  this  indulgence  should  not  be  U?f  t\  ''T"^  been  approved  by  me, 

o,«nt«l    ij,n  RnBfltBr  ,ni.,»,t    T,n™t.W  What  has  bseu  stated  On  my  part  IS  that 


granted,  the  Speaker  might,  neverthe- 
less, exercise  his  discretion  and  allow  a 
Member  to  speak  a  second  time,  though 
he  might  not  have  risen  to  explain  a 
material  part  of  his  previous  speech  ? 
Me.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 


my  part  ii 
I  shall  not  offer  any  opposition  to  it; 
but  not  more  than  that.  I  have  my  own 
opinion  with  respect  to  the  terms  of  the 
Motion  ;  but  I  shall  not  offer  any  oppo- 
sition.    With  respect  to  the  contingent 


the  hon.  Member  and  the  House  that  it  engagement  whicli  he  asks  from 
would  be  inconvenient  to  put  Questions  Prevent  opposition,  on  that  I  must  wait 
to  the  Chair  exodpt  on  points  of  Order  ^  «««  ""^Z'  happens.  So  far  as  I  am 
aa  they  arise,  t  may  say.  however,  '"""'enied  o,  the  Government  are  con- 
that  there  is  a  difference  in  signification  J^"^'  **>«"  f'i  *"«  "?  opposition  to 
between  the  two  expressions  "  by  leave  ^^^  passing  of  the  Motion  as  an  un- 
of  the  House"  an/ "with  the  indul-  °P'?^?'l *^'"*J}-  "  oppos^t'on  bBW- 
gence  of  the  House."  When  a  Mem-  ^°^«^  by  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
ber  addresses  the  House,  as  has  just  ?ouse,  I  have  no  doubt  they  will  make 
now  been  done  by  the  right  hon.  Member  known  their  intentions,  and  then,  I 
for  Mid  Kent  (Sir  WiUiam  Hart  Dyke).  ''"■''^'  >*  '>"  ^X  '""?  """"^^  ^  ^'^%  "" 
he  addresses  it  "  with  the  indulgence  of  »°'"'"  *^  *e  Question  of  t"he  hon.  Gen- 
the  House,"  and  if  it  is  found  by  the  "™"- 
Chair  that  the  House  is  not  disposed  to 

hear  him,  the  Chair  would  not  call  upon  PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS     OF     TUB 
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House"  18  well  understood  to  be  this.  CEDUEE-THE  FROFOSED  STANDING 
When  a  Member  desires  to  withdraw  a 
Motion  or  an  Amendment  he  asks  leave 
of  the  House,  and  if  a  single  dissentient 
voice  is  raised  on  that  occasion,  leave  is 
not  granted. 


2fOTICE8. 


MB.  PARNELL,  M.P.,  Ac.  {RELEASE 
FBOM  KILMAINHAM). 


Mr.  J.  E.  TOBKE :  On  Monday  next     ^  ae  pmpoMd  Evolution  at  tbi*  pwiod  of  th. 
I  will  propose—  isMiiui." 


COMMITTEES. 

LoED  JOHN  MANNERS  gave  Notice 
ihat  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  the 
Member  for  South- West  Lancashire  (Sir 
B.  Assheton  Cross)  would  propose  to 
)mit  &om  the  first  Resolution  relating 
a  Standing  Committees  all  the  words 
ifter  the  word  "That,"  in  order  to  in- 
lert  the  following  words : — : 

the  intijeet 
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call  upon  the  Members  chaUenging  it  to  liae  in 
their  places;  and,  if  they  do  not  exceed  twenty, 
he  may  forthwith  declare  the  determination  of 
the  House,  or  of  the  Committee." — (Mr.  GUd* 
ttont.) 


ORDER    OF  THE  DAT. 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE-THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE—THIRD RULE  (DEBATES  ON 
MOTIONS  FOR  ADJOURNMENT). 

[adjourned   debate.]     [twenty-third 

NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [Idth  Novem- 
ber], as  amended, 

"  That  when  a  Motion  is  made  for  the  Ad- 
journment of  a  Debate,  or  of  the  House,  during 
any  Debate,  or  that  the  Chairman  of  a  Commit- 
tee do  Report  Progress,  or  do  leave  the  Chair, 
the  Debate  thereupon  shall  be  confined  to  the 
matter  of  such  Motion  ;  and  no  Member,  having 
moved  or  seconded  any  such  Motion,  shall  be 
entitled  to  move,  or  second,  any  similar  Motion 
during  the  same  Debate." — {Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again 
proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

(3.)  Resolved^  That,  when  a  Motion  is  made  for 
the  Adjournment  of  a  Debate,  or  of  the  House, 
during  any  Debate,  or  that  the  Chairman  of  a 
Committee  do  Report  Progress,  or  do  leave  the 
Chair,  the  Debate  thereupon  shall  be  confined 
to  the  matter  of  such  Motion ;  and  no  Member, 
having  moved  or  seconded  any  such  Motion, 
■hall  be  entitled  to  move,  or  second,  any  similar 
Motion  during  the  same  Debate. 

The  New  Rules  of  Procedure — 
Fourth  Rule  (Divisions). 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  moved— 

*'  That  when,  before  a  Division,  the  decision 
of  Mr.  Speaker,  or  of  the  Chairman  of  a  Com- 
mittee, that  the  *  Ayes '  or  '  Noes  '  have  it,  is 
challenged,  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman,  may 
oall  upon  the  Members  challenging  it  to  rise  in 
their  places  ;  and,  if  they  do  not  exceed  twenty, 
he  may  forthwith  declare  the  determination  of 
the  House,  or  of  the  Committee." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed  out 
that  this  Resolution  was  not  so  much 
restrictive  as  addressed  to  the  general 
convenience  of  the  House,  and  likely  to 
work,  he  thought,  for  the  advantage  of 
all,  and  for  the  saving  of  time,  without 
its  being  supposed  to  abridge  unduly 
the  rights  of  private  Members. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  whoD,  before  a  Division,  the  decision 
of  Mr.  Speaker,  or  of  the  Chairman  of  a  Com- 
mittee, that  the  *  Ayes  '  or  *  Noes '  have  it,  is 
challenged,  Mr.  Speaker,  or  tht»  Chairman,  may 


Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFFmoved, 
in  line  1,  after  the  word  '*  That,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  ''  except  in  Committee  of 
Supply."  He  had  always  endeavoured 
to  establish  that  there  was  a  very  sreat 
difference  between  the  exercise  of  the 
functions  of  legislation  and  the  con- 
sideration of  questions  of  finance  in 
Committee,  when  it  very  often  hap- 
pened that  there  were  only  some  40  or 
50  Members  present;  and  he  thought 
that  to  put  the  Rule  in  operation  in 
Committees  would  simply  have  the  effect 
of  preventing  the  constituencies  from 
knowing  the  views  of  their  Members 
upon  questions  of  National  Expenditure. 
When  such  questions  were  under  dis- 
cussion it  might  be  very  difficult  to  get 
20  Members  to  rise  in  their  places  to 
prevent  the  discussion  being  closed. 
He  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man  would  view  his  Amendment  favour- 
ably.- 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  I,  after  the  word '*  That,**  toinsart 
the  words  '*  except  in  Committee  of  Sapply.*'— 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolf .)  • 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  sole 
question  raised  by  the  Amendment  was 
whether  a  distinction  should  be  drawn 
between  Supply  and  other  Business  of 
the  House  as  to  the  powers  proposed  to 
be  given  to  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of 
Committees  to  ask  20  Members  to  rise 
in  their  places.  [Sir  11.  Drummond 
Wolff:  They  might  not  be  in  the 
House  at  the  time.]  They  could  not 
recognize  the  rights  of  absent  Members 
in  that  way.  He  could  not  see  the 
ground  of  any  such  distinction.  This 
was  not  a  question  of  freedom  of  debate, 
but  whether  there  was  to  be  an  abandon- 
ment in  Committee  of  Supply  of  a  pro- 
ceeding which  he  believed  the  House  in 
general  thought  would  be  for  the  con- 
venience of  all  parties.  He  did  not 
recognize  any  force  in  the  arg^ument 
that  Members  might  not  be  in  the 
House  at  the  time.  It  would  be  the 
business  of  Members  to  be  in  the  House. 
Whatever  the  value  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
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man's  argument,  it  was  good  for  all, 
and  if  the  Kule  was  fit  to  be  applied  in 
one  case  it  ought  to  be  applied  in  all. 
He  could  not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  SCLATEE  -  BOOTH  said,  he 
could  not  see  that  a  distinction  should 
be  drawn  in  this  case  between  Commit- 
tee of  Supply  and  the  Whole  House. 
There  were  many  occasions  on  which  it 
would  be  desirable  that  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  should  be  able  to  call  upon 
20  Members  to  rise  in  their  places.  But 
he  would  suggest  that  words  might  be 
introduced  wmch  would  restrict  the  pro- 
ceeding to  cases  where  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  might  be  of  opinion  that  a 
division  was  challenged  for  purposes  of 
Obstruction.  There  might,  nowever,  be 
many  cases  in  which  the  names  ought 
to  be  recorded  by  means  of  a  division. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  ARNOLD  said,  he 
thought  there  was  great  force  in  the  re- 
commendation of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Sclater-Booth.)  There  were 
many  cases  of  a  minority  under  20  in 
which  there  should  be  a  record.  He 
would  remind  the  House  of  a  division 
which  took  place  on  a  Motion  in  the 
Session  of  1880,  when  a  minority  of  19 
Members  represented  an  average  of  more 
than  7,000  electors  for  each  Member  ; 
the  number  of  electors  represented  by 
that  minority  being  nearly  one-tenth  of 
the  whole  electorate  of  the  Kingdom. 
Such  minorities  ought  to  be  recorded, 
and  the  Resolution  would  provide  for 
this  if  amended  in  some  such  manner 
as  that  suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr.  DODSON  pointed  out  that  the 
House  was  getting  into  an  irregular  dis- 
cussion, inasmuch  as  the  suggestion  just 
made  was  quite  distinct  from  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House,  on  which  he  in- 
dicated the  Government  would  be  ready 
to  make  a  proposal  if  the  Amendment 
were  withdrawn. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  thought 
the  best  mode  of  saving  time  would  be 
for  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  state, 
on  the  earliest  opportunity,  what  course 
they  intended  to  pursue  in  regard  to  the 
Resolution.  Before  they  could  deal  pro- 
perly with  the  Amendment,  they  ought 
to  know  whether  the  Government  in- 
tended to  adopt  it  substantially.  It 
was  desirable  that,  if  possible,  no  dis- 
tinction should  be  drawn  between  the 
House  and  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 


House.  The  same  Rule  ought  to  apply 
all  round.  He  did  not  think  his  hon. 
Friend  would  press  his  Amendment  if 
the  Government  would  state  their  opi- 
nion that  some  substantial  modification 
of  the  Rule  as  a  whole  would  be 
made. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  a  substantial 
modification  would  be  made. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  called  attention  to 
the  circumstance  that  he  had  placed  on 
the  Paper  an  Amendment  to  the  effect 
that  if  it  appeared  to  the  Speaker  or 
the  Chairman  that  his  decision  was  chal- 
lenged for  the  purpose  of  Obstruction  he 
should  so  inform  the  House. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
that,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  appeared  will- 
ing to  make  a  concession,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  mac  IYER  moved  to  amend  the 
Resolution  by  inserting,  in  line  1,  after 
the  word  '*  That,"  the  words— 

"  At  any  time  after  midnight  such  Members 
as  may  wish  to  do  so  may  declare  their  rotes 
apon  any  qaestion  then  under  discussion,  by 
means  of  an  instrument  in  writing,  personally 
delivered  to  some  officer  of  the  House  appointed 
for  that  purpose :  Proyided  always,  That." 

Mb.  SPEAKER  pointed  out  that  the 
subject-matter  of  the  Amendment  was 
not  relevant  to  the  Resolution. 

Mb.  mac  IYER  said,  he  thought  he 
should  be  able  to  show  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  perfectly  in  Order. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber desires  to  move  any  other  Amend- 
ment than  that  the  House  may  be  dis- 
posed to  hear  it ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  he  cannot  proceed  with  the  Amend- 
ment upon  the  Paper. 

Mb.  MARJORIBANKS  said,  he  rose 
to  move  an  Amendment  which  he 
thought  merited  the  favourable  con- 
sideration of  the  Government  and  of 
House.  It  was  to  insert,  after  the  first 
word  of  the  Resolution,  these  words — 
"  Except  on  a  Motion  '  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put.' "  What  he  wanted  to 
insist  on  was  that  a  division  occurring 
on  account  of  proceedings  arising  out 
of  the  Ist  or  Cloture  Rule  should  be 
excepted  from  this  Rule ;  and  for  this 
reason — that  if  this  Rule  was  to  be 
applied  to  the  Cloture  Rule,  the  last  safe- 

fuard    of   small  minorities  in  a  thin 
[ouse  would  be,  if  not  absolutely  swept 
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away,  at  least  to  a  great  extent  dimi- 
nished. Suppose,  in  the  case  of  a  small 
House,  there  were  15  Members  on  one 
side,  and  50  or  60  on  the  other ;  suppose, 
also,  that  a  subject  had  been  amply  dis- 
cussed, and  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House  was  that  the  debate  should  close, 
the  Speaker  might  then  put  the  Ques- 
tion. Only  the  15  Members  composing 
the  minority  would  rise  in  their  places, 
and  thus  they  would  be  silenced,  with- 
out a  division,  by  a  majority  of  50 
or  60. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  after 
the  word  **That,'*  to  insert  the  words 
**  except  on  a  Motion  *  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put.' " — ( J/r  MarjorihanJcs.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  they  proposed 
the  Hesolution  because  it  was  used  under 
Urgency,  and  without  any  apparent  ob- 
jection ;  but,  undoubtedly,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  was 
quite  justified  in  pointing  out  that  they 
ought  to  look  all  round  a  subject  of  this 
kind,  especially  when  they  were  con- 
structing a  permanent  regulation  as  to 
the  Procedure  of  the  House;  and  he 
thought  the  suggestion  he  had  made 
was  not  an  unreasonable  one — namely, 
that  they  should  confine  the  interven- 
tion of  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  for 
this  purpose  to  cases  in  which  Obstruc- 
tion was  intended.  The  consideration 
which  led  him  to  that  conclusion  was 
not  a  feeling  that  any  wrong  was  done, 
or  any  question  of  privilege  involved  in 
calling  upon  Members  to  rise;  but  it 
was  the  feeling  that  if  they  adopted 
this  as  a  general  Rule  they  would  be 
obliged  to  recognize  the  title  of  those 
Members  to  have  their  votes  recorded. 
That  would  introduce  a  novel  process  of 
taking  the  votes  of  Members.  Probably 
he  was  the  only  Member  of  the  House 
who  had  seen  that  done  ;  but  he  had  seen 
it  done.  It  was,  he  thought,  in  1834, 
when  first  of  all  in  the  Reformed  Par- 
liament a  feeling  began  to  prevail  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  House  itself  to 
have  the  votes  of  its  Members  recorded ; 
and  the  attempt  first  was  made  to  record 
the  votes,  as  was  then  always  the  case 
when  the  House  was  in  Committee, 
while  the  Members  sat  along  the  two 
sides  of  the  House.  There  were,  if  he 
remembered  rightly,  two  recorders — one 
from  each  side  of  the  House.    He  did 

Mr*  Marjorihanhs 


not,  however,  recollect  who  the  second 
person  was;  but  he  remembered  Mr. 
Hume  was  one  of  them,  always  forward 
in  good  works,  and  that  certain  Mem- 
bers very  wickedly  exchanged  spectacles 
and  resorted  to  other  artifices  to  disguise 
themselves,  in  order  that  Mr.  Hume 
might  fail  to  detect  who  they  were. 
That  attempt  was  then  made ;  he  did 
not  think  it  could  be  done  now ;  but  still 
he  believed  it  better  they  should  avoid 
any  novel  process  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
cording votes,  and  both  for  the  sake  of 
getting  rid  of  that  question,  and  of 
meeting  the  feeling  expressed,  he  should 
be  willing  to  introduce  the  words,  after 
the  word  **  Chairman,"  **  being  of  opi- 
nion that  his  decision  is  challenged  for 
the  purpose  of  Obstruction,"  &e.  He 
thought  that  would  answer  the  purpose 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  in  view,  and 
also  meet  other  Amendments  which  had 
been  placed  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  he  would  suggest, 
now  that  the  Prime  Minister  had  gone 
thus  far,  that  the  Government  should 
abandon  this  Resolution  altogether,  as 
without  it  there  were  plenty  of  powers 
against  Obstruction. 

Earl  PERCY  said,  he  trusted  the 
House  would  not  agree  with  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  because  it 
was  by  no  means  certain  that  the  House 
would  agree  to  the  subsequent  Rules. 
Cases  might  arise  in  which  the  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  would  be  extremely  un- 
willing to  go  to  the  extreme  length  of 
Naming  Members. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  he  approved  of 
the  alteration  made  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter ;  the  Resolution,  so  amended,  could 
do  no  harm  and  might  be  of  some 
service 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  rose  to  protest  against  the  mix- 
ing up  of  Obstruction  with  this  Rule  as 
with  those  already  passed,  inasmuch  as 
the  Prime  Minister  had  from  the  first 
maintained  that  they  were  intended  to 
compress  ordinary  debate.  He  urged 
it  would  be  better  that  the  question  of 
Obstruction  should  be  confined  to  the 
9th  Rule.  It  was  objectionable  that 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  should  have 
the  power  of  saying  that  certain  Mem- 
bers were  obstructing  at  the  moment. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  the  Resolu- 
tion became  valueless  if  the  Amendment 
were  accepted.     In  hi§  experience  as  a 
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casaal  Chairman,  he  had  found  that  on 
the  second  or  third  time  of  any  decisions 
beings  challenged  that  Members  chal- 
lenging did  not  rise  in  their  places,  thus 
tacitly  admitting  that  they  were  chal- 
lenging the  decision  for  obstructive  pur- 
poses. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
supposed  the  reason  hon.  Members  did 
not  rise  in  their  places  was  because  they 
thought  it  useless  to  do  so.  He  objected 
altogether  to  the  Hule  which  gave  the 
Chair  great  power  than  the  Closure 
Bule,  and  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  see  some  way  of  leaving  it  out. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBEOOKE  said, 
he  entertained  strong  objections  to  alter- 
ing the  Kesolution  from  its  present 
shape  to  deal  with  Obstruction.  As  it 
stood,  it  would  enable  the  House  to  deal 
with  vexatious  waste  of  time.  The  real 
difficulty  was  in  regard  to  the  propor- 
tion. What  might  be  a  fair  proportion 
in  a  small  House  might  become  intole- 
rable in  a  large  House  of  800  or  400 
Members.  He  thought  the  matter  might 
well  be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Committees. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  PEEL  said,  he  did  not 
accept  the  conclusion  that  a  small 
minority  were  necessarily  obstructive. 
However  small  a  minority,  they  were 
entitled  to  have  their  names  recorded. 
It  would  be  better  to  leave  the  Rule  as  it 
stood,  and  to  add  a  Proviso  at  the  end — 

"  Provided,  That,  sabject  to  the  decision  of 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Committees,  it 
■hall  be  competent  for  any  Member  so  rising  to 
demand  that  the  names  of  the  minority  shall  be 
recorded." 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  thought 
there  many  cases  in  which  it  would  be 
desirable  that  the  names  of  the  minority 
should  be  recorded — cases  in  which  the 
conduct  of  the  minority  could  have  no- 
thing of  Obstruction  in  it,  and  a  ma- 
jority had  always  the  right  to  call  for  a 
division.  The  difficulty  might  be  met 
by  restricting  the  Rule  to  cases  which, 
although  not  precisely  cases  of  Obstruc- 
tion, savoured  of  Obstruction,  like  Mo- 
tions of  Adjournment  and  to  report 
Progress,  or  that  the  Chairman  leave 
the  Chair.  That  would  leave  substan- 
tial Questions  to  be  divided  on  as  at 
present.  He  thought  a  minority  of  the 
House  ought  not  to  be  compelled  to  rise 
in  their  places  without  securing  a  divi- 
sion, if  they  had  a  good  case,  and 
thought  fit  to  call  for  it. 


Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  Ques- 
tion  before  the  House  was  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Berwick- 
shire (Mr.  Marjoribanks). 

Mr.  HOP  WOOD  asked  if  the  present 
Resolution  would  not  come  into  collision 
with  the  two  previous  Resolutions  ?  In 
the  2nd  Resolution  10  Members  were 
able  to  force  a  division ;  but  under  the 
present  one,  on  20  Members  rising,  the 
Speaker  could  at  once  declare  the  sense 
of  the  House.  He  thought,  under  those 
circumstances,  the  Government  would 
find  it  was  necessary  to  make  some  ex- 
ception such  as  that  proposed  in  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  said,  he  saw  no 
reason  why  double  as  many  Members 
should  be  required  under  that  Resolu- 
tion to  force  a  division  as  were  required 
at  Question  time. 

Mr.  macartney  said,  that  it  would 
be  unfair  and  unjust,  under  this  Rule,  to 
deprive  hon.  Members  of  the  right  they 
had  succeeded  in  obtaining  from  the  Go- 
vernment under  Rule  2. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  did  not  often 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Stock- 
port (Mr.  Hop  wood),  but  he  did  so  on 
that  occasion.  The  House  was  likely 
to  get  into  great  confusion  unless  it 
exercised  great  care  in  seeing  that  the 
Resolutions  did  not  clash  with  each 
other.  This  Resolution  was  clearly  con- 
tradictory of  the  1st  and  2nd  Resolu- 
tions, and  some  words  ought  to  be  in- 
troduced to  show  that  it  did  not  affect 
the  Rule  of  cldture.  It  was  absurd  to 
use  the  words  **  before  a  division,"  when 
the  very  Rules  required  that  a  division 
should  not  take  place. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  ap- 
pealed to  the  Speaker  on  a  point  of 
Order.  The- present  Resolution  practi- 
cally repealed  a  portion  of  a  former 
Resolution.  In  the  latter  part  of  the 
2nd  Resolution,  as  amended,  the  words 
were — 

**  Or  unless,  if  fewer  than  forty  Memhen  and 
not  less  than  ten  shall  thereupon  rise  in  their 
places,  the  House  shall,  on  a  Division  upon 
Question  put  forthwith,  determine  whether  such 
Motion  shall  he  made.** 

In  the  Resolution  now  before  the  House 
20  Members  were  required  to  rise  in 
their  places,  and  that  was  taking  away 
the  right  given  by  the  2nd  Resolution  to 
10  Members  to  call  for  a  division. 

Mr.  SPEAISER  :  The  2nd  Resolution 
applies    only  to  Motions  for  the  Ad- 
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joumment  of  the  House  before  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  are  entered  upon.  The  last 
part  of  this  Eesolution  applies  to  a 
diffferent  state  of  circumstances.  It 
states — 

"  That  when,  before  a  Division,  the  decision 
of  Mr.  Speaker,  or  of  the  Chairman  of  a  Com- 
mittee, that  the  *  Ayes '  or  *  Noes '  have  it,  is 
challenged,  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman,  may 
call  upon  the  Members  challenging  it  to  rise  in 
their  places ;  and,  if  they  do  not  exceed  twenty, 
he  may  forthwith  declare  the  determination  of 
the  House  or  of  the  Committee." 

That  IB  when  the  matter  is  challenged. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  that  under  that  Eesolution  the 
Speaker  could  deny  the  right  of  divi- 
sion. 

Mr.  DODSON  pointed  out  that  the 
latter  part  of  the  2nd  Eesolution  was 
imperative,  the  word  *' shall"  being 
used ;  whereas  the  4th  Eesolution  was 
permissive. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  that  made  no  difference  at  all. 

Mr.  G0E8T  said,  that  under  the 
Eesolution  they  were  discussing  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  had  a  discretion 
to  deprive  Members  of  a  right  pre- 
viously conferred  on  them.  Was  such  a 
Eesolution  in  Order  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  es- 
sence of  a  division  was  the  ascertain- 
ment of  the  majority  or  minority.  It 
was  not  necessary  that  Members  should 
walk  round  the  Lobby.  The  Govern- 
ment would  be  able  to  provide  subse- 
quently for  the  case  contemplated  by  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berwickshire  (Mr.  Marj or i banks). 

Mr.  MAEJOEIBANKS  said,  that  if 
Members  standing  in  their  places  were 
equivalent  to  a  division,  his  Amendment 
was  quite  useless. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  said,  that  the 
question  was  not  the  amount  of  the  mi- 
nority, but  the  amount  of  the  majority, 
and  the  latter  could  only  be  ascertained 
by  a  division. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEES  said,  he 
should  object  to  the  Amendment  being 
withdrawn  unless  the  Government  dis- 
tinctly informed  the  House  of  their  in- 
tentions. 

Mr.  BOUEKJ:  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Speaker  ought  to  ascertain  the 
numbers  on  the  other  side  than  that  on 
which  the  Motion  was  made  ? 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Farrxb  Hbrsohsll)  denied  that  there 

Mr.  Speaker 


was  any  inconsistency  between  the  2nd 
and  4th  Eesolutions. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  that  the  House,  having  once  de- 
cided that  10  Members  could  force  a  di- 
vision, it  was  not  competent  for  the 
House  to  go  behind  it. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  under 
those  circumstances,  that  was,  where  10 
Members  rose,  a  reference  could  be  made 
to  the  judgment  of  the  House. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  no  doubt 
that  was  so ;  but  how  was  that  judg- 
ment to  be  delivered  ?  Under  the  old 
Constitutional  means  it  would  be  by  a 
division.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
admitted  that  that  Eesolution  took  away 
with  one  hand  a  concession  which  had 
been  made  with  the  other.  The  point 
of  Order,  as  he  understood  it,  was  whe- 
ther the  House,  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion, had  decided  that  any  10  Members 
could  insist  on  a  division  being  taken  if 
they  rose  in  their  places  in  support  of 
the  Motion. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Herschell)  said,  that  if  10 
Members  rose  in  their  places  the  Speaker 
would  then  put  the  Question  whether 
leave  be  given  to  make  that  Motion  for 
Adjournment.  There  would  be  the 
**  Ayes''  and  the  **Noos,"  so  that  hon. 
Members  would  have  the  opportunity  of 
expressing  their  views ;  and,  therefore, 
there  was  nothing  inconsistent  in  the 
operation  of  that  Eule,  and  that  of 
Eule  2.  If  upon  the  Question  that 
leave  be  given  more  than  20  Members 
rose,  of  course  there  would  be  a  re- 
corded division;  but  if  less  than  20, 
there  would  be  no  division.  But  there 
was  no  inconsistency  between  the  Eules. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  ap- 
pealed to  the  Speaker  as  to  whether  or 
not  there  was  any  inconsistency. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  had  spoken,  and  had  no  right 
to  speak  again. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  questioned  if  the  Prime  Minister  had 
the  right  to  call  him  to  Order. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  had  no  right  to  make  another 
sDeech 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  was  not  going  to  do  so  ;  but  only  to 
put  a  question  to  the  Speaker.  The 
2nd  Eesolution  gave  a  right  to  10  Mem- 
bers to  call  for  a  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, and  the  4th  gave  the  Speaker  ox 
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Chairman  power  to  take  away  this  right 
if  less  than  20  Members  rose  in  their 
places  to  support  it. 

Mr.  8PEAKEE :  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  the  Question  appears  to  me  to  be 
not  without  difficulty.  Under  Resolu- 
tion 2,10  Members  can,  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances, demand  a  division.  I  doubt 
whether  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of 
Committees  would  be  debarred,  consi- 
dering that  the  Resolution  applies  to  the 
simple  question  of  Motions  for  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  from  preventing  a 
division  being  taken  in  the  ordinary  way 
acting  under  Resolution  No.  4. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  asked  whether 
tlie  ruling  of  the  Speaker  did  not  neces- 
Bitate  the  introduction  of  words  specially 
excepting  the  condition  contemplated  by 
Resolution  2  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say  that  it  would  be  absolutely  ne- 
cessary to  introduce  words  in  order  to 
except  the  conditions  referred  to  in  Reso- 
lution 2  from  the  operation  of  Reso- 
lution 4.  At  the  same  time,  I  think  it 
might  be  desirable  to  make  some  change 
in  the  wording  for  the  purpose  of  making 
the  Resolution  clear. 

Mr.  C.  S.  PARKER  suggested  that 
the  difficulty  would  be  obviated  by  the 
introduction  in  Rule  4,  in  line  1,  after 
the  word  "  division,"  of  the  words  **  after 
the  Orders  of  the  Day  or  Notices  of 
Motion  have  been  entered  upon." 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  asked  what  the 
Speaker  would  do  in  the  event  of  19 
Members  rising,  and  only  15  being  on 
the  other  side  ? 

An  hon.  Member  said,  that  in  that 
case  there  would  be  no  House. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  that 
in  the  event  of  precisely  40  Members 
being  present,  the  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man of  Committees  would  not  vote,  and, 
therefore,  19  Members  would  in  that 
case  outvote  20.  He  had  an  Amend- 
ment standing  in  his  name  lower  down 
which  would  deal  with  this  difficulty,  and 
lie  invited  the  attention  of  the  Prime 
Minister  to  it. 

Mr.  GORST  asked  if  the  Speaker 
had  ruled  that  the  Resolution  as  it  stood 
was  inconsistent  with  Resolution  2  ?  If 
60,  must  not  the  Resolution  be  with- 
drawn and  a  fresh  one  substituted  ? 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
what  would  happen  in  the  event  of  20 
Members  not  rising,  but  a  much  larger 
number  being  outside  ? 

yOL.  CCLXXIV.       [TJllliD  SEKIES.] 


Mr.  speaker  said,  he  presumed 
it  would  be  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Speaker. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  B ARTTELOT  said, 
he  felt  sure  that  the  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man of  Committees  would  be  put  in  a 
difficult  position  under  those  two  Reso- 
lutions, and  he  suggested  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  consent  to  withdraw 
Resolution  No.  4. 

Mr.  C.  S.  PARKER  said,  he  be- 
lieved that  this  Resolution — [^Cries  of 
**  Spoke  !  "}  Well,  he  would  point  out 
the  point  to  the  Speaker. 

Mr.  speaker  reminded  the  House 
that  the  Question  before  it  was  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berwickshire. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Speaker  for  a  decision  on  the 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst). 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  have  not  said  that 
the  Resolutions  were  inconsistent  with 
one  another.  I  did  say  that  it  might  be 
desirable  to  introduce  words  which  would 
prevent  a  possible  conflict  on  the  con- 
struction of  the  two  Resolutions. 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  said,  it  might 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House  if 
he  withdrew  his  Amendment.     [CVtM 

©/•''No,  noin 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  the  Amend- 
ment  

Mr.  monk  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  liad  spoken  before. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  he  understood 
the  right  hon.  Member's  previous  re- 
marks to  be  confined  to  the  point  of 
Order. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  it  was  so. 
[Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.]  Would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tell  him  one  word 
he  had  said  on  the  Amendment  ?  His 
objection  to  the  Resolution  was  that  it 
would  take  away  the  right  of  having  a 
recorded  division.  Yet  they  all  knew 
that  many  great  measures  had  begun  by 
being  supported  by  very  small  minori- 
ties. He  thought  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  to  be  withdrawn,  they  ought, 
in  the  first  place,  to  ascertain  from  the 
Government  what  they  intended  to  sub- 
stitute for  it. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  as  had 
been  pointed  out  by  the  Chair,  some  diffi- 
culty might  arise  from  the  Resolution  as 
it  stood  coming  into  conflict  with  part 
of  Resolution  2.  The  difficulty  was  en- 
tirely owing  to  the  possible  confiict  oi 
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doubtful  compatibility  with  Eesolation 
2  ;  and  it  had  been  sujrsrested  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Perth  (Mr.  C.  S.  Par- 
ker) that  it  might  be  met  by  oxchiding 
from  the  purview  of  this  Resolution 
everything  that  could  fall  within  the 
operation  of  Resolution  2.  That  would 
be  done  by  confining  the  scope  of  this 
Resolution  to  everything  that  occurred 
after  the  House  had  entered  upon  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Mo- 
tion. If  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Berwickshire  (Mr.  Marjoribanks) 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment,  it 
would  be  possible  to  insert  in  the  Reso- 
lution the  words  **  after  the  House  had 
entered  upon  the  Orders  of  the  Day  or 
the  Notices  of  Motion."  That  would 
destroy  all  possibility  of  conflict.  While 
bowing  to  the  ruling  of  the  Chair,  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  it  differed  from 
what  he  had  formerly  thought  was  the 
meaning  of  the  Resolution. 

Mr.  WARTON,  on  a  point  of  Order, 
argued  that  the  Resolution  not  only 
conflicted  with  Rule  2,  but  also  with 
Rule  1. 

In  reply  to  an  hon.  Membbb, 

Mb.  speaker  said,  he  apprehended 
that  under  Rule  1  there  must  De  a  divi- 
sion. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  observed  that,  ac- 
cording  to  his  construction  of  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  a  division 
might  be  understood  to  be  taken  by  20 
Members  standing  up  and  the  rest  re- 
maining seated  ;  but  in  that  case  there 
certainly  would  not  be  a  division  in  the 
ordinary  way. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  :  May  I  ask  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  to  inform  the  House  what 
is  the  meaning  of  a  division  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  When  the  decision 
of  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  is  chal- 
lenged, then  the  divisions  are  taken  in 
the  usual  way. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  CO  WEN  said,  he  would 
suggest  that,  as  there  seemed  to  be  great 
difficulty  in  understanding  the  Rule,  it 
should  be  temporarily  withdrawn  by  the 
Government,  and  re -introduced  in  an  in- 
telligible form.  If  they  went  on  patch- 
ing it  as  they  were  now  doing  no  one 
would  be  able  to  read  it,  or,  if  read, 
no  one  would  be  able  to  understand  it. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
that  the  Government  had  fallen  into  a 
mistake  which  they  had  never  antici- 
pated, owing  to  the  change  which  had 
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been  made  in  the  other  Rule.  The 
Rules  as  originally  printed  did  not  pre- 
sent any  point  of  conflict,  but  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion  the  Government 
had  made  certain  concessions  in  the 
other  Rules — and  he  doubted  very  much 
whether  they  could  have  passed  them  if 
they  had  not  done  so — and  this  had  led 
to  the  present  difficulty.  The  matter 
was  one  upon  which  there  ought  to 
be  not  the  least  doubt,  on  account  of  the 
unfairness  of  making  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  have  to  decide — perhaps  in  a 
very  heated  House — one  of  the  very 
difficult  questions  now  under  discussion. 
He  therefore  concurred  in  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Cowen)  that  the  Resolution 
should  be  withdrawn,  and  re-introduced 
in  an  amended  form.  If  the  Prime 
Minister,  who  drew  up  the  Resolution, 
put  one  interpretation  upon  it,  and  the 
Speaker  put  another,  it  was  abundantly 
clear  that  the  Resolution  ought  to  be  re- 
modelled. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  pointed  out  that  Resolu- 
tion 2  referred  only  to  the  period  be- 
fore the  Orders  of  the  Day  had  been 
entered  upon,  so  that  the  insertion  of 
the  words  suggested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Perth  (Mr.  C.  S.  Parker),  "  after 
the  House  has  entered  upon  the  Or- 
ders of  the  Day  or  Notices  of  Motion," 
would  entirely  remove  the  difficulty, 
and  there  could  be  no  possible  conflict 
between  the  two  Resolutions. 

Mr.  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  he 
desired  to  point  out  that  there  was  a 
distinct  conflict  between  the  1st  Resolu- 
tion and  the  4th,  for  whereas  the  Ist 
provided  for  a  division,  although  there 
might  happen  to  be  less  than  20  opposed 
to  the  Motion,  the  4th  Resolution  pro- 
vided that  before  a  division  the  Speaker 
might  call  upon  the  Members  chal- 
lenging his  decision  to  rise  in  their 
places,  and  if  those  Members  did  not 
exceed  20,  the  Speaker  might  forthwith 
declare  the  determination  of  the  House 
or  the  Committee. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henrt  James)  asked  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  to  reply  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Plymouth  (Mr.  E.  Clarke).  He  (the 
Attorney  General)  submitted  that  the 
division  might  be  taken  under  the  Ist 
Resolution  without  reference  to  the 
4th. 
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Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  rose 
to  Order.  Was  it  not  entirely  contrary 
to  the  Eules  of  the  House  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  should  make  a 
second  speech  on  the  same  subject? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  E.  Clarke) 
rose  to  a  point  of  Order,  and  the  Attor- 
ney General  rose  to  speak  to  that  point 
of  Order. 

Sir  henry  TYLER  begged  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Plymouth  was 
speaking  to  the  Amendment,  and  not  to 
a  point  of  Order. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  thought 
the  point  of  Order  had  been  raised  many 
minutes  ago  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton),  and 
had  not  yet  been  settled. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  quite  clear  that, 
under  Resolution  1 ,  the  Speaker  would 
not  be  at  liberty  to  call  upon  Members 
to  rise  in  their  places  as  in  Resolution  4. 

Mr.  MARJORI^ANKS  again  asked 
leave  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 
[CWmo/"No!"] 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  with- 
draw the  4th  Resolution. 

Mr.  BRYCE  pointed  out  that  leave 
had  not  yet  been  given  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berwickshire  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment.  He  said  that  he  de- 
sired to  show  that  there  was  no  incon- 
sistency between  the  1st  and  the  4  th 
Resolution,  if  the  point  had  not  been 
finally  disposed  of  by  the  ruling  of  the 
Chair ;  but  the  Speaker  stated  that  this 
could  not  be  done,  as  he  had  already 
given  his  ruling. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
begged  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  as  the  only  way  out  of  the  diffi- 
culty. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  begged  to  second  the 
Motion,  and  for  the  reason  that  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  House  was  not 
in  a  proper  frame  of  mind  to  discuss 
these  very  complicated  matters.  There 
was  so  much  difference  of  opinion  in  all 
parts  of  the  House  as  to  the  construc- 
tion of  these  Rules  that  it  seemed  to 
him  that  it  would  be  better  that  the  ad- 
journment should  take  place,  in  order 
that  further  consideration  could  be  given 
to  the  subject,  and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  might  examine  into  the 
different  interpretations  that  might  be 


placed  upon  the  several  clauses  that  had 
already  been  passed  in  contrast  with 
the  one  now  before  the  House.  Unless 
some  definite  interpretation  was  now 
placed  on  the  reading  of  this  Rule  in 
connection  with  the  Rules  that  had  been 
passed,  there  might  be  room  for  all 
sorts  of  difficulties  and  controversies  in 
Committee  when  the  Speaker  was  not 
in  his  place  to  decide  the  matter  for  the 
House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—  {Mr,  Arthur  O*  Connor,) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  rose  to  oppose  the 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  as  useless. 
There  was  no  conflict  between  the  4th 
Resolution  and  the  1st,  and  whatever 
conflict  there  might  have  been  between 
the  2nd  and  the  4th  would  be  removed 
by  the  introduction  of  certain  words  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Perth 
(Mr.  C.  S.  Parker).  He  hoped  the  Mo- 
tion would  be  withdrawn,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berwickshire  (Mr.  Mariori- 
banks)  would  be  allowed  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment,  and  then  the  House 
would  be  in  a  position  to  see  whether 
the  insertion  of  the  words  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Perth  would  be 
sufficient  to  remove  all  doubt  as  to  the 
meaning  of  the  Resolution. 

Mr.  warton  said,  he  supported 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment  on  the 
ground  that  not  a  single  occupant  of 
the  Treasury  Bench  was  in  a  position  to 
state  in  what  form  the  Government  in- 
tended to  present  the  Resolution  to  the 
House.  He  challenged  them  indivi- 
dually and  as  a  whole  to  do  so.  He  did 
not  believe  that  one  of  them  had  the 
slightest  idea  of  what  shape  it  would 
take  if  amended  as  proposed. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  he  thought  the 
whole  Resolution  should  be  re-drawn  by 
the  Government,  and  placed  before  the 
House  in  a  printed  form.  The  House 
was  in  no  way  extricated  from  its  diffi- 
culty by  the  interpretation  which  Mr. 
Speaker  had  given,  because  that  inter- 
pretation would  not  be  binding  on  a 
future  occupant  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  that  on  attentively 
reading  Resolutions  1  and  4,  he  thought 
there  was  a  conflict  in  the  construction 
of  them. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  rise  to  Order.  I  en- 
deavoured some  time  ago  to  submit  an 
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arfi^ument  on  this  subject,  and  I  was 
informed  that  I  could  not  do  so,  because 
a  ruling  on  the  point  had  already  been 
given. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  The  Question  im- 
mediately before  the  House  is  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.  The  question 
under  consideration  was  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Berwickshire 
(Mr.  Marjoribanks),  and  I  have  re- 
peatedly endeavoured  to  induce  the 
House  to  discuss  that  question. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  I  have  no  doubt  that 
neither  you  nor  any  of  your  successors 
in  the  Chair  would  ever  hold  that  it  was 
right  or  expedient  to  apply  the  1st  Eule 
without  a  division. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  bound  to  ob- 
serve to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman that  he  is  not  discussing  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  GIBSON:  With  great  respect, 
Sir,  on  my  construction  of  the  Amend- 
ment, I  am  on  the  very  point.  I  am 
of  opinion  that  there  may  be  a  ques- 
tion, and  a  very  serious  question,  as 
between  Eule  1  and  Eule  4,  and  which 
may  be  cured  by  the  adoption  of  the 
Amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK:  I  rise  to 
Order.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  already  been  ruled  out 
of  Order. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  I  understood,  from 
the  last  words  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  that  he  was  ad- 
dressing himself  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.GIBSON  said,  that  if  he  was  not  at 
liberty  on  this  question  of  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion of  the  conflict  between  Eules  1  and 
4,  he  would,  of  course,  at  once  resume 
his  seat ;  but  he  conceived  from  Mr. 
Speaker's  ruling  that  he  was  at  liberty 
to  do  so.  He  believed  that  if  he  was  in 
a  position  to  show  that  in  his  view  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berwickshire  was  one  that  was  germane 
to  the  question  of  whether  there  was  a 
conflict  between  the  1st  and  the  4th  Eeso- 
lutions,  he  should  be  in  Order  to  discuss 
it.  [  Cries  of*'  Order !  "]  Hon.  Members 
opposite  were  not  judges  of  Order,  and 
he  had  all  through  stated  that  he  was 
ready  at  once  to  resume  his  seat  if  any 
intimation  fell  from  the  Speaker  that  he 
was  not  in  Order.  He  was  of  opinion, 
having  read  the  1st  Eesolution  and  the 
4th,  that  this  was  a  question  of  con- 
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struction,  and  not  of  administration. 
[  Cries  of  **  Order !"]  There  might  be  a 
question,  and  a  serious  question,  arising 
out  of  the  Eules  as  they  now  stood,  and 
this  could  be  cured  by  the  adoption  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berwickshire. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  said,  he  understood 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  addressing  himself  to  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  GIBSON,  in  continuation,  said, 
the  closing  words  of  Eesolution  1  were — 
**  If  a  division  be  taken."  That  rendered 
extremely  appropriate  a  question  which 
was  started  by  his  hon.  Friend — namely, 
what  was  a  division  ?  He  found,  upon 
reference  to  Eule  4,  that  the  application 
of  the  Eule  was  to  be  before  a  division, 
and,  therefore,  reading  the  two  Eules 
together,  he  ventured  to  think  that  it 
was  more  than  questionable  how  thej 
would  be  construed,  for  he  thought  it 
would  be  competent  to  apply  Eesolution 
I  under  Eesolution  4. 

Me.  DILLWYN  rose  to  Order,  and 
pointed  out  that  the  House  had  that  day 
passed  a  Eesolution  declaring 

"  That  when  a  Motion  was  made  for  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  Debate,  or  of  the  House,  during 
any  Debate,  or  that  the  Chairman  of  a  Com- 
mittee do  Report  Progress,  or  do  leave  the  Chair, 
the  Debate  thereupon  shall  be  confined  to  the 
matter  of  such  Motion,  &c." 

The  Question  before  the  House  was  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate ;  but  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  now 
discussing  an  Amendment  not  before  the 
House.  He  appealed  to  the  Speaker 
whether  that  was  not  a  violation  of  the 
Eule  passed  to-day  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  The  hon.  Member 
for  Swansea  having  called  my  attention 
to  the  Eesolution  of  the  House,  which 
has  just  been  passed,  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentie- 
man  is  obliged  to  conform  to  that  Ee- 
solution, which  declares  distinctly  that 
when  a  Motion  for  adjournment  of  the 
debate  is  made,  the  subject  of  that  ad- 
journment should  be  alone  discussed. 

Mu.  GIBSON  said,  that  whenaMem« 
ber  who  sought  to  point  out  both  how 
the  House  had  got  into  a  difficulty  and 
how  they  might  get  out  of  it  was  pre- 
cluded from  doing  so,  that  showed  how 
admirably  these  Eules  had  been  framed 
for  facilitating  the  transaction  of  Public 
Business.     From  the  Eule  referred  tp 
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by  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea,  the 
GoTemment  had  expunged  the  word 
**  strictly."  He  would  submit  at  once  to 
the  Speaker's  ruling.  He  had  hoped  to 
assist  the  course  of  Public  Business  by 
indicating  how  an  adjustment  could  be 
arrived  at  by  a  reasonable  considera- 
tion of  topics  which  might  induce  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment. 

Ma.  DILLWYN:  I  rise  to  Order 
again,  and  appeal  to  you,  Sir,  whether 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  G-entleman  is 
not  arguing  the  question  which  you  have 
ruled  out  of  Order  ? 

Me.  GIBSON  said,  that,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  had  no  wish  to  press 
the  matter.  He  would  take  no  further 
part  in  the  discussion,  feeling  that  it  was 
impossible  for  him  at  this  stage  of  the 
proceedings  to  put  before  the  House  the 
view  he  honestly  desired  to  present  for 
the  furtherance  of  Public  Business. 

Lord  KANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  no  event  could  have  happened  that 
had  gpiven  him  greater  pleasure  than  to 
find  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
called  to  Order  under  the  Eesolution 
Dasfiod  to-dav 

Mr.  LABoijCHEEE  :  I  rise  to  Order. 
I  would  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  the  noble 
Lord  is  either  facilitating  Business  or 
speaking  to  the  Motion  ? 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  if  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  voted  yesterday  in  favour  of  an 
Amendment  which  was  moved  from  be- 
low the  Opposition  Gangway,  he  would 
not  have  been  stopped  in  his  speech  as 
he  had  been  just  now.  His  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gibson)  had 
been  caught  in  his  own  toils.  He  had 
never  known  a  Motion  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  which  was  so  much  justified 
as  the  present  one.  The  House  had 
been  now  engaged  for  two  hours  and  a 
quarter  in  trying  to  get  not  only  at  the 
sense  of  the  Eesolution,  but  at  the 
interpretation  which  the  Government 
put  upon  their  proposals.  The  Go- 
vernment had  inserted  new  words  at 
the  last  moment,  and  without  Notice  into 
each  of  their  Eesolutions,  and  they  had 
landed  the  House  in  a  complete  fog  and 
mystification.  If  they  had  been  proceed- 
ing by  Bill,  there  would  have  been  op- 
portunities for  correcting  mistakes ;  but 
in  proceeding  by  Eesolution  the  case  was 
quite  diHerent. 


Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  noble  Lord  is 
not  confining  himself  to  the  Question 
before  the  House. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  that  he  was  arguing  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate,  because  it  was 
a  matter  of  the  utmost  moment  that  the 
House  should  proceed  with  due  delibera- 
tion, and  should  not  approve  of  the  way 
the  Government  had  introduced  their 
Amendments,  without  even  putting  them 
on  the  Paper  like  other  people.  If  the 
Government  wished  to  get  on  with  the 
Business  before  them  it  would  be  better 
to  withdraw  this  Eesolution  and  bring  it 
up  again  in  a  difi'erent  form.  Lest  there 
should  be  any  silly  talk  by  the  organs 
of  the  Government  about  Obstruction  on 
the  Conservative  Benches,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  the  whole  of  the  discussion 
had  been  originated  by  a  Liberal  Mem- 
ber— by  a  faithful  follower  of  the  Govern- 
ment— and  continued  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  who  differed  from  one  another. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  said,  he 
should  support  the  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment, because  the  recommendation 
of  the  Prime  Minister  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Perth  (Mr.  C.  S.  Parker)  would  only  get 
them  out  of  one  difficulty  into  another. 
In  the  one  case  a  necessary  number  of 
10  would  be  requisite,  and  in  the  other 
20,  thereby  creating  a  distinction  and  a 
different  class  of  offence  not  intended  to 
be  created  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  salt  said,  he  wanted  to  know 
the  real  effect  of  the  last  Eesolution? 
He  was  going  to  vote  for  the  adjourn- 
ment because  he  regarded  these  Eesolu- 
tions  with  the  greatest  anxiety  and 
alarm.  He  was  very  much  afraid  that 
by  relying  too  much  upon  the  letter 
and  precise  meaning  of  the  Eesolutions 
as  about  to  be  altered,  instead  of  put- 
ting down  Obstruction,  they  would 
legalize  it.  His  second  reason  for  sup- 
porting the  Motion  was  that  he  believed 
they  would  proceed  very  much  faster 
and  better  with  the  Business  if  plenty  of 
time  was  taken,  so  that  the  Cabinet 
might  make  up  its  mind  as  to  the  effect 
of  the  words  put  before  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  69  ;  Noes 
121  :  Majority  62.— (Div.  List,  No. 
371.) 
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Mb.  MAEJOEIBANKS  begged  leave 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment.  [  Cries  of 
**  No,  no  !  "] 

Me.  GIBSON  said,  when  the  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
had  interrupted  him  he  was  about  to 
state  that  there  was  extreme  danger  in 
allowing  Eesolution  4  to  pass  in  its  pre- 
sent shape.  He  believed,  as  a  question 
of  construction,  that  the  Eesolution 
could  be  argued  most  persuasively  and 
with  great  power,  that  it  would  be  com- 
petent for  the  Speaker,  if  he  pleased,  to 
apply  Eesolution  No.  4,  and  that  under 
Eesolution  No.  1  a  division  would  not 
be  mandatory.  Therefore,  before  they 
parted  with  the  Amendment,  he  would 
like  to  have  it  more  plain  that  there 
would  be  no  possibility  of  ever  ap- 
plying Eesolution  No.  4  to  Eesolution 
No.  1.  He  believed  that  the  words 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Berwick- 
shire (Mr.  Marjoribanks)  would  be  suf- 
ficient for  that  purpose,  because  the 
Motion  which  would  have  to  be  put 
under  Eesolution  No.  1  were  the  very 
words  which  would  be  contained  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member.  If  the 
Amendment  was  to  be  withdrawn,  he 
thought  the  Government  should  give  a 
distinct  assurance  that  some  such  words 
should  be  incorporated  in  the  Eesolution. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  the  Eesolution 
should  be  amended  so  as  not  only  to  exclude 
the  possible  operation  of  Eule  2,  but 
also  that  some  words  should  be  adoptod 
which  would  prevent  the  possibility  of 
Eule  No.  1  being  applied. 

Mr.  GEEGOEY  said,  there  was  a 
latent  ambiguity  in  the  construction  of 
the  Eesolution  as  it  stood.  That  am- 
biguity might  be  removed  by  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Buchanan), 
which  was  lower  down  on  the  Paper. 

Question  put,  **  That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  35;  Noes 
100:  Majority  65.— (Div.  List,  No. 
372.) 

Mb.  C.  S.  PAEKEE  moved  to  insert, 
after  the  word  '*  That,'*  in  line  1,  the  fol- 
lowing words: — **  after  the  House  has 
entered  upon  the  Orders  of  the  Day  or 
Notices  of  Motion."  The  Speaker,  he 
said,  had  ruled  that  the  2nd  Eesolution 
and  the  4th  conflicted  to  a  certain  extent. 
His  Amendment  was  framed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  removing  that  ground  of  objec- 


tion. Eesolution  2  related  only  to  the 
time  before  the  consideration  of  the 
Orders  of  the  Day;  but  his  proposal 
would  make  the  Eesolution  apply  only 
after  the  House  should  have  entered 
upon  the  consideration  of  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  or  Notices  of  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1,  after  the  word  **  That,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  after  the  House  haa  entered  upon 
the  Orders  of  the  Day  or  Notices  of  Motions." 
-^Mr.  C.  S,  Farktr.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  considered  the  Amendment 
childish  and  absurd.  If  it  were  adopted, 
they  would  have  one  set  of  Rules  before 
half-past  4  o'clock  and  another  after  that 
hour.  That  was  precisely  the  argument 
of  the  Prime  Minister  against  the  pro- 
posal a  day  or  two  ago  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A .  J.  Balfour) 
with  respect  to  Business  after  half-past 
12.  The  Prime  Minister  had  also  said 
he  only  wanted  to  limit  the  Resolution 
to  those  who  were  obstructive — [Mr. 
Gladstone  :  No !] — and,  in  order  to  do 
that,  had  accepted  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Perth ;  but  that 
Amendment  would  allow  Members  to 
obstruct  in  as  factious  and  improper  a 
manner  as  could  possibly  be  conceived, 
because  it  would  be  possible  for  five,  or 
four,  or  three  Members  to  force  the 
House  to  divide  on  every  clause  of  any 
private  Bill  which  came  on  before  half* 
past  12.  That  was  the  sort  of  Amend- 
ment which  the  hon.  Member  for  Perth, 
inspired  by  the  Prime  Minister,  or  the 
Prime  Minister,  inspired  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Perth,  supported.  He  would 
certainly  take  a  division  against  it. 

Mr.  WAETON  suggested  that  the 
difficulty  would  be  avoided  by  intro- 
ducing such  limiting  words  as  ''  save 
and  except  as  provided  by  Rules  1 
and  2." 

Mr.  GEEGOEY  said,  it  was  quite 
clear  that  the  Amendment  before  the 
House  did  not  meet  the  objections  which 
had  been  made  against  the  Rule.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  the  best  course 
would  be  that  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Perth  (Mr.  0.  8. 
Parker)  should  be  withdrawn,  and  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  Buchanan)  accepted. 
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Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  the  Prime 
Minister  had  appeared  to  dissent  from 
the  statement  which  had  been  made,  to 
the  effect  that  he  had  intended  to  make 
the  Eule  apply  solely  to  cases  of  Ob- 
struction. It  had  certainly  also  been 
understood  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  intended,  at  the  proper  stage, 
to  admit  into  the  Besolution  words 
which  would  confine  its  application  to 
cases  which,  in  the  opinion  of  Mr. 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman,  would  be  one 
of  Obstruction.  Assuming  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  adhered  to  that 
undertaking,  he  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  would 
point  out  that  the  Amendment  under 
discussion  in  no  shape  or  form  dealt 
with  the  supposed  conflict  between  the 
Resolution  and  Resolution  No.  1.  There 
had  been  a  good  deal  of  confusion  upon 
that  subject,  and  it  appeared  to  exist 
chiefly  in  the  minds  of  the  learned  occu- 
pants of  the  Treasury  Bench.  He  thought 
it  would  effect  a  groat  saving  of  time  if 
the  House  were  informed  how  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  the  Rule  should 
eventually  read.  It  was  impossible  for 
the  House  to  give  proper  consideration 
to  the  Resolution,  to  which  some  scores 
of  Amendments  had  been  suggested, 
until  they  knew  what  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  were. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  accord- 
ing to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government,  at  the  be- 
ginning of  a  discussion,  to  declare  what 
their  intentions  were.  That  would  mean 
that  they  would  listen  to  no  arguments 
and  make  no  concession.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  challenged  him  upon  the 
indication  he  had  given  with  regard  to 
the  object  of  the  Rule.  The  Govern- 
ment were  certainly  willing  to  have  the 
introduction  of  limiting  words.  On  con- 
sideration, he  was  inclined  to  believe 
that  the  limiting  words  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Buchanan) 
were  better  words  than  those  suggested 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hampshire  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth). 
If  the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Perth  (Mr.  0.  S.  Parker)  were  intro- 
duced, they  would  put  out  of  the  ques- 
tion altogether  everything  that  related 
to  conflict  between  Resolution  2  and  this. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
was  satisfied  with  the  declaration  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  He  had  no  objection 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Perth,  save   that  which  had  been 


suggested  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill).  He  would,  however, 
accept  the  words  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Perth,  as  he  understood  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  also  embody  in  the  Re- 
solution the  words  which  were  to  be 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh. He  hoped,  in  that  case,  the 
House  would  be  allowed  to  go  on  with 
the  debate. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  if  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  were  accepted,  it  would  not 
meet  the  objections  which  had  been  put 
forward  by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill).  If  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Perth  were  car- 
ried without  guard  or  supplement,  the 
whole  field  of  Private  Business  would 
be  left  open  to  obstructive  action.  Vari- 
ous authorities  of  the  House  had,  from 
time  to  time,  pointed  out  the  danger 
which  existed  at  time  of  Private  Busi- 
ness, and  the  opportunity  which  it  gave 
to  Members  for  the  purpose  of  obstruc- 
tively lengthening  debates.  The  Rules 
would  not  be  successful  if  a  loophole 
were  left  which  could  be  taken  advan- 
tage of  by  obstructive  Members.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  the  Government,  if 
they  accepted  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Perth,  would  give  a  pledge 
that  they  meant  to  guard  the  House 
against  Obstruction  at  the  time  of  Pri- 
vate Business. 

Mr.  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  press 
upon  the  House  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Perth,  which,  if  the 
Government  meant  to  adopt  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  also,  would 
be  pure  mischief.  Supposing  it  were 
agreed  that  the  Speaker  ought  to  have 
the  power  which  the  Rule  would  confer, 
would  it'  not  be  wise  to  leave  it  unfet- 
tered in  the  way  proposed  by  the 
Amendment  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farrek  Herschell)  said,  that,  if  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  were  accepted,  then,  in  order 
to  avoid  the  conflict  they  were  implored 
to  avoid,  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Perth  would  be  absolutely 
necessary. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Perth  might  be  ne- 
cessary to  prevent  a  conflict ;  but  there 
might  be  a  better  way  of  doing  it  by 
adding  a  Proviso  to  the  Rule. 
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87.3.) 

Me.  GORST  moved,  in  Resolution  4, 
line  1,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  before 
a  division,"  and  to  insert  the  words 
"aftw  tbe  House  has  been  cleared  for 
a  division."  There  were  other  Amend- 
menta  to  the  same  effect  on  the  Paper, 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 


summoning  Members  into  the  Hooee  if 
there  were  not  20  Members  present  to 
support  a  Motion  for  Adjournment. 

Mr.  FARNELL  said,  he  could  not 
agree  with  the  Solicitor  General  that 
there  was  any  ambiguity  in  the  Amend* 
ment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Chatham.     The 


movettDytaeHon  MemoeriorJJurniey  g  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^e  precluded  by  1 
(Mr.  Eylands)  and  the  hon.  and  learned  J^j^^  of  the  Houee  from  putting  the 
Member  for  Beaumaria  (Mr  Morgan  Question  unUlthreo  minutes  were  up  by 
Lloyd)  In  Committee,  no  doubt,  It  was  the  eand-glass.  But,  passing  from  that, 
fair  that  only  those  should  have  an  op-  ^^  ^^^^^j  ^^^  Government  would  do 
portunity  of  voting  who  had  actu^ly  ^^  to  reconsider  the  Resolution  as  a 
been  present  at  the  dieeuBsion  He,  ^j^^]^  j^  „^  ^^^  „f  ^  ^^^^^  offensive 
however,  contended  that  when  the  Go-  (jh^racter  to  a  minority,  aa  they  were 
compelled  to  stand  up  if  they  sought  a 
division  and  ezpose  themselves  to  the 
ridicule  of  the  majority.  He  had  re- 
peatedly to  do  so  himself,  when  he  aad 
the  other  Members  of  the  Irish  Party, 


vemment  had  tbe  pow 

their  supporters  from  the  Lobby  or  the 

Library  to   take  part   ia  a  division,  it 

would  be  only  justice  to  the  Opposition 

that  they  should  be  allowed  time  to  sum-  u      r    u     mi 

men  their  forces  before  they  were  called    |^igTe"d"bylwsh^ay  English  MembM^ 

on  to  stand  up la  their  places  to  demand      ■    ■■         -■,,...       ■■   ,   °    ..     ^ 

a    division.     As  thin)^a   were,    the   Go- 


challenged  divisions  when  tho  Ureency 
Rules  were  in  force  last  Session.    There 
was  DOthiag  more  calculated  to  excite 
feelings  of    indignation   and   irritation 
in  the  breast  of  hon.  Gentlemen  than 
the  application  of  a  Rule  as  it  was  i^ 
plied  in  those  days,  and  as  the  Govern* 
ment  sought  to  have  it  applied  by  thnr 
refusal  to  agree  to  the  Amendment  of 
a  leave  out  tlie  words  "  befora   the   hon.    and    learned     Member  for 
■  Divifiion,"  and  iiiE«rt  tho  words  "after  tho    Chatham    (Mr.   Gorst).      He  thought  it 
House  hai  been  cleared  for  a  Divmon,  — {3fr.  ■  ■  P  .,    . 


vemment  always  had  an  advantage, 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman  invariably  de- 
cided the  "  Ayes  "  or  "  Noes  "  in  favour 
of  tbe  Government. 

Mr.   HIOES  seconded   the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  lint 


Oortt,) 
— instead  thereof. 
Question  proposed,  ' 


That  the  words 


very  great  boon  to  ask  that 
hon.  Members  who  were  about  the 
House  should  be  informed  that  a  diri- 
to  take  place  before  this  Rule 


'  before  a  Division '  stand  part  of  the    ^as  to  be  put  ia  force.     It  appeared  to 

"'"""""  him  that  if  the  House  went  on  in  the 

way  it  was  now  going  the  House  would 


Question 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fakrer  Hebbcdell)  said,  ho  did  not 
think  the  Amendment  was  altogether 
clear.  He  understood  the  Amendments 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr, 
Rylands)  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Beaumaris  (Mr.  Morgan 
Lloyd),  which  raised  tbe  question  much 
more  distinctly.  The  House  was  cleared 
much  too  rapidly  to  effect  the  purpose 


come  to  be  a  mere 
machine.  Such  a  Rule  as  the  present, 
and  by  providing  that  it  wa«  not  neoea- 
sary  that  the  Division  Bell  should  be 
rung,  distinctly  held  out  to  Members  an 
inducetnent  to  absent  themselveB  from 
the  House.  Thej  knew  that  evil  had 
already  attained  to  a  considerable  mag- 
They  knew  that  hundreds  of 


aimed  at  by  tbe  Amendment,  which  he  Members  handed  themselves  over  bodily 

perfectly  understood,  though  he  did  not  to  the  Whips  without  knowing  anything 

understand  the  means  by  which  that  end  about    tho    merits  of  tbe  question  on 

was  sought.  The  Government,  however,  which  they  were  dividing, 
could  not  agree  to  the  Amendment.  After        Colonel    STANLEY    said,    he   was 

the    concessions    already  made  by  the  sorry  the  Government  did  not  see  their 

Government  the  Resolution  was  confined  way  to  accept  the  Amendment,  which  he 

to  Motions  of  a  dilatory  character,  and  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
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City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  was  straight- 
forward and  reasonable.  The  Bule  now 
proposed  was  recommended  many  years 
Ago  ^y  the  Committee  which  sat  on  the 
question  ;  but  it  must  be  remembered 
that  all  was  totally  altered  now  by  the 
passing  of  the  1st  Eesolution.  They 
ought  to  reconsider  this  Resolution  be- 
cause, under  certain  circumstances,  it 
might  lead  to  this  absurdity — that  while 
there  might  be  a  great  number  of  Mem- 
bers outside  who  were  willing  to  vote  if 
summoned,  yet  the  number  of  Members 
who  stood  up  to  challenge  a  division 
might  be  so  small,  and  the  other  Mem- 
bers present  so  few,  that  the  House 
would  be  counted  out  on  an  important 
question.  It  appeared  to  him  to  be  little 
short  of  an  injustice  to  require  that  a 
division  might  be  taken  without  hon. 
Members  who  were  outside  having  an 
opportunity  of  knowing  what  was  going 
on.  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  went  to  a  division  he  should 
certainly  support  him. 

Mb.  WARTON  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  word  ''a"  in  the  Besolution 
occurred  synonymous  with  '*any,y  and 
therefore  the  Bule  could  be  applied  to 
any  division,  and  not  only  to  those  cases 
to  which  the  Solicitor  General  had 
alluded.  He  wished  to  call  attention  to 
the  absurdity  of  retaining  the  words 
**  before  a  division,  "inasmuch  as  the  very 
object  of  the  Bule  was  to  prevent  a 
division  being  taken.  In  order  to  make 
the  Amendment  clearer  he  begged  to 
move  as  an  Amendment  to  it  to  add  the 
words  **  and  after  the  lapse  of  two 
minutes  as  indicated  by  the  sand- 
glass.'' 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  Question  before 
the  House  is  that  the  words  '*  before  a 
Division  "  stand  part  of  the  Besolution. 
In  the  event  of  that  proposition  being 
negatived,  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  fMr. 
Gorst)  will  be  put,  and  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  will  follow. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
that  the  absurdity  of  the  Bule  was  made 
apparent  by  the  state  of  the  House 
at  that  very  moment.  Supposing  the 
Speaker  required  those  who  demanded 
a  division  to  stand  up,  there  would  not 
be  the  sufficient  number  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side,  although  on  the  Front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  were  sitting  no  less  than 
five  ex-Cabinet  Ministers.    Therefore, 


unless  the  Amendment  were  adopted, 
great  injustice  might  be  committed. 

Mb.  BEBESFOBD  HOPE  said,  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  was  demanded  by 
the  equity  of  the  case,  unless  they  in- 
tended to  make  a  complete  sweep  of  all 
the  old  Forms  of  the  House.  It  was  a 
principle  of  the  House  that  the  Speaker 
never  saw  how  many  Members  were  pre- 
sent unless  his  attention  was  called  to 
it.  In  most  Foreign  Legislatures  various 
inducements  were  offered  to  Members  to 
remain  in  the  Chamber;  but  in  that 
House  all  the  allurements  were  outside. 
Abroad  there  were  desks;  there  were 
means  of  writing ;  newspapers  could  be 
read  in  the  House.  Witn  us  there  were 
only  barely  comfortable  benches.  The 
Division  Bell  was  rang  for  the  purpose 
of  bringing  in  those  Members  who  were 
in  the  building,  but  not  in  the  House, 
but  whose  right  to  vote  was  thereby 
admitted.  It  was  a  great  violation  of 
the  ancient  law  and  practice  of  Par- 
liament only  to  call  upon  Members  to 
vote  who  happpened  to  be  in  the 
House  at  the  time  of  putting  the  Ques- 
tion. If  it  were  impossible  to  prove 
such  a  system  illegal,  yet  it  was  un- 
doubtedly contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the 
Constitutional  Parliamentary  system. 
Motions  for  the  adjournment  were  usually 
made  either  because  the  House  was 
tired  of  the  matter,  or  it  was  of  too 
trivial  a  character  to  be  further  dis- 
cussed. So  the  emptiness  of  the  House 
when  such  a  Motion  was  made  should 
be  an  argument  in  favour  of  its  oppor- 
tunenees  and  of  the  adjournment  being 
granted.  He  trusted  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  refuse  to  accept  this 
small  Amendment. 

Mb.  MACFABLANE  said,  he  could 
not  conceive  on  what  principle  of  fair- 
ness the  Government  could  refuse  to  ac- 
cept this  Amendment.  It  was  conceiv- 
able that  in  the  future  a  Chairman  of 
Committees  might  defer  putting  the 
Question  until  he  saw  that  the  Opposi- 
tion was  so  thin  that  it  could  not  divide. 
There  was  an  obvious  way  of  meeting 
this  Bule  which,  no  doubt,  would  be  re- 
sorted to  if  the  Amendment  was  not  ac- 
cepted. As  soon  as  hon.  Members  saw 
that  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  was 
about  to  put  the  Question,  they  would 
move  that  the  House  be  counted.  That 
would  cause  the  Division  Bell  to  ring, 
and  the  House  to  become  filled. 
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Mr.  hicks  said,  the  Government, 
having  passed  a  Hesolution  depriving 
hon.  Members  of  freedom  of  speech, 
were  now,  by  the  present  Resolution, 
going  to  introduce  m  effect  the  ballot, 
and  prevent  the  electors  from  knowing 
how  their  Kepresentatives  voted.  On  a 
former  occasion  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment refused  to  allow  one  particular 
vote  to  be  taken  by  ballot,  when  the 
Opposition  thought  such  a  proceeding 
would  protect  the  independence  of  Mem- 
bers. He  had  not  supported  that  pro- 
posal because  he  objected  to  the  ballot 
altogether  ;  and  he  still  hoped  to  see  the 
day  when  we  should  a^ain  have  honest 
open  voting.  But  the  Government, 
having  opposed  that  modified  proposal, 
now  wished  the  House  to  adopt  the  ballot 
in  all  small  divisions.  He  would  draw 
the  serious  attention  of  the  House  to 
what  the  effect  would  be  ;  the  Hesolution 
would  have  frequent  operation,  for  he 
found,  looking  at  the  last  Session  of  the 
last  Parliament,  there  were  as  many  as 
46  divisions  in  which  the  minority  did 
not  reach  20,  and,  during  one-third  of 
the  Session,  the  minorities  were  under 
30.  Surely  constituencies  ought  to  know 
who  voted  on  these  numerous  divisions. 
Generally  speaking,  very  few  Members 
were  in  the  House  when  a  division  was 
first  called.  This  was  an  attack  upon 
the  rights  of  the  minorities.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  Resolution  because  the  con- 
stituencies would  be  prevented  from 
learning  how  their  Members  voted.  Fur- 
ther, he  would  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House,  and  particularly  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  sitting  below  the  Gang- 
way, to  facts  which  he  ventured  to  think 
must  be  of  interest  to  them.  The  mino- 
rities in  former  times  on  many  impor- 
tant questions  had  been  small,  and  yet  it 
had  been  a  matter  of  interest  to  see  of 
whom  those  minorities  consisted.  For 
instance,  the  first  minority  for  admis- 
sion of  Jews,  in  1838,  was  only  52; 
Repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws,  in  1813- 
14,  only  42.  Surely  hon.  Members 
opposite  would  not  have  wished  these 
votes  to  have  passed  by  unnoticed. 
Then,  again,  in  1830,  Mr.  O'Connell's 
proposal  for  Universal  Suffrage  received 
the  support  of  only  13  votes.  Then, 
again,  on  the  gpreat  question  of  Reform, 
the  minority  in  the  first  division  in  1810 
was  only  15 — a  minority  proud  of  being 
the  forerunners  of  the  great  Reform  Act. 
How  would  these  measures  even  have 


attracted  public  attention  if  the  debates 
had  been  cut  short  and  the  Division  Lists 
suppressed?  In  order,  therefore,  that 
the  interests  of  these  small  minorities 
might  be  preserved,  he  should  vote  for 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  understand  the  reasons 
of  the  Government  for  not  accepting  the 
Amendment.  When  they  came  to  con- 
sider the  occasions  on  which  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  should  exercise  this 
power,  they  were  not  unwilling  to  con- 
sider whether  these  occasions  should  be 
limited  to  what  were  aptly  called  "  ob- 
structive" or  dilatory  Motions.  What 
they  contended  was  that  the  House  ought 
not  to  admit  an  Amendment  which  would 
cause  an  unnecessary  waste  of  two  mi- 
nutes on  every  division.  During  a  single 
evening  half-an-hour  might  be  wasted. 

Mr.  WARTON:  Never! 

Mr.    GLADSTONE:    Never!     The 
hon.   and  learned  Gentleman  spoke  as 
if  he  had  sat  in   the  House  since  the 
time  of  Adam.     The  hon.   and  learned 
Gentleman  was  a  Parliamentary  babe. 
He   was   not  aware  that    20  divisions 
of    this    kind    had     been     frequently 
taken  in  the  course  of  a  night.     He 
(Mr.    Gladstone),  however,   was  aware 
of  it,  for  he  had  voted  in  the  divisions, 
and  so  had  other  hon.  Members,  and  he 
begged  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
not  to  exercise  the  eidture  on  the  respon- 
sibility of  a  private  individual  happen- 
ing to  occupy  a  seat  in  this  House.    His 
(Mr.   Gladstone's)  contention   was  dis- 
tinct, that  in  the  case  of  dilatory  Motions 
that  waste  of  two  minutes  ought  not  to 
bo  permitted.     The  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Beresford   Hope)   had  pleaded  Parlia- 
mentary tradition  ;  but  these  rights  had 
grown  up   gradually  ;    they    were  not 
existing  when  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  first 
came  into  Parliament.     He  thought  that 
the  proposal  now  before  the  House  was 
meaningless  and  absurd. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  the 
Amendment  dealt  with  a  matter  so  in- 
conceivably small  that  he  was  astonished 
the  Prime  Minister  should  refuse  to 
accept  it.  The  allowance  of  two  minutes, 
so  far  from  wasting  the  time  of  the 
House,  would  prevent  a  great  deal  of 
irritation  and  confusion.  Members  who 
happened  to  be  outside  the  precincts  of 
the  House  would  be  irritated  to  find  that 
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they  were  not  to  have  the  privilege  of 
taking  part  in  a  division  simply  because 
some  Member  had  moved  a  dilatory 
Motion.  He  therefore  intreated  the  Go- 
vernment not  to  resist  the  Motion.  One 
word  as  to  the  form  of  the  Amend- 
ment. He  understood  the  Speaker  to 
say  that  the  Question  would  be  that  the 
words  ** before  a  Division"  stand  part 
of  the  Besolution.  These  words,  he 
thought,  were  meaningless,  and  there- 
fore he  suggested  that  they  should  be 
omitted. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
wished  there  was  some  method  by  which 
they  could  get  the  Prime  Minister  into 
the  same  frame  of  mind  he  was  in  on  the 
previous  day,  wlien  he  had  made  some 
fairly  valuable  concessions.  To-night, 
however,  he  did  not  seem  in  a  humour 
to  give  any  consideration  to  any  Amend- 
ments whatever,  no  matter  whether  they 
came  from  one  side  of  the  House  or  the 
other.  Something  evidently  had  gone 
wrong.  The  Besolution  now  before  them 
would  be  easily  evaded,  for  whenever 
the  Chairman  called  on  Members  to  rise 
in  their  places,  it  would  be  easy  for  any 
hon.  Member  to  question  whether  a 
quorum  was  present,  and  to  necessitate 
the  ringing  of  the  Division  Bell.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  No !]  He  challenged  the 
hon.  Member  to  cite  any  case  in  which 
the  Speaker  had  decided  there  was  a 
quorum  without  ringing  the  bell.  Why 
tne  Government  should  obstinately  op- 
pose that  Amendment,  which  was  in- 
tended to  prevent  an  illegitimate  artifice, 
he  could  not  understand.  In  Commit- 
tee, especially,  that  Eule  would  work 
very  unfairly,  and  the  Chairman  might 
be  expected  to  take  advantage  of  it 
when  the  House  was  very  thin.  As  an 
example  of  the  thinness  of  the  House 
at  certain  times,  he  mentioned  that  when 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gorst) 
moved  his  Amendment  during  the  dinner 
time,  no  other  Conservative  Member 
happened  to  be  present,  and  when  the 
Speaker  asked  who  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment, an  Irish  Member  undertook  to 
do  so.  But  for  this,  they  would  have 
had  no  opportunity  of  discussing  this 
important  point.  It  would  be  extremely 
hard  on  Members  conducting  the  oppo- 
sition to  a  Bill  to  find  that  owing  to 
their  brief  absence  from  the  House  im- 
portant questions  had  been  decided 
without  their  having  an  opportunity  of 
recording  their  votes.     The  Prime  Mi- 


nister said  the  Hesolution  was  to  be 
confined  to  dilatory  Motions ;  but  there 
were  no  Motions  for  Adjournment  which 
were  not  dilatory.  The  supporters  of 
the  Amendment  had  justice  and  right 
on  their  side,  and  if,  unfortunately,  the 
Goverment  persisted  in  refusing  to  ac- 
cept reasonable  Amendments,  the  means 
might  be  found  of  compelling  them  to 
give  way. 

Mb.  SCLATERBOOTH  said,  he  was 
surprised  that  the  Prime  Minister  should 
resist  that  Amendment.  He  should  have 
thought  that  the  Government  would 
have  agreed  to  it  as  a  matter  of  course, 
instead  of  quarrelling  over  a  trumpery 
two  minutes,  and  refusing  to  allow  the 
Division  Bell  to  be  rung.  To  insist  on 
a  division  being  taken  at  a  moment's 
notice,  without  giving  Members  time  to 
come  from  the  adjoining  rooms,  was  a 
thing  which  he  should  have  thought 
would  never  have  entered  the  mind  of 
anyone. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  thought  the 
zeal  for  economizing  public  time  must 
have  reached  an  amazing  pitch  when 
the  saving  of  two  minutes  was  urged 
as  an  argument  against  the  right  of 
hon.  Members  to  have  their  opinions 
recorded  on  a  division.  A  large  part  of 
the  Business  of  the  House  was  usually 
transacted  at  a  certain  period  of  the 
evening,  with  fewer  than  40,  and  some- 
times with  15  or  a  dozen  Members  pre- 
sent ;  and  under  such  circumstances  it 
would  be  an  absurdity  to  say  that  there 
should  be  no  division  unless  20  Members 
rose  in  their  places. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN  said,  that 
they  had  now  been  discussing  that  ques- 
tion for  100  minutes,  thus  occupying 
more  time  than  was  likely  to  be  con- 
sumed in  three  years  by  the  operation 
of  that  Amendment.  The  objections  to 
the  Resolution  had  never  been  answered. 

Mr.  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  the 
course  pursued  by  the  Government  in 
refusing  such  proposals  as  this  looked 
as  if  they  intended  to  render  it  impos- 
sible to  pass  these  Resolutions.  It 
might  happen  that  if  they  persisted  in 
the  same  line  of  action  they  would  find, 
when  they  had  forced  their  own  will 
upon  the  House  on  all  the  Amendments 
arising  on  this  subject,  that  they  would 
be  met  by  a  resolute  resistance  to  the 
Resolutions  as  a  whole.  If  the  Resolu- 
tion before  the  House  was  not  modified, 
a  state  of  things  would  be  produced  which 
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would  be  an  absolute  scandal  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  idea  of  a  single 
division  being  **  snapped'*  by  some  sin- 
cere but  humble  follower  of  the  Q-ovem- 
ment,  at  an  hour  when  many  Members 
were  away  in  the*  Dining  Eroom  or  the 
Smoking  Boom,  would  be  a  fruitful 
cause  of  irritation  ;  and  the  recrimina- 
tory and  angry  debates  which  would 
follow  would  far  more  than  swallow  up 
the  small  space  of  time  which  the  Prime 
Minister  was  so  anxious  to  save.  If  the 
fcime  which  the  Government  desired  to 
save  was  that  occupied  by  a  division,  he 
could  understand  the  action  of  the  G-o- 
vernment.  The  House  would  remember 
one  occasion  on  which  the  whole  time  of 
the  House  was  threatened  by  certain 
Members  with  dilatory  Motions;  and 
had  they  not  caught  27  of  them  in  one 
capacious  net,  and  prevented  the  carry- 
ing out  of  their  original  proposal,  the 
House  would  have  been  engaged  from 
half- past  7  till  2  o'clock  in  the  morning 
in  taking  divisions.  The  idea  of  two 
minutes  being  a  valuable  saving  of 
time,  when  they  remembered  the  length 
to  which  the  speeches  of  hon.  Members 
and  right  hon.  Members  ran,  was  a 
reason  of  no  validity.  It  was  most  un- 
reasonable to  impose  a  burden  upon 
hon.  Members  so  severe  as  to  compel 
them  always  to  keep  within  the  House 
— not  even  the  Gt)vernmentwith  all  their 
authority  were  always  able  to  do  that. 
It  was  a  great  pity  that  the  House 
should  •  be  iforced  by  the  actions  of  the 
Gk)vemment  into  a  position  of  anta- 
gonism to  them. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  ho 
was  surprised  that  the  reference  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J. 
Cowen)  to  the  amount  of  time  already 
wasted  in  that  discussion  had  had  no 
weight  with  the  Government.  Besides, 
the  House  must  know  that,  if  necessary, 
a  speaker  would  always  continue  to  ad- 
dress the  House  until  he  had  collected 
the  necessary  number  of  Friends  around 
him,  and  thus  no  saving  of  time  would 
be  effected,  but  rather  the  contrary. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  fallen  into  an 
unfortunate  mistake  of  not  fully  ex- 
plaining at  the  outset  to  what  cases 
the  Resolution  did  or  did  not  apply ; 
but  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
still  see  their  way  out  of  the  difficulty, 
since  there  could  be  no  question  that 
endless  irritation  would  be  caused  if  all 
concession  was  refused. 

Mr.  Mdward  Clarke 


Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  in  not 
a  few  divisions  taking  during  the  last 
Session,  the  numbers  dividing  were 
within  the  limits  now  proposed.  In 
the  Payment  of  Wages  in  Public-houses 
Bill,  the  division  was  33  to  4;  in 
another  Bill  12  to  11  ;  in  the  Irish 
Constabulary  Bill,  25  to  0.  They  were 
not  now  engaged  upon  such  Rules  aa 
the  Urgency  Rules ;  they  were  discussing 
Rules  which  might  last  for  generations. 
The  very  wording  of  the  Rule  was  an 
indication  that  the  Government  trusted 
nobody.  They  were  seeking  to  bind  the 
House  by  hard-and-fast  Rules,  the  effect 
of  which  would  be  to  produce  extreme 
irritation.  They  were  framing  them  in 
such  a  way  that  there  was  great  danger 
of  inducing  Members  to  work  against 
instead  of  in  support  of  them.  The 
result  would  be  that  instead  of  diminish- 
ing they  would  increase  Obstruction. 

Thf.  Marquess   of   HARTINGTON 
said,  he  regretted  very  much  that   he 
had  not  been  in  the  House  during  the 
whole  of  the  discussion ;  but  the  House 
must  be  aware  that  it  was  impossible 
for  every  Member  always  to  be  in  his 
place.     He   understood  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had 
already  stated  that  he  was  willing  to 
limit  the  proposed  procedure  to  cases  of 
dilatory  Motions,  thinking  it  to  be  an 
unnecessary  waste  of  the  time  of  the 
House  that  the  two  minutes'  interval 
should  be  permitted  in  those  cases.    But 
the  debate    had  shown  that  there  was 
very  considerable  difference  of  opiniou 
upon  that  subject  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  that   there  was  a  general 
indisposition  to  allow  the  Question  to  be 
put  in  such  a  way  as  to  exclude  Mem- 
bers from  the  division.     The   Govern- 
ment would,   therefore,  be  prepared  to 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned    Member    for    Chatham    (Mr. 
Gorst),  and  part  of  the  Amendment  put 
on  the  Paper  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh    (Mr.  Buchanan),    omitting 
the  concluding  words  of  that  Amend- 
ment, because  it  was  clear  to  the  Go- 
vernment that  the  procedure  would  be 
entirely  covered  by  the  first  words  of 
the  Amendment.     But  in  order  to  still 
further  simplify  the    intention    of  the 
Government,  they  would  also  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.   Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands).     The  Resolu- 
tion would  then  run  as  follows  : — 
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"  That' when,  after  the  House  has  been 
cleared  for  Division,  upon  a  Motion  for  the 
Adjournment  of  a  Debate,  or  of  the  House,  dur- 
ing any  debate,  or  that  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittee do  Report  Progress  or  do  leave  the  Chair, 
the  decision  of  Mr.  Speaker  or  of  the  Chairman 
td  a  Committee,  that  the  "Ayes  or  "Noes" 
have  it  is  challenged,  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the 
Chairman,  may,  after  the  lapse  of  two  minutes, 
as  indicated  by  the  sand-glass,  call  upon  the 
Members  challenging  it  to  rise  in  their  places ; 
and  if  they  do  not  exceed  twenty  he  may 
forthwith  declare  the  determination  of  the 
House,  or  of  the  Committee.*' 

He  conceived  that  that  would  fully  meet 
the  fears  of  hon.  Members  ;  and  although 
the  right  hon.  Q-entleman  the  Prime 
Minister  thought  the  Amendment  un- 
necessary, and  did  not  regard  it  as  one 
of  importance,  yet  he  was  willing  to 
defer  to  the  wishes  of  hon.  Members. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  thought 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  had  made  his  case  very 
clear,  and  was  of  opinion  that  it  would 
be  well  to  accept  the  Amendment  he  had 
suggested.  The  Government  had  ap- 
parently realized  the  strong  feeling 
which  the  House  had  shown,  that 
while  there  should  be  no  unnecessary 
obstruction  of  its  proceedings,  there 
should  not  be  any  limitation  of  the  free- 
dom of  debate. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  ineerted. 

Amendments  made,  by  adding,  at  the 
end  of  the  foregoing  Amendments,  the 
words — 

**  Upon  a  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the 
Debate,  or  of  the  House  during  any  Debate,  or 
that  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  do  report 
Progress,  or  do  leave  the  Chair.'* 

And  also  in  line  3,  by  inserting  after 
the  word  **  may,"  the  words  **  after  the 
lapse  of  two  minutes,  as  indicated  by 
the  sand  glass." 

Question,  **  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GOEST,  in  moving,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  line  4,  to  leave  out  **  twenty," 
in  order  to  insert  '*ten,"  said,  he  was 
sorry  to  have  the  appearance  of  being 
ungracious  and  exacting  in  doing  so,  as 
he  had  not  the  least  wish  to  be  so,  more 
especially  after  the  cordial  and  candid 
manner  in  which  the  Prime  Minister 
had  met  the  objection  to  the  Eesolution 
by  accepting  his  (Mr.  Gorst's)  Amend- 
ment;  but  he  could  not  refrain  from 


asking  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  think  20  Members  too  large 
a  number  ?  It  seemed  strange  that  10 
Members  should  be  able  to  force  a  divi- 
sion in  a  full  House  on  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  when  such  adjournment 
might  be  attended  with  great  incon- 
venience, and  a  much  larger  number 
should  be  required  when  very  few  Mem- 
bers mi^ht  be  present.  He  begged  to 
move  to  leave  out  **  twenty,"  in  order  to 
insert  *'  ten." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  to 
leave  out  the  word  **  twenty,"  in  order 
to  insert  the  word  **  ten." — {Mr.  Qorst.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
*  twenty '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
that  the  words  '*  if  they  be  not  less  than 
twenty,"  would  meet  an  objection  en- 
tertained on  the  other  side ;  but  he  was 
opposed  to  going  down  to  10.  When 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Gorst)  said  that  10  Members  would 
have  the  power  to  force  a  division  on  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  it  should  be 
remembered  that  such  division  would 
not  be  of  a  substantive  character,  but 
would  be  one  as  to  opening  the  door  to 
discussion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Amendment  made,  in  line  4,  by  leaving 
out  the  words  '*  do  not  exceed,"  and  in- 
serting the  words  "  be  less  than." — {Mr. 
Gladstone,) 

Mr.  SCLATEE-BbOTH  said,  he  still 
thought  that  words  such  as  those  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Stockport  (Mr.  Hop  wood)  ought  to 
be  inserted  in  the  Kesolution — namely, 
that  if  it  appeared  to  either  of  the  autho- 
rities in  question  that  their  decision  was 
challenged  for  the  purpose  of  Obstruc- 
tion, they  should  so  inform  the  House  or 
Committee,  as  the  case  might  be.  He 
also  thought  that  the  Prime  Minister 
ought  to  adhere  to  the  view  he  had  put 
forward,  that  the  action  of  the  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  should  be  restrained  by 
requiring  that  those  authorities  should 
convince  themselves  that  a  Motion  had 
been  made  for  the  purposes  of  Obstruc- 
tion. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Sclater  -  Booth)  was  pressing  the  Go- 
vernment rather  too  hard.  The  Govem- 
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ment  had  foregone  an  advantage,  al-  Ifotion  made,  and  Question  propoMd, 

though  theyriskedtliegivingof  facilities  "That  Mr.  Bpeaher,  or  the  Chainnan  of  t 

for  Obstruction  in  consideration  of  the  Cknnmittoa,  may  oU  the  attention  of  tie  Hoiue, 

fact  that,  without  inTOlving  themselves  "  '>'."'«  Committee,  to  contmned  i>™I«"D" 

I      1  .  f  1      t            1           .L                    _  T  tMioua  repetition  on  tne  part  of  a  Membn ; 

in  doubtful  pbraBeoIogy,  they  were  en-  ^j  „^y  jj^t  0,8  Member  to  dieceatiiiue  U^ 

abled  to  indicate  by  the  Amendment  as  Speech."— («!-.  otadttoitt.) 

propoaed  by  hia  noble  Friend  (the  Mar-  55,   SPEAKEE  said,  he  waa  bound 

que..  otHnrtington)  the  olaaa  of  Motions  i„  inform  bon.  Member,  that  the  Amend- 

wbioh  mro  commonly  u.ed  for  the  put-  „,„,  ,„  j^^  Eoaolntion.  which  atood  in 

^S"     o?,S'i!!Sl?°„nn^n        M     V  tbo  name  ofthohon.  Member  for  Nortli 

M..  80LATEE  -  BOOTH    aaid,    he  Shrop.hire  (Mr.  Stanley  Leighlon)  «id 

would  not  pre.,  the  matter.  ,,„  J,,,,  „,  ,t,  i„„  Membe?  for  Great 

Ma.  WAETON  .aid,  ho  would  moTe  Orim.by  (Mr.  Heneaite),  could  not  b. 

ui  Amendmenl  providing  tliat  the  He-  ,  „  \f^     „,„  -^  ,'^,  „„^  „,  „^. 

wlution  .hould  talo  effect  only  when  40  J„„,i„   Motion.,  and   not  of  Amend- 

Mombcr.  were  in  the  Hou.o.  „j„^  relating  lo  the  Ee«iluUon  hafoia 

Amendment  propoMd,  the  Hou.e. 

Inline*,  after  the  word  "twenty,"  to  iuMTt  Ma.  A.   J.  BALFOUE  Wlid,   that,  in 
the  word.  "  ia  .  HouM  of  forty  Menibera." —  the  ah.ence  of  hi.  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
(Jfr.  IToriwi.)  ber  for  Mid  Lincoln.hire  (Mr.  Ohaplia), 
Question  propo.ed,  "  That  those  word,  he  begged  to  move  an  Amendment  whidi 
be  there  in.erted."  .tood  in   hi.  name.     The  Amondment 
M«.  GLADSTONE  .aid,  he  thought  ""  f\  contrary  to   the  apirit  of  the 
the    Amendmenl   unnoce..ary,   a.  the  Eo-olulion,  but  merely  proposed  lo  put 
Houseoonld  becounted;  but  he  would  cert.inhmitatton.on  the  u.e  tobemjid. 
agree  to  accept  it.  "'  ■'  'J  '^'  ^f"  »'  Chairman    Th. 
rt      .■           .^        ji            J  J  iceneral  effect  of  the  Amendment  was, 
Question  put.  and  agr»td  to.  ^^^  jj^^  ^^^^  „f  ^^^  individual  Mem- 
Amendment   made,    by  inserting,  at  ber  would  be  hedged  round  with  pre- 
ths  end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment,  cisely  the  same  provisions  as  the  rights 
the  words"orupwai3a." — {Mr.Rtginald  of  the  minority.     As   the   Gisvemment 
Ytrke.)  had  already  sanctioned  the  principle  in 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  put.  the  one  case,  they  mightj^rhaps,  ac- 
(*;)  J?«*I.^.  T^t,  att«r  the  Hou«.  ha,  •«-  cede  to  it  in  the  Other.    Tte  chief  ob- 
tereduponthaOrderaot  theDayotNoticetof  joction  that  might  be   urged  was.   that 
Motiona,  when,  after  the  House  has  been  detuwl  the  House  might  come  to  a  conclusion 
for  a,  DiviaioQ,  upon  a  Motion  for  the  Ai!(joaTn-  different  from   the   Speaker,  and  so  ail- 
ment of  a  Debate,  or  of  the  Houm  during  any  dermine  his  authority  ;  but  if  that  argn- 

Dobate,  or  tbat  the  L%ainnan  of  a  Committee    _i  _         _  i- 1   ..    .n      -i, _rt;j 

do  report  Propreaa,  or  do  leave  the  Chair,  the  ™«°'  ^"«  l^.'^K,'-^^    was    vahd 
decision  of  Mr.  Speaker,  or  of  the  Chairman  of  against  the  Eule  itself.      He  would  con- 
a  Committee,  that  the  Ajea  or  Noei  have  it  IB  elude  by  moving  the  Amendment. 
Ohatlengred.  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Ghairman^ay,  Amendment  proposed, 
after  the  lapse  of  two  minutes,  as  indicated  by  jiujduuiiidui.  yiv^     <n., 
the  Band  glass,  call  upon  the  Members  challong-  To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the 
ing  it  to  rise  in  their  places,  and,  if  they  bo  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  word* 
less  than  twenty  in  a  House  of  forty  Member*  "  "hen  it  shall  appear  that  the  Mamber  ad- 
or  upwards,  he  may  forthwith  declare  the  do-  drcasinp  the  House  or  the  Committee  is  ufdng 
termination  of  the  House  or  of  the  Committee,  expressions  which  are  offensive  to  the  gennral 
BODse  of  the  Hotue,  or  is  speaking  witb  con- 
TuE  New  BuLES  of  PhOCEDUEE — Fifth  tinued  iireloTance  or  tedious  repetition,  or  for 
KULE  (Iebelevance  OB  Repetition).  '*'"  Pi"-po>o  of  obstructiou,  or  that  it  is  the  evi- 
dent BoQse  ot  the  House  or  of  the  Committee 
Mb.  OLADSTONE,  in  rising  to  move  that  be  should  discontinue  his    Hpeacb,   Mr. 
the  6th  Resolution,  said,  thot  it  was  the  Speaker  may  so  inform  the  House  or  the  Corn- 
revival  of  an  ancient  law  of  Parliament  S?'"^'  "'"'^^A  Motion  is  made,  •  ITiat  Mr. 
,.  .                _        111-        ]   .     i_  Speaker  or  the  Chainuan  do  direct  the  Member 
which  many  people   beheved  to  be  now  to  JJBCoutinue  hi.  Spoecb.' Mr.  Speaker  or  th. 
in    esistence ;     but    it    was    one    which,  chairman  shall  forthwith   put   that    Question, 
from    its    nature,    the    Speaker    or   the  and,  if  the  same  bo  decided  in  the  affirmative. 
Chairman  would  be  slow  to  put  in  force  '*''■■  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  shaU  direct  the 
except  in  very  clear  cases.     Be  thought  Member  accoxdmgly :  Provided,  T^at  such  Me- 
K       .,    .-'.,        T.   1        1       1.1^  tion  shall  not  bo  earned  in  the  afhrmativo  if  a 
It   wiw   that  the    Rule    should   be   in-  Quorum  of  the  House  be  oppowd  to  it."H*'- 
sertedin  the  Code  of  New  Reg^ations.  A.J.Batfow.) 
itf.  QUdttoHt 
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Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  with  these  discussions  as  to  the  position 

'  Mr.  Speaker '  stand  part  of  the  Ques-  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees.    His 

tion."  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill's)  attention 

Mr.    GLADSTONE    said,    the  hon.  tad  been  turned  to  the. subject  hy  an 

Member    for    Mid    Lincolnshire    (Mr.  Jl"*^^''"  attemp*   made  by  the  present 

Chaplin)   had   said  that  he  considered  ^'»»''"«?  (^S'A.-^'??'',?^''^^^""^' 'JJ  *^® 

everything  at  stake  in  these  Eules,  and  frst  Session  of  this  Parltament.  to  silence 

yet  such  was  his  opinion  of  his  own  *^®  ^°^-  ?'®^^®'  f°'  Birkenhead  (Mr. 

Amendment  that  he  was  not  in  his  place  ^«f  Iver).    The  attempt  was  obiected 

to  support  it.     The  hon.  Member  for  *°  "^  *^®  House  at  the  time,  and  pri- 

Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  however,  marily  because  it  was  unfair,  and  was 

had  discovered  the  foundling,  and  had  "»*  called    for.     The  Prime  Minister 

performed  the  parental  office  in  a  man-  came  in  afterwards  and  naturally  sup- 

Ser  which  did  him  the  highest  credit,  ported  the  Chairman;  but  the  feehng  of 

If  there  was  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  *^«  ^Tf  ^"  A**^"?-  ^nd  the  nght 

the  House  to  accept  the  Amendment,  it  ^^.^l-  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cam- 

would  be  better  to  give  the  quietus  to  *'"'^&«   University  (Mr.  Walpole)    ex- 

the  Resolution  at  once.     What  was  to  Rf  «.*«^  »  8*'°°?  °V}^^'>^  ^P^'^'t  *^® 

constitute  continued  irrelevance  or  re-  Chairman  of  Committees.    If  the  Chair- 

petition  that  was  to  be  deemed  as  re-  ™»°  """^t  T  *°*i  h**"!f  ^^\  ^-"i^l  ^ 

quiring  interruption?   Was  the  speaker  passed,  what  would  he  do  under  it  ?   He 

to  go  on  until  they  were  clear  as  tie  sun  (f  ?'<!  ^J^^o\^^  Churchill)  wished  the 

at  noonday?    By  that  time  he  would  Pnme  Mimster  could  hold  out  an  idea 

have  got  through  the  greater  portion  of  t^*^*  *^«  0®.«®  ^^  Chairman  was  open  to 

his  material,  having  only  a  few  remain-  reconsideration,  and  would  say  whether 

ing  shots  in  his  locker;  and  the  15  or  the  new  Rules  did  not  render  it  almost 

20  minutes  that  would   be  out  oflf  the  imperative  that  the  Chairman  should  be 

tail-end  of  his  speech,  and  would  suffice  *.°  °®«t^  °^«  ^P""®'  ^^f  i«^  *>y  ^^^ 

to  conclude  it,  was  to  be  spent  in  taking  "^«»  °}  ^^^  H°"?f »"  *  londfiie  manner, 

a -division  on  the  question  whether  it  ?°  as  to  possess  its  con6dence.    He  had 

was  relevant  or  not     Then  if  40  Mem-  ^«"'*  many  opinions  expressed  that  such 

bers  voted  against  the  Motion  the  whole  »  change  would  be  desirable.    If  the 

process   would   be    completely  thrown  prospect  of  such  a  change  were  held  out, 

away,  and  the  speech  would  be  resumed  ^®  '^""^'^  °°*  ?'««"  *^®  Amendment  he 

in  circumstances  which   would  justify  °°^  moved. 

the  Member,  for  the  sake  of  clearness.  Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1 ,  to 
in  giving  a  ritumi  of  all  that  he  had  leave  out  the  words  "  or  the  Chair- 
said  before.  man  of  a  Committee." — {,Lord  Randolph 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CO  WEN  said,  he  would  ChureMU.) 
submit  that  the  Rule  itself  was  irrele-       Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 

vant,  because  the  Speaker  had,  and  was  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

to  retain,  the  power  of  dealing  with  irre-  Question." 
levancy.     The  Rules  against  Obstruction        „      _,t  .  T^,<r.m/-.-»-rT,      . ,    , 

gave  him  additional  power.  ,  Me.  GLADSTONE  said    he  did  not 

,        J        ivi  -IT  3  find  any  fault  With  the  noble  Lord  op- 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrafvn,  p^^j^e   (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  for 

LoKD    EANDOLPH    CHUECHILL  renewing  his  protest  against  the  Chair- 

(for  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  rose  to  man  having  the    same  power   as  the 

move  the  omission  from  the  Eule  of  the  Speaker ;  but  he  understood  him  to  do 

•words  **  or  the  Chairman  of  a  Commit-  so   on  this  occasion   with  the  view  of 

tee."     He  said  the  Amendment  was  the  eliciting  an  opinion  as  to  the  position  of 

continuation  of  the  protest  against  the  the  Chairman.     Well,  on  that  point,  he 

Chairman  of  Committees  being  invested  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  ready  to  indicate 

-with  the  same  power  as  the  Speaker ;  to  the  noble  Lord  what  he  thought  was 

but  the  necessity  for  the  protest  might  an  important  fact  in  connection  with  this 

disappear  if  the  status  of  the  Chairman  Parliamentary  Procedure,  and  likewise 

were  to  be  altered,  and  he  were  to  be  to  make  to  the  noble  Lord  an  admission, 

made  an  officer  elected  by  the  House.  The  fact   was  this — that  the  Office  of 

The  public  had  been  impressed  by  the  Chairman  of  Committees  had,  within  the 

minute  investigation  that  bad  been  made  last  10  or   15   years,  undergone  great 

ITwenty-third  N%qhL\ 
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changes,  all  leading  to  elevate  it.  So 
long  ago  as  the  time  of  the  Ministry  of 
Sir  Eobert  Peel,  fresh  duties  were  im- 
posed upon  him  by  the  placing  of  certain 
feillls  in  his  charge ;  but  the  most  im- 
portant change  took  place  when  he  was 
made  Deputy  Speaker ;  and  at  present 
the  House  was  in  this  position,  that  he 
was  liable  to  be  called  upon  to  take  the 
place  of  the  Speaker  in  the  event  of  the 
Speaker's  illness.  He  was  not  sure, 
however,  whether  the  present  Speaker 
had  ever  fallen  back  upon  that  assist- 
ance, except  on  the  occurrence  of  All- 
night  Sittings.  Since  that  important 
change  took  place,  there  had  been  a 
further  change,  as  the  salary  of  the 
Chairman  had  been  considerably  in- 
creased. The  admission  he  was  disposed 
to  make  to  the  noble  Lord  was  this — 
the  mode  in  which  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  was  at  present  appointed 
was,  perhaps,  hardly  worthy  of  the 
dignity  which  the  Office  now  possessed. 
It  was  true,  indeed,  that  the  Chairman 
was  elected  by  the  House ;  but  he  was 
elected  in  an  off-hand  way,  without 
Notice ;  and  he  was  informed,  not  that 
he  had  been  elected  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  and  Deputy  Speaker,  but 
simply  that  he  was  to  take  the  Chair, 
and  the  announcement  sounded  as  if  he 
were  only  to  take  it  on  that  particular 
occasion.  He  was,  therefore,  rather  dis- 
posed to  admit  to  the  noble  Lord,  al- 
though the  Qovemment  had  not  yet 
considered  this  matter  very  particularly, 
that  a  more  formal  and  regular  appoint- 
ment should  he  made.  It  would  be  a 
very  suitable  sequel  to  the  changes 
which  had  been  thus  far  made.  The 
House  had  shrunk  from  the  serious  in- 
novation of  placing  the  Chairman  of 
Committees,  when  the  House  was  in 
Committee,  upon  a  level  of  greater 
weakness  than  the  Speaker  in  the 
House.  He  would  not  discuss  that 
question  now,  as  the  House  had  already 
discussed  it ;  but  he  trusted  the  noble 
Lord  would  be  content  with  the  expres- 
sion of  this  general  view  that  the  mode 
of  appointment  should  he  more  substan- 
tive and  particular,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  endeavour  to  comply  with 
it  on  a  future  occasion.  In  view  of  that 
declaration,  he  hoped  the  Amendment 
would  not  be  pressed. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
he  was  glad  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  •WoodBtook    (Lord    Bandolph 

Jfr,  Ohdetone 


Churchill)  had  elicited. from  the  Prime 
Minister  this  statement  about  the  elec- 
tion of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means.  No  doubt,  that  official  wai 
elected  by  the  House,  though  the  ques- 
tion was  never  in  practice  put  to  the 
vote,  and  did  not  appear  on  the  Votes. 
He  had  looked  carefully  into  the  Pro- 
ceedings of  the  House,  and  he  found 
that  of  late  years  the  record  had  simply 
been  that  the  Chairman  (Mr.  Lyon  Play- 
fair)  reported  on  such  and  such  a  BilL 
The  Motion  that  he  should  take  the 
Chair  was  not  entered  on  the  votes  at 
all.  There  was  no  doubt,  however,  that 
he  was  elected,  and  there  bad,  in  recent 
times,  been  divisions  taken  as  to  who 
should  take  the  Ch  air.  [Mr.  Gladstone  : 
Oh,  certainly.]  There  was,  nevertheless, 
no  doubt  that,  of  late  years,  the  question 
was  put  from  the  Chair  without  any 
Notice  to  the  House,  and  that  the  nomi- 
nation was  practically  in  the  hands  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  Looking  at  the 
dignity  and  responsibility  involved  in 
the  Office,  the  matter  deserved  serious 
consideration,  and  the  Chairman  ought 
certainly  to  be  elected  in  a  more  formal 
manner  than  he  was  under  the  existing 
system. 

SiB  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
this  was  reaUy  an  Amendment  of  his  own 
which  his  noble  Friend  had  brought  for- 
ward in  his  absence.  He  quite  agreed  with 
the  Prime  Minister  as  to  the  election  of 
the  Chairman  of  Committees ;  but  he 
thought  it  ought  to  be  an  understood 
thing  that  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
should  not  take  part  in  a  division  ;  and 
that,  while  he  held  the  Office,  he  should 
keep  himself  as  much  aloof  from  Party 
politics  as  the  Speaker. 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  he  had  heard  with 
the  greatest  pleasure  the  statement  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  but  considered  that 
a  mere  alteration  in  the  mode  of  election 
would  not  attain  the  end  desired  by  the 
House.  The  Chairman  of  Committees 
ought  to  have  the  same  kind  of  official 
permanence  as  the  Speaker,  and  his 
position  ought  not  to  be  dependent  on  a 
mere  Party  vote. 

Mr.  mac  IVEE  said,  that,  with  re- 
gard to  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill),  he 
wished  to  say  how  entirely  he  felt  that 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  had  wished 
honestly  to  do  his  duty  on  the  occasion 
to  which  allusion  had  been  made.  He 
(Mr.  Mac  Tver)  had  no  personal  cause  of 


16G1  Parlummi—Btmness  of  the  :Novemder  16, 1882)  Eowe—The  N$w  Sules.  1602 

complaint.    What  arose  was  simply  a  Mr.  J.  Q.  TALBOT  said,  that  the  Be- 

consequence    of    the  false  position  in  solution  before  the  House  was  the  most 

which,  under  the  present  system,  the  penal  of  all,  except,  perhaps,  the  1st 

Chairman  found    himself   placed  ;  for  Kesolution.     As  the  Resolution   stood, 

while  presiding  over  the  deliberations  the  Speaker  or  any  Chairman  of  a  Com- 

of  the  Committee,  he  was,  at  the  same  mittee  would  be  able,  without  the  judg- 

time,  a  quasi-'M.emheT  of  the  Govern-  ment  of  the  House,  to  exercise  the  func- 

ment.     The  practical  question  was  not  tion  of  stopping  a  Member  from  continu- 

whether  the  present  Chairman  of  Com-  ing  his  speech,  who  might,  as  he  ima- 

mittees  intended  to  be  impartial,  but  gined,  be  guilty  of  continued  irrelevance 

whether  his  position  was  one  in  which  or  tedious  repetition.     He  would  move 

absolute  impartiality  was  possible.     Ac-  that  instead  of  the  words  **  Chairman  of 

cidental  circumstances,  the  chance  over-  a  Committee  "  the  words  '*  Chairman  of 

hearing  of  a  remark  in  the  Lobby,  had  Ways  and  Means  "  be  inserted, 

placed  him  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  in  possession  Amendment  proposed,   in  line  1,  to 

of  the  nghthon.  Gentleman  sown  view  j^^^^  ^^^  ^y^^  ^^^^^   -  a  Committee," 

of  the  subject ;  for  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  ^^^  j^^^^^  the  words  -  Ways  and  Means," 

had  caught  words  to  the  effect  that  the  ^^^^^^^  thereof.-(ifr.  jfo.  TalhoL) 

hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter)  ^      ^,                   -i  ,.mi    x^i               a 

had,  on  the  occasion  to  which  the  noble  ,   Q|^estion  proposed.     That  those  words 

Lord  referred,  been  out  of  Order,  but  ^®  ^*^®^«  inserted, 

that  the  Chairman  of  Committees  could  Lord    RANDOLPH    CHURCHILL 

not  very  well  stop  a  man  in  his  position,  asked  leave  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 

It  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  that  ment  in  favour  of  the  one  proposed  by 

the  Chairman  of  Committees  took  a  per-  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot), 

fectly  reasonable  course  on  that  occa-  Mr.  8HEIL  said,  it  seemed  to  him  that 

sion,  considering  his  own  position  as  a  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  their 

^t«a«t-Member  of  the  Government.    Not  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  for  some 

only  the  personal  support  of  the  hon.  years  now  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair)  should 

Member  for  Berkshire,  but  the  support  not  be  thrown  overboard,  but  that  he 

of  The  Times  newspaper,  was  very  valu-  should  be  given  an  opportunity  of  deny- 

able  to  the  Government.    For  that  reason  ing  the  accuracy  of  the  charge  j ust  made, 

the  Chairman  of  Committees,  while,  no  if  it  was  untrue ;  and  if  it  was  true,  he 

doubt,  wishing  to  be  impartial,  had  his  (Mr.  Sheil)  thought  it  should  be  fol- 

duty  to  his  Party  to  consider  as  well  as  lowed  up,  and  that  it  was  the  duty  of 

his  duty  to  the  House.     He  was  glad  to  the    Prime  Minister    to  test    it.     He 

hear  that  the  Prime  Minister  accepted  thought  the  House  ought  to  remember 

the  principle  of  the  noble  Lord's  (Lord  that  the  same  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 

Randolph  Churchill's)  Amendment ;  and  occupied  the  Chair  on  the  occasion  re« 

he  hoped  that  the  Chairman  of  Commit-  f  erred   to    suspended   15    or    16  Irish 

tees  would  in  future  be  placed  in  a  posi-  Members,  some  of  whom  were  not  pre- 

tion   of  absolute  and  unqualified   and  sent  during  the  night.     [''  Oh,  oh ! "] 

unquestioned  impartiality.  Yes ;  hon.  Members  might  groan  if  they 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said  he  felt  pleased;  but  it  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
bound  to  protest  against  the  very  un-  Sheil)  that  the  charge  which  was  then 
fair  attack  which  the  hon.  Member  for  attempted  to  be  brought — they  were  not 
Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mao  Iver)  had  made  allowed  to  make  it — was  now  made  by 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chair-  the  accusation  made  by  .the  hon.  Mem- 
man  of  Committees  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair)  ber  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mao  Iver). 
in  his  absence.  He  ought  not  to  have  And  that  charge  having  been  brought, 
done  such  a  thing  without  Notice.  If  it  seemed  clearly  to  him  to  be  the  duty 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead  had  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  ascertain  what 
any  charge  to  bring  against  the  Chair-  truth  there  was  in  the  charge ;  and  if 
man  of  Ways  and  Means,  he  ought  to  that  charge  was  true,  to  call  upon  the 
have  brought  it  forward  as  a  substantive  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of 
Motion  and  taken  the  judgment  of  the  Ways  and  Means  to  resign  his  poai- 
House  upon  it.  tion. 

Mr.  mac  iver  said,  that  he  had  no  Mb.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  that 

desire  to  make  any  personal  attack  upon  the  power  of  stopping  Members  who 

anyone.  spoke  irrelevantly  was  one  which  was 

YOL.  COIiXXlV.    [tiiiud  series.  J  3  F            ITwentythiri  Ni^H\ 


1603    Parliament^Busifieis  of  the   (COMHONS)     Houie^The  New  RuUi.      If  04 


inherent  in  the  Chair,  and  had   long 
ago  been  emphatically  affirmed. 

Amendment  ( Lord  Randolph  Churchill), 
by  leave,  tcithdrawn. 

Amendment  {J,  Q.  Talbot)  agreed  to. 

Words  inserted  accordingly. 

Mr.  go  est  (for  Lord  Eaxdolph 
Ciiurchill)  moved  an  Amendment  to 
provide  that  the  irrelevance  of  speaking 
should  be  wilful  and  persistent,  instead 
of  continued,  as  mentioned  in  the  Eeso- 
lution.  He  thought  the  Hule  as  it  stood 
would  operate  against  Members  who, 
from  inexperience,  and  quite  innocently, 
were  speaking  irrelevantly. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  2,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  continued," 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  wilful  and  persis- 
tent:' -  (Mr.  Gortt,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'That  the  word 
*  continued '  stand  part  of  the  Question.*' 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Qt)rst)  hardly  understood  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Hule.  The  words  in  the 
Besolution  were  words  having  prescrip- 
tion and  authority  attaching  to  them ; 
and,  as  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  interpreted 
the  Besolution,  it  contemplated  two 
things  which  the  Speaker  or  Chairman 
of  Committees  might  do.  He  might 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  or  of  the 
Committee  to  continued  irrelevance  or 
to  tedious  repetition,  and  he  might  direct 
the  Member  to  discontinue  his  speech  ; 
but  that  might  be  a  separate  and 
ulterior  proceeding  on  the  part  of  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman,  whose  duty  it 
would  be  to  judge  whether  the  irre- 
levancy or  repetition  was  of  such  a 
character  as  to  cause  him  to  discharge 
both  functions  at  once,  or  be  content,  in 
the  first  place,  to  deal  with  the  minor 
interruption,  and  to  reserve  the  second 
for  the  persistent,  wilful,  and  dis- 
obedient repetition  of  the  offence.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  seemed  to 
think  that  the  action  of  the  Speaker  in 
all  cases  must  be  one  and  the  same,  and 
that  the  first  warning  must  be  the  last. 
He  (Mr.  Gladstone),  however,  thought 
the  matter  was  one  which  might  well  be 
left  to  the  discretion  of  the  Speaker,  and 
he  should  not  like  to  bind  the  Speaker 
to  stop  the  speech  of  a  Member  when  he 
OfJled  attention  to  its  irrelevance. 

Mr.  TKarold  Rogen 


Mr.  J.  LOWTHEB  considered  that 
words  embodying  the  Prime  Minister's 
Interpretation  of  the  spirit  of  the  Bule 
ought  to  be  introduced  into  the  Bole 
itself.  If  that  were  done  it  would 
remove  difficulties.  Li  that  case,  per- 
haps, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
prepared  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson),  which  was  lower  down  on 
the  Paper — namely,  to  insert  the  words 
''  if  the  warning  be  unheeded."  That 
would  meet  the  view  both  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gorst)  and  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  the  insertion  of 
those  words  woidd  not  be  consistent  with 
the  interpretation  which  the  Prime 
Minister  had  placed  on  the  Hule,  and 
which  the  Government  attached  to  it. 
The  Eesolution  as  it  stood  was  optional ; 
but  by  inserting  the  proposed  words  the 
presiding  officer  would  have  no  option ; 
he  would  be  required  to  call  on  the 
Member  to  discontinue  his  remarks. 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE  said,  he  could  not 
admit  that  the  construction  placed  upon 
the  Resolution  by  the  Prime  Minister 
was  a  correct  one. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  sup- 
ported the  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  143  ;  Noes 
68 :   Majority  75.--(Div.  List,  No.  374.) 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHHIi 
said,  he  wished  to  make  one  more  effort 
He  would  propose  to  omit  from  the  Reso- 
lution the  words  ''  tedious  repetition." 
He  had  not  much  hope  of  persuading  the 
House  to  consent  to  the  omission  of  those 
words ;  but  he  did  not  think  they  were 
necessary  in  order  to  give  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  the  powers 
that  were  essential  to  stop  an  obstructive 
speech.  He  fancied  that  the  object  of 
the  Prime  Minister  was  to  provide  that 
speaking  might,  to  some  extent,  be 
checked,  and  that  speeches  of  an  obstruc- 
tive nature  should  not  be  allowed 
to  be  carried  on,  as  a  rule,  for 
the  purpose  of  Obstruction.  But  he 
thought  it  would  be  very  dangerous  to 
allow  the  Chairman  of  Committees  to  he 
the^'udge  whether  a  speaker  were  guilty 
of  tedious  repetition  or  not.  He  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  had  often  heard 
speakers  deliver  speeches  which  ap- 
peared to  him  to  enter  into  a  very  great 
deal  of  detail  indeed,  and  such  speeches 
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were  not  at  all  confined  to  private  Mem- 
ters.  Both  of  the  Front  Benches  were 
equally  guilty  ;  but  the  Prime  Minister 
would  remember  that  Mr.  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  hardly  ever 
considered  it  his  duty  to  check  the  speech 
of  a  Minister  delivered  from  the  Front 
Bench.  Generally  speaking,  the  occu- 
pants of  those  Benches  were  allowed  an 
enormous  amount  of  latitude  in  regard 
to  their  speeches,  which  was  not  the  case 
with  regard  to  a  private  Member.  He, 
therefore,  thought  it  would  be  better  not 
to  retain  these  words,  **  tedious  repeti- 
tion." An  hon.  Member  might  be  per- 
fectly honest  and  bond  fide  in  repeating 
the  same  thing  once  or  twice  over,  be- 
cause he  desired  to  impress  it  more 
clearly  upon  the  attention  of  the  House, 
and  without  the  slightest  wish  to  obstruct 
the  progress  of  Business.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  consent  to  modify  the 
Besolution  in  the  way  he  suggested, 
though  even  then  it  would  remain  a 
pretty  strong  one.  He  begged  to  move 
the  omission  of  the  words  he  had  re- 
ferred to. 

Mb.  speaker  asked  if  the  noble 
Lord  proposed  to  leave  out  the  words 
which  followed  *  *  continued  irrelevance  ? ' ' 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  moved  to  leave  out  the  words 
"  or  tedious  repetition." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  2,  to 
leave  out  the  words  **  or  tedious  repeti- 
tion."— {Lord  Randolph  ChurchiiL) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment  were  of  opinion  that  the  progress 
of  Business  in  the  House  was  delayed  at 
the  present  moment  not  only  by  con- 
tinued irrelevance,  b\it  by  tedious  repe- 
tition; and  he  could  not  see  why  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
took  one  offence  out  of  the  category  and 
not  the  other,  or  why  the  offence  of  con- 
tinued irrelevance  should  be  treated 
with  greater  favour  than  that  of  tedious 
repetition.  His  (Mr.  Gladstone's)  own 
opinion  was,  that  continued  irrelevance 
might  sometimes  be  much  more  diffi- 
cult to  discern  in  the  line  which  marked 
Obstruction  than  tedious  repetition.  The 
power  of  deciding  whether  these  offences 
were  being  committed  might  be  safely 
left  in  the  hands  of  the  presiding  Officers 
gf  the   House;  and  he  saw  no  reason 


whatever  for  making  a  distinction  be- 
tween them  by  omitting  one  of  them 
from  the  Resolution  in  regard  to  the  ex- 
ercise of  the  power  by  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  such  men  would  always  be  chosen 
who  would  know  how  to  exercise  the 
power  with  proper  discretion. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  wanted  to 
strike  out  these  words  for  the  same  rea- 
son that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  had  moved  the 
last  Amendment.  If  the  House  had  in- 
serted the  words  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  wished  to  insert  in  the 
last  Auiendment,  there  would  only  have 
been  one  offence,  which  could  easily 
have  been  dealt  with,  and  one  in  reg^ard 
to  which  there  would  have  been  no  diffi- 
culty, no  matter  who  might  be  acting  as 
Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Committees.  It 
was  quite  true,  as  the  Prime  Minister 
had  stated,  that  tedious  repetition  was 
one  of  those  offences  which  the  House 
had  always  dealt  with,  and,  perhaps,  not 
with  too  strong  a  hand.  If  a  Member 
spoke  with  tediousness,  the  Speaker  was 
fully  entitled  to  remind  him ;  and  al- 
though it  might  be  a  difficult  matter  to 
decide  what  constituted  continued  irrele- 
vance, he  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  ap- 
prehended that  the  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  would  have  very  little  diffi- 
culty in  satisfying  the  House  as  to  the 
tediousness  of  an  argument;  but  as 
there  had  already  been  one  division  on 
this  matter,  and  there  was  a  great  pro- 
bability that  the  result  would  be  exactly 
the  same  if  they  went  to  another  divi- 
sion, he  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  be 
satisfied  with  his  protest,  and  would  not 
put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  deciding 
it  again. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GORST  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  line  3,  to  amend  the  Resolu- 
tion by  leaving  out  from  the  word 
'* Member"  to  the  end  of  the  Resolu- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words — 

"  And,  if  a  ]\Iotion  be  made  that  such  Member 
do  discontinue  his  speech,  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the 
Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put  such  Motion; 
and,  if  the  same  be  decided  in  the  afifirmatiyOi 
the  Member  shall  discontinue  his  speech  ao« 
cordingly." 

The  effect  of  his  Amendment  would  be 
to  make  the  Resolution  as  a  penal  Reso* 
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lution  anaIo$rous  to  the  Procedure  with 

which  the  House  was  now  familiar  in 

the  case  of  Obstruction.     The  right  hon. 

Member  for   South  -  West   Lancashire 

(Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  said    that  the 

Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees already  possessed   the  power    of 

stopping  a  tedious  speech.     That  might 

be  an  old  usage  of  the  House,  but  it  was 

not  one  which  had  been  much  practised 

in  modern  times.     The  principle  upon 

which  the  Government  had  acted   had 

been  to  give  the  Speaker  or  Chairman 

the  power  of  punishing  a  Member  of  the 

House;  but  the   Speaker  or  Chairman 

was  not  to  act  until  the  Member  guilty 

of  the  offence  had  first  been  Named  to 

the  House  or  Committee,  when  it  was 

left  to  the    House  or  Committee  itself 

to  impose  the  punishment  of  stopping 

the  speech.     No  doubt,  in  the  present 

temper  of  the   House,   the  decision  of 

the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Committees 

would  be   universally,  as   a  matter  of 

course,  supported  by  the  House.     That 

had  always  hitherto  been  the  case  when 

a  Member  had  been  Named.  The  House, 

by  a  large  majority,  had  invariably  sup- 
ported the  authority  of  the  Chair.     But 

still  the   Speaker  or  Chairman  had  to 

appeal  to  the  House  for  its  ratification 

of  his  decision ;  and  that,  to  a  certain 

extent,  rendered  him  more  cautious  in 

coming    to  a  hasty  conclusion.     If    a 

Speaker  or  Chairman  was  empowered  to 

stop  the  speech  of  an  hon.  Member  by 

his  own  motion,  the  result  might  be,  in 

the  case  of  a  reckless  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, that  he  would  be  less  cautious 

in  the  exercise  of  that  power  than' if  he 

bad  to  appeal  to  the  House  to  ratify  his 

action  by  its  vote.     As  the  House  well 

knew,  it  did  not  require  many  arguments 

to    induce   the   House  to   support    the 

Speaker  in  Naming  any  hon.  Member 

who  was  guilty  of  an   offence ;  but  if 

they  did  not  allow  the  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man of  Committees  to  Name  a  Member, 

without  calling  on   the  House  for  its 

sanction,  why  should  they  allow  him  to 

require  a  Member   to  discontinue   his 

speech,  without  also  requiring  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  House  ?  He  wished  to  move 
.  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 

Notice,  with  one  alteration.  By  some 
•  act  of  inadvertence  it  now  read — 


"  And,  if  a  Motion  be  made  that  such  Member 

do  discontinue  his  speech,  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the 

.Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put  such  Motion; 

and,  if  the  same  be  decided  in  the  affirmative, 

Mr.  Qoret 


by  a  majority  of  not  less  than  fifty,  the  Member 
shall  discontinue  his  speech  accordingly." 

The  words  **  by  a  majority  of  not  less 
than  fifty  "  had  crept  in  through  inad- 
vertence. All  that  he  desired  was  that 
the  decision  in  support  of  the  action  of 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman  should  be 
affirmed  by  a  majority  of  the  House. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  3,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  Mem- 
ber "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add 
the  words  '^  and,  if  a  Motion  be  made  that  such 
Member  do  discontinue  his  speech,  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  the  Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put  such  Mo- 
tion; and,  if  the  same  be  decided  in  the  affirma- 
tive, the  Member  shall  discontinue  his  speech 
accordingly." — [Mr,  Oorst.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  and  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  might  have  told  the  House  that 
when  his  hon.  Friend  who  sat  near  him, 
the  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour),  moved  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  he 
used  all  the  arguments  which  had  been 
employed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber now. 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  that  he  was  not 
present  when  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  moved  that  Amendment. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  fact 
showed  the  inconvenience  of  the  method 
of  relays  which  appeared  to  have  been 
adopted  by  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  upon 
that  opposite  Bench,  seeing  that,  in  this 
particular  instance,  it  had  kept  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  out  of  the  House 
at  a  very  interesting  moment.  Conse- 
quently, he  had  simply  repeated,  as 
nearly  as  possible,  although,  perhaps, 
not  in  the  same  words,  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hertford  in  support  of 
a  Motion  which,  although  differing  in 
form,  was  substantially  the  same.  He 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  would  not,  however, 
imitate  the  example  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  and  repeat  the  speech 
he  had  made  on  the  previous  occasion. 
He  did  not  think  it  would  bo  fair  to  the 
House  if  ho  did ;  and  he  hoped  the 
House  would  pardon  him  if  he  left  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  without  a  de- 
tailed answer,  and  simply  said  that  the 
House  had  already  decided  the  question 
by  declining  to  entertain  the  former  Mo- 
tion. The  House  had  already  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  the  matter  waa  one 
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which  ought  to  be  left  in  the  hands  of 
the  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees, and  it  would  only  be  a  waste  of 
time  to  divide  the  House  again. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  that  in 
this,  and  in  several  other  of  the  [Reso- 
lutions, it  was  difficult  to  know  how  to 
vote  without  knowing  what  the  mind  of 
the  Government  was  in  regard  to  other 
Amendments  on  the  Paper,  because 
such  a  knowledge  might  materially 
modify  the  view  hon.  Members  enter- 
tained. He  should  certainly  vote  against 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst),  if  he  thought  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glaisgow 
(Mr.  Anderson),  and  still  more  that  of 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
•{Mr.  Gibson).  This  was  a  repetition  of 
an  old  law  of  the  House,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  the  power  of  punishment 
should  be  included  in  it.  If  an  hon. 
Member  resisted  the  authority  of  the 
Chair  and  disputed  the  warning  given 
him,  the  House  would  have  brought  be- 
fore them  presently,  by  the  9th  Resolu- 
tion, the  mode  in  which  that  Member 
should  be  punished  and  what  was  to 
happen  to  him.  It  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth)  to  be  a  mistake  to  im- 
port punishment  into  the  dth  Resolution ; 
and  if  he  thought  the  Government  would 
favourably  consider  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson),  he  should  not  be  inclined 
to  support  the  proposal  now  made  by 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst).  He  cer- 
tainly thought  that  one  Resolution  on 
the  subject  of  punishment  by  the  Chair- 
man was  enough. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  had  stated,  somewhat  in- 
advertently no  doubt,  that  this  was  the 
same  Motion  as  that  which  had  been 
moved  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour);  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  forgot  to 
notice  the  fact  that  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin),  which  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hertford  undertook  to  move, 
imported  into  this  Resolution  the  action 
of  one  of  the  new  mental  quorums. 
Now,    such  a    quorum    of  the   House 


involved  a  new  principle,  and  there 
was  no  such  principle  in  the  Amend- 
ment now  submitted  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Chat- 
ham (Mr.  Gorst).  In  fact,  it  was  nearly 
identical  in  scope  with  the  Amend- 
ment which  stood  in  his  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope's)  name  lower  down  on  the  Notice 
Paper  ;  and  in  supporting  the  present 
Amendment  he  was,  therefore,  really 
supporting  his  own  proposal.  He  sub- 
mitted that  the  proposition  made  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst),  and  by  himself,  followed 
on  all- fours  with  the  famous  Resolution 
which  they  had  hammered  out  after  so 
many  weeks'  labour.  Indeed,  he  had 
picked  and  chosen  the  phraseology  of 
his  Amendment  from  that  Resolution. 
The  Resolution  left  the  closing  of  a  de- 
bate to  the  decision  of  the  House ;  and 
he  did  not  see  why,  if  the  c'dture  of  a 
debate  was  ultimately  to  be  thrown  upon 
the  House,  the  eldture  of  a  private  Mem- 
ber should  not  take  the  same  course.  In 
the  latter  case,  the  offence  would  be  a  very 
trifling  one.  It  might  be  simply  that  of 
falling  into  irrelevant  argument,  or  hav- 
ing a  rambling  way  of  talking,  which 
might  not  be  the  poor  Gentleman's 
fault,  because  he  might  have  been  born 
with  it.  Why,  for  such  an  offence, 
should  the  Member  be  exposed  to  the 
extremely  penal  infliction,  of  being  or- 
dered to  sit  down  like  a  naughty  boy  in 
a  board  school?  With  all  the  addi- 
tional powers  which  were  to  bo  given  to 
the  Speaker  and  the  Chairman  in  future, 
why  should  they  give  them  this  one  in 
addition  ?  If  a  Member  was  really  fla- 
grantly irrelevant,  and  it  was  consi- 
dered desirable  to  stop  his  speech,  the 
Question  ought  to  be  put  to  the  House. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  dwelt  very 
much  upon  the  question  of  loss  of 
time ;  but  he  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope) 
would  point  out  that  in  the  case  of  fla- 
grant irrelevance,  probably  the  first 
mention  of  the  matter  would  be  quite 
sufficient  to  impose  a  check  on  the 
offender.  The  Member  would  be  hardly 
courageous  enough  to  challenge  a  divi- 
sion in  his  own  behalf  if  the  **  Ayes" 
sounded  loud  enough.  There  would, 
therefore,  be  very  little  loss  of  time  ;  but 
that  loss  of  time  would  take  away  the 
idea  of  oppression,  and  the  House  should 
not  forget  that  the  Member  who  was 
silenced,  however  righteously,  would 
before    the    end  of    the    Session  take 
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out  Lis  punishment  tenfold  from  the 
House. 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK  said, 
he  thought  that,  at  that  hour  of  the  night, 
it  was  a  great  pity  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  did  not  tell  the  House  what 
they  intended  to  do  with  regard  to  the 
Resolution.  By  their  halting  and  waver- 
ing, they  had  already  spoilt  the  dinners 
of  many  hon.  Members  with  the  other 
Besolutions;  and  now  theright  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Goveruraent 
refused  to  answer  the  question,  which 
had  repeatedly  been  put  to  him,  as  to 
what  the  alterations  were  which  he  in- 
tended to  propose  in  the  last  paragraph 
of  the  Resolutions.  It  was  quite  im- 
possible for  hon.  Members  who  sat  be- 
low the  Gangway  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House — the  Paladins  of  the  liberties 
of  the  House — such  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn), 
to  ever  think  of  leaving  it  in  the 
power  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
at  any  time,  to  order  a  Member  to  dis- 
continue his  speech.  He  (Mr.  Caven- 
dish Bentinck)  had  no  wish  to  address 
any  argument  to  the  House  upon  that 
subject.  L  Cheeritfrom  the  Liberal  lienchen,'] 
Hon.  Members  opposite  cheered  that 
sentiment ;  but  he  should  like  to  see  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright),  who  was  now 
sitting  among  them  as  what  had  been 
called  by  the  late  Lord  BeaconsBeld  **  an 
extinct  volcano,"  rise  in  his  place,  and  tell 
the  House  what  he  thought  of  the  power 
proposed  to  be  conferred  by  this  Resolu- 
tion upon  the  Chairmen  of  Committees. 
He  should  like  to  know  whether  the  right 
hdn.  Gentleman  approved  of  it  or  not  ? 
He  was  quite  sure  that  the  remarks  he 
was  now  making  would  receive  the  as- 
Bent  of  hon.  Members  who  belonged  to 
the  Radical  Party.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  already  been  requested  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Gloucestershire  (Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke),  and 
also  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  below  him 
(Mr.  Sclater-Booth),  to  state  what  the 
intentions  of  the  Government  really 
were ;  and  he  thought  that  a  clear  ex- 
planation of  those  intentions  would  save 
the  time  of  the  House,  and  be  a  great 
convenience  to  hon.  Members.  All  of 
them  wished  to  get  rid  of  this  Autumn 
Session  as  soon  as  they  could,  and  they 
would  be  able  to  do  that  more  easily  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
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the  Government  would  make  up  his 
mind  and  tell  the  House  what  it  was  he 
wished  to  do. 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT:  One  thing. 
Sir,  has  struck  me  very  forcibly  during 
the  course  of  the  discussion  upon  these 
numerous  Amendments.  It  seems  to  me 
that  hon.  Members  have  generally  pro- 
ceeded on  an  extreme  and,  I  think,  alto- 
gether unjustifiable  and  absurd  suspicion 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Speaker.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  Or  the  Chairman.]  vVell,  or 
the  Chairman.  The  basis  of  all  their  argu- 
ments, as  far  as  I  can  learn,  or  of  nearly 
all  of  them,  is  that  the  Speaker  will  do 
something  foolish,  or  that  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  will  do  something 
foolish.  Now,  you  had  a  Gentleman  who 
was  Chairman  of  Committees  for  many 
years,  and  who  has  just  now  left  the 
House  (Mr.  Raikes),  simply  for  a  short 
time,  some  people  hope,  but  for  a  much 
longer  time  others  hope;  and  I  think 
no  one  ever  made  a  complaint  of  the 
conduct  of  our  proceedings  when  he 
was  Chairman  of  Committees.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Maclver), 
in  the  improper  statements  which  he 
has  made  in  the  House  to-night,  did  not 
dare  to  charge  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees with  intenCional  impartiality  or 
injustice.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  or  the  Speaker 
is  absolutely  infallible  ;  but  if  there  is 
One  thing  more  certain  than  another, 
and  which  we  can  rely  upon  more  firmly 
than  anything  else,  it  is  the  absolute  im- 
partiality of  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  also  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees.  I  have  here  a  volume 
of  UatneWs  J'recedepitSf  and  I  find  here, 
under  the  date  1604,  a  passage  which  I 
will  read  to  the  House.  I  am  not  al- 
ways in  favour  of  things  that  are  very 
old,  because  they  are  old  ;  but  here  is  a 
Resolution  upon  the  conduct  and  office 
of  Speaker,  and  his  duty  of  keeping 
order  in  the  House.  In  the  second  para- 
graph, under  the  date  April  1 7th,  1604, 
it  is  laid  down  as  a  general  rule  that — 

**  If  any  superfluous  or  tedious  speech  be 
offered  in  the  House,  the  party  is  to  be  directed 
and  ordered  by  Mr.  Speaker." 

[An  hon. Member:  Ordered  to  do  what?] 
There  was  apparently  no  appeal.  It 
was  fairly  understood  what  the  order 
meant,  and  the  Speaker  would  have 
little  difficulty  in  knowing  what  to  do. 
If  we  are  to  lay  down  a  Rule  now  in  re- 
gard to  the  Speaker,  we  should  clearly 
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lay  down  what  it  is  his  duty  to  do. 
What  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst) 
proposes  is,  that  the  Speaker  having 
come  to  a  certain  conclusion  with  re- 
gard to  a  particular  speech— namely, 
that  it  was  irrelevant,  and  consisted  of 
tedious  repetition,  all  he  is  to  do  is  to 
call  the  •  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
fact ;  and  if,  for  instance,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chathan  (Mr. 
Gorst)  was  called  to  Order  as  the  of- 
fender, no  doubt  the  noblo  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  would  immediately  rise  and 
move  an  appeal  to  the  House.  The 
Speaker's  decision  might  thus  be  set 
aside,  and  there  would  be  a  division. 
Nothing  would  be  more  easy  then  to 
promote  delay  in  that  way  all  the  night 
through,  because  the  hon.  Member  who 
was  so  disorderly  as  to  be  called  to 
Order  would  be  aln^ost  certain  to  have 
someone  sitting  at  his  elbow  who  would 
be  ready  to  ask  the  House  to  decide  the 
question.  It  therefore  seems  to  me  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  one  that  will  destroy  the 
yalue  and  efficiency  of  the  Bule  alto- 
gether ;  and  I  can  only  deplore  that  these 
repeated  Amendments  are  made  in  pur- 
suance of  the  course  which  these  Bules 
are  intended  in  future  to  condemn  and 
prevent.  That  is  my  feeling  in  regard 
to  the  matter.  I  am  as  much  in  favour 
of  freedom  of  speech  as  anyone,  and  also 
that  everybody  shall  say  what  it  is  proper 
to  say  in  this  House;  but  I  am  per- 
suaded that  if  the  course  recommended 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  and 
his  Friends  is  agreed  to,  we  may  as  well 
sweep  these  Resolutions  away  altogether 
and  allow  things  to  go  on  just  as  they 
have  gone  on,  and  have  been  condemned. 
I  hope  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  will  not  consent  to 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  which  would  make  all  our 
proceedings  with  regard  to  the  matter 
a  complete  absurdity  and  an  absolute 
farce 

Mii.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  he  was 
sorry  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  John  Bright)  had  thought  ht 
to  introduce  an  illustration  into  his 
speech  which  he  must  have  known 
would  be  offensive.  Whatever  might 
be  thought  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst),  no  one  could  accuse  him  of  being 


guilty  of  repetition .     [  "  Oh,  oh  !  "  ]    He 
dared  say  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
often  made  remarks  which  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  did  not  like ;  but  he  was 
never  guilty  of  repetition.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  further,  and  in  the 
most  direct  manner,  accused  Members 
on   his  side  of  the   House   of  putting 
down  Amendments  for  the  purpose  of 
Obstruction  ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  thought  fit  to  instance,  as  one 
of  them,  the  Amendment  they  were  now 
discussing.     Now,  he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four) desired  to  point  out  two  things  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     In  the  first 
place,    he   would  point   out  that  many 
Amendments  proposed  from  his  side  of 
the  House  had  been  accepted  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  great  and  beneficial  had 
been  the  modifications  of  the  Bules  which 
had  resulted  from  the  ac^tion  of  Members 
on    his    side  of   the  House.      In    the 
second  place,  he  would  point  out  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  regard  to  this 
Amendment,  that  it  had  been  put  down 
upon  the  Paper,  in  substance,  by  three 
hon.  Members — by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin),  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Cambridge  University  (Mr. 
Beresford  Hope),  and  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   behind    him  the  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
— three  Members  of  the  House  of  great 
experience,  and  who  were  emphatically 
more  entitled  to  be  heard  on  all  ques- 
tions   connected   with    Procedure  than 
many  hon.  Members  who  voted  witli  the 
Government  for  these  Bules,  as  having 
been  in  the  House  and  taken  part  in  its 
debates  for  a  very  much  longer  period. 
He  desired,  further,  to  remark  to  the 
right   hon.    Gentleman  that,    while  he 
quite   admitted  the  force   of  the  argu- 
ment used  by  the  Prime  Minister  when 
he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  was  moving  the 
Amendment    of   his    hon.    Friend    the 
Member    for     Mid     Lincolnshire    (Mr. 
Chaplin),  that  it  would  have  the  effect 
of  prolonging  their  debates,  he  did  not 
admit  that  there  was  any  force  in  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright),  that  the  House  was  to  place 
implicit  reliance  on  the  discretion  of  the 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees, whoever  they  might  be.     The  Go- 
vernment had  already  themselves  estab- 
lished a  contrary  precedent,  by  delibe- 
rately fencing  round  the  cMure  by  pro- 
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Tiding  that  tlie  Speaker  sbould  not  act 
solely  upon  his  own  authority,  but  that 
he  must  support  that  authority  by  a  de- 
liberate declaration  of  the  will  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  wished 
to  reply  to  an  observation  which  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Hert- 
ford (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  who  had  men- 
tioned his  name  in  connection  with  the 
Amendment  placed  upon  the  Paper  on 
this  subject.  All  he  wished  to  say  was, 
that  his  proposition  was  identical  with 
the  provision  of  the  1st  Besolution 
adopted  by  the  House,  in  regard  to  the 
eldlure,  which  neither  of  the  other 
Amendments  was.  In  regard  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright),  he  had  only  one  word  to  say. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to 
have  changed  his  position,  and,  from 
having  hitherto  attached  exaggerated 
importance  to  the  doctrine  of  self-govern- 
ment, he  had  now  become  the  advocate 
of  a  mere  Party.  The  quotation  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  read  to 
the  House  from  HaUeWs  Precedents  had 
no  application  to  the  present  state  of 
things,  because  at  that  period,  1604, 
in  which  the  Order  was  made,  the  House 
of  Commons  was  accused  of  being 
blindly  submissive  to  the  Crown;  and 
the  consequence  was  that  in  1640  a 
state  of  things,  which  he  did  not  wish 
to  see  recur,  was  brought  about  in  a 
very  opposite  sense. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  GIBSON  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  line  3,  after  the  word  ''and," 
to  insert  the  words  **  if  the  warning  be 
unheeded."  He  wished  to  explain  that 
this  Amendment  stood  on  the  Paper  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson),  who 
was  now  absent.  The  present  structure 
of  the  Kesolution  had  been  before  the 
House  for  a  considerable  time,  and  it 
was,  he  thought,  open  to  considerable 
criticism.  It  proposed  that  the  Speaker 
or  Chairman  might  call  the  attention  of 
the  House,  or  of  the  Committee,  to  con- 
tinued irrelevance  or  tedious  repetition 
on  the  part  of  a  Member,  and  might 
direct  such  Member  to  discontinue  his 
speech.  It  did  that  without  indicating 
to  the  House  that  the  House  had  any 
function  whatever  in  relation  to  the 
matter.     He  thought  if  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  John  Bright)  had  borne  that  fact 
in  mind,  he  would  have  seen  that  it  was 
entirely  in  point  to  put  an  Amendment 
on  the  Paper,  suggesting  that  the  Home 
should  have  some  function,  becanse  the 
earlier  part  of  the  Hule  expressly  pointed 
out  that  the  attention  of  the  House  was 
to  be  called  to  the  matter.   If  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  was  to  be  called  to 
the  matter,  he  assumed  that  the  object 
was  to  call  the  attention  of  all  the  Mem- 
bers to  the  way  in  which  the  time  of  the 
House  was  being  wasted,  and  also  to  call 
their  attention  to  what,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  ought  to  be  their  function  in  such 
a  case.     What  he  proposed  to  do  was 
to  treat  that  calling  of  the  attention  of 
the  House  as  a  distinct  and  public  warn- 
ing to  the  Member  that  if  he  did  not 
mind  himself  and  mend  his  courses  ho 
would  expose  himself  to  the  penalty  in- 
flicted by  the  latter  part  of  the  Besola- 
tion,  which  gave  the  Speaker  the  power 
of  proceeding  to  a  further  development 
by  directing  the  offending  Member  to 
discontinue  his  speech.     But,  from  the 
special  way  in  which  the  Besolution  was 
drafted,   the   Speaker  or  Chairman  of 
Committees  might  got  up  in  the  middls 
of  a  debate  and  announce  to  a  Member 
who  had  not  been  much  on  the  alert  in 
guarding  against  irrelevancy  or  tedions 
repetition  that  he  was  guilty  of  irrele- 
vancy or  repetition,  and  that  he  must  at 
once  discontinue  his  speech.      He  did 
not  think  that  it  would  be  fair  or  in 
accordance  with  our  English  methods  to 
take  so  extreme  a  course  without  having 
given  some  warning  in  the  first  instance. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
concluded  by  moving  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  3,  after 
the  word  ''  and,"  to  insert  the  words 
''if  the  warning  be  unheeded." — {^Mr, 
Oihson,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  (Jovem- 
ment  could  not  agree  to  the  Amendment 
They  had  already  stated  their  view  of 
the  Besolution,  which  was  this — that  in 
certain  cafios  repetition  or  irrelevancy 
would  have  reached  a  certain  point  be- 
fore it  could  be  well  interfered  with  by 
the  Chair,  and  when  it  was  interfered 
with,  the  matter  would  be  fully  ripe  for 
effective  action.  The  interference  ought 
to  be  decisive  and  take  effect  at  once. 
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There  would  be  very  little  use  in  tlie 
Hesolution ;  indeed,  it  would  be  com- 
pletely emasculated  by  any  Amendment 
of  this  character.  There  might  be  other 
oases  in  which  it  would  be  right  for  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Committees  to 
give  a  preliminary  warning;  but  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Committees 
would  always  be  in  the  Chair,  watching 
the  course  of  the  debate,  and  would  be 
in  a  position  to  judge  whether  the  free- 
dom of  debate  required  to  be  treated  in 
a  more  severe  or  in  a  more  lenient  man- 
ner. In  any  case,  it  was  not  likely  that 
there  would  be  interference  except  where 
the  irrelevancy  or  the  repetition  had 
been  very  serious ;  and  it  would  be  very 
safe  to  leave  the  matter  to  the  judgment 
of  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman.  The 
Amendment  proposed  to  give  a  Member 
one  more  life,  which  he  might  well 
afford  to  throw  away. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  so  anxious  to  avoid 
laying  himself  open  to  a  charge  of 
tedious  repetition  that  he  had  abstained 
from  taking  notice  of  the.  very  strong 
argpiments  which  he  himself  had  used 
an  hour  or  two  ago  in  favour  of  the 
very  proposal  just  made  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
GKbson).  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  had  pointed  out,  in 
opposition  to  the  previous  Amendment, 
that  it  must  not  be  assumed  that  the 
Presiding  Officer  of  the  House  for  the 
time  being  would  determine  the  Keso- 
lution  in  the  strictest  sense.  [Mr.  Glad- 
stone :  He  would  not  do  that  always.] 
He  would  not  always  determine  the 
Besolution  in  a  strict  sense  ?  In  saying 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  as- 
suming that  the  interpretation  which  he 
placed  upon  the  Resolution  would  be 
always  that  which  would  be  placed  upon 
it  by  the  Presiding  Officer  of  the  House. 
But  already  that  afternoon  they  had  had 
a  direct  exemplification  of  the  fact  that 
the  interpretation  placed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  words  of  his  own 
composition  was  not  always  identical 
with  that  placed  on  them  by  the  Pre- 
siding Officer  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  must  also  be  remembered  that  they 
were  now  dealing  with  the  Presiding 
Officer  of  the  future,  who  would  not 
even  have  had  the  advantage  of  hearing 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  expound  his 
views  of  the  proper  interpretation  to  be 


placed  upon  his  own  words.  Under 
those  circumstances,  it  was  not  unrea- 
sonable for  the  House  to  ask  that  there 
should  be  inserted  in  the  body  of  the 
Kesolution  some  definite  expression  of 
opinion  on  the  part  of  the  House  as  to 
what  the  Resolution  meant.  He  ima- 
gined that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  the  same  that  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  meant,  and  that 
there  was  no  difference  in  substance 
between  them.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  I  am 
afraid  there  is.]  He  was  in  hopes  that 
there  was  not,  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  distinctly  said  the  probabi- 
lity was  that  the  Presiding  Officer  would 
interpret  the  Rule  in  the  same  sense 
which  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  suggested.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  In 
the  best  sense.]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
most  distinctly  added  an  expression  of  his 
own  opinion  that  the  probability  was  the 
Presiding  Officer  would  not  interpret 
the  Resolution  in  a  strict  sense.  That 
was  certainly  the  impression  left  on  the 
mind  of  the  House  by  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  he  (Mr.  J. 
Lowther)  hoped,  under  those  circum- 
stances, seeing  the  danger  or  probability 
that  there  might  be  from  time  to  time 
an  interpretation  placed  upon  the  Rule 
by  the  Presiding  Officer  which  was  not 
entirely  in  accordance  with  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  neither 
the  Government  nor  the  House  would 
object  to  the  introduction  of  the  words 
which  had  been  proposed  by  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gibson). 

Sib.  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that,  in  this  matter, 
it  had  been  the  invariable  practice,  under 
the  Rule  by  which  a  Member  might  be 
suspended,  for  the  Speaker  or  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  to  give  warning. 
That  had  hitherto  been  the  invariable 

Practice,  and  the  result  was  that  an  hon. 
(ember  was  not  taken  by  surprise ; 
but  he  was  warned  that,  if  he  persisted 
in  the  course  he  was  pursuing,  he  would 
suffer  the  punishment  which  had  been 
provided.  The  particular  Rule  to  which 
he  referred  was  very  much  of  the  same 
character  as  the  Rule  now  proposed,  see- 
ing that  it  prevented  the  Member  who 
was  suspended  from  taking  any  further 
part  in  the  debate;  and  the  proposed 
Rule  would  be  equivalent  to  the  sus- 
pension of  a  Member  from  sitting  in 
the  House,  or  taking  part  in  its  proceed- 
ings, until  the  time  came  for  him  to 
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record  his  vote.  He  was  bound  to  say 
that  ho  could  not  see  why  that  invari- 
able practice  of  the  Speaker  and  Chair- 
man of  Committees  should  not  be  put 
into  this  Kule,  by  saying  that  it  was 
only  after  due  warning  the  punishment 
would  be  inflicted.  Therefore,  if  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Gibson)  went  to  a  division  upon  the 
Amendment,  he  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
should  certainly  support  him,  because  it 
was  only  putting  into  the  Bule  that 
which  had  been  the  invariable  practice 
of  the  House  hitherto. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  could  not 
but  think  that  the  proposed  Eule  was 
either  surplusage,  or  mere  offensiveness. 
It  was  surplusage,  because  already  the 
presiding  authority  had  got  power  to 
call  a  speaker  to  the  question  who  was 
not  speaking  to  the  question  ;  and,  as  far 
as  that  was  concerned,  there  was  really 
no  necessity  whatever  for  strengthening 
the  hands  of  the  presiding  authority. 
If  a  Member,  when  addressing  the 
House,  declined  to  pay  attention  to  the 
remonstrances  of  the  presiding  authority, 
he  would  justly  lay  himself  open  to  a 
charge  of  disregarding  the  authority  of 
the  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. But,  besides  the  objection  of 
surplusage,  it  was  decidedly  open  to  the 
objection  of  ofiFensiveness  and  partiality. 
It  was  a  Hule  that  would  only  be  brought 
to  bear  against  the  younger  Members  of 
the  House,  who  might  very  often  be 
struggling  against  mere  natural  em- 
barrassment in  their  endeavours  to  ex- 
press their  arguments.  He  also  wished 
to  point  out  that  by  making  this  entirely 
depend  upon  the  opinion  of  the  pre- 
siding authority,  he  was  afraid  it  be- 
came open  to  this  objection.  A  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  who  might  know  the 
subject  upon  which  he  was  speaking 
thoroughly  well,  and  might  be  tho- 
roughly well  acquainted  with  all  the 
bearings  of  his  argument,  might  easily 
be  misapprehended  by  the  presiding 
authority ;  and  there  was  no  guarantee 
that  the  presiding  authority  would 
always  be  perfectly  calm,  perfectly  un- 
flurried,  and  perfectly  impartial.  The 
presiding  authority  might  mean  to  act 
justly;  but,  not  knowing  what  was  in 
the  Member's  mind  any  more  than  any- 
body else  would  be  supposed  to  know, 
he  might  deal  with  an  argument  which, 
in  the  Member's  mind,  was  a  most 
relevant  one,  as  altogether  irrelevant; 
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and  the   Member,   through  awkward- 
ness,  or  density  of  conviction,   might 
desire  to  argue  the  matter  out ;  where- 
upon he  would  be  met  at  once  by  being 
required  by  the  presiding  authority  to 
discontinue  his  speech.     What  was  it 
that  had  occurred  to  himself  personally  ? 
Although  he  believed  that  on  every  occa- 
sion the  presiding  authority  meant  to 
act  justly  towards  him,  he  was  perfectly 
satisfied  that  on  three  or  four  occasions, 
in  the  heat  of  past  debates,  the  presiding 
authority,   from   natural    ignorance  of 
what  was  passing  in  his  (Mr.  O'DonnelPs) 
mind,  had  told  him  that  he  was  irrele- 
vant in  his  arguments,  and  that  they 
had    no   bearing    upon    the   question; 
whereas  he  was  perfectly  aware  that  if 
he  could  have  had  time  to  express  those 
arguments,  the  presiding  authority  would 
have  recognised  their  perfect  relevancy. 
Under  the  Rules,  as  they  stood  at  pre- 
sent, there  was  no  serious  harm  or  in- 
justice done  to  him,  or    to  any  other 
Member  in  his  position,  because  he  was 
liable  to  the  punishment  of  being  called 
upon  to  discontinue  his  speech  merely 
because  the  presiding  authority  misinter- 
preted him ;  but,  if  this  Rule  passed,  the 
mistake  of  the  presiding  authority  would 
be  followed  by  conseqences  which  could 
not  be  recalled ;  and,  therefore,  this  Rule 
was  a  double  trap — a  trap  for  the  feet  of 
the  Member,  and  a  trap  for  the  feet  of 
the  presiding  authority.     The  presiding 
authority  might   be  led  on   in  a  well- 
meaning  manner  to  use  this  Rule,  and 
might  then  find  that  he  had  committed  a 
serious  mistake  ;  there  would,  however, 
be  no  power  of  remedying  the  mistake. 
He  would  recall  to  the  memory  of  the 
House  that,  on  a  former  occasion,  the 
presiding  authority  not  only  considered 
that  he  (Mr.    O'Donnell)  was  guilty  of 
continued  irrelevance,  but  that  he  was 
actually  wilfully  refusing  to   obey  the 
authority  of  the   Chair.     The    circum- 
stance   occurred    in  Committee  of  the 
Whole    House ;   and   on    that  occasion 
he  was  not  merely  told  to   discontinue 
his  speech,   but  he  was    actually  sus- 
pended; and  yet,  a  few  weeks  afterwards, 
the  House  had,  practically,  to  withdraw 
that   suspension.     He   contended    that 
there  was  no  necessity  whatever  for  this 
Rule.     If  a  Member  was  really  refusing 
to  obey  the  authority  of  the  Chair,  he 
could  be  punished  ;  he  could  be  warned 
and   then  suspended;  but  this  childish 
way  of  dealing  with  a  full>g^own  man, 
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and  offensivelj  ordering  him  to  discon- 
tinue his  speech,  was  a  sort  of  punish- 
ment that  was  unworthy  of  the  House. 
A  Member  addressing  the  House  was 
supposed,  in  eveiy  Constitutional  re- 
spect, to  be  equal  to  the  presiding  autho- 
rity, as  far  as  his  knowledge  of  the 
relevancy  of  his  arg^inient  was  con- 
cerned, and  his  knowledge  of  his  duty  to 
his  constituents ;  and  as  long  as  the  pre- 
siding authority  was  not  able  to  say 
that  a  Member  was  wilfully  disobeying 
the  authority  of  the  Chair,  in  which  case 
a  distinct  offence  would  arise,  it  was 
altogether  too  much  for  any  Member  of 
the  House,  or  any  of  their  hon.  Col- 
leagues, or  the  presiding  authority, 
ten  times  over,  to  tell  a  full-grown  man, 
who  was  the  free-elected  Eepresentative 
of  a  constituency,  that  ho  was  next  door 
to  an  idiot,  and  must  discontinue  his 
speech.  He  looked  upon  the  Bule  as 
not  only  offensive  and  ridiculous,  but 
also  dangerous.     Probably,  if  it    were 

fassed,  it  would  remain  a  dead  letter, 
f  it  were  ever  brought  into  force,  he 
would  lay  the  odds  of  100  to  I  that  it 
would  be  exercised  at  the  wrong  time. 

Mb.  WADDY  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  arguments  he  had  heard 
from  various  Members  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  were  based  on  this — the 
Speaker  was  supposed  to  be  lying  in 
ambush,  prepared  on  the  first  oppor- 
tunity to  stop  some  unfortunate  Member, 
who  might  have  wandered  unwittingly 
into  some  slight  irrelevancy.  Hon. 
Members  who  entertained  that  view 
seemed  to  have  forgotten  that  there  were 
two  or  three  words  in  the  Besolution 
which  would  prevent  that,  because  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
was  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
or  of  the  Committee  to  continued  irrele- 
vance or  tedious  repetition  on  the  part 
of  that  Member.  It  was  therefore  pro- 
vided that  the  irrelevancy  should  be 
continued,  and  that  the  repetition  should 
be  tedious.  It  was  evident  that  it  was 
not  a  first  offence  that  was  contem- 
plated ;  and  where  there  was  continued 
irrelevance  and  tedious  repetition,  he 
thought  the  Speaker  would  be  amply 
justified  in  directing  the  offending  Mem- 
ber to  discontinue  his  speech.  He  desired 
to  say  that,  in  another  respect,  the  Eule 
was  not  strong  enough.  If  it  could  pre- 
vent some  hon.  Members  from  speak- 
ing for  more  than  25  times  a  night,  it 
would  effect  an  advantageous  and  de- 


sirable change.  At  any  rate,  it  might 
provide  that  out  of  the  25  times  an 
hon.  Member  thought  fit  to  address  the 
House,  he  should,  at  all  events,  on  one 
occasion,  say  something. 

Mr.  A8HMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
he  thought  the  greatest  fallacy  came 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Waddy)  himself.  If  the  irrelevancy 
was  continued,  and  the  repetition  tedious, 
why  did  the  Government  object  to  intro- 
duce so  obvious  an  Amendment  as  that 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  ? 
Why  did  they  refuse  to  the  offending 
Member  the  right  of  having  a  warning 
from  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  that  he 
was  transgressing  ?  The  Resolution  con- 
ferred upon  the  Speaker  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  very  dangerous 
power,  and  there  ought  to  be  some  limi- 
tation imposed  upon  it,  to  prevent  its 
being  used  in  an  arbitrary  and  unjust 
manner.  The  Chairman  of  Committees 
might  act  as  a  partizan,  and  might  be 
desirous  of  closing  an  awkward  speech, 
and  under  this  Eule  he  would  have  the 
power  of  doing  so  absolutely.  That,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  had  pointed  out,  was  a  dan- 
gerous and  an  offensive  power.  What 
valid  grounds  could  the  Government 
allege  for  objecting  to  the  insertion  in  the 
Resolution  of  a  clause  which,  whilst  it 
would  not  impair  the  real  efficacy  of  that 
Resolution,  would  insure  that  an  hon. 
Member  who  was  anxious  to  keep  him- 
self in  Order  should  have  fair  warning 
before  being  told  to  discontinue  his 
speech?  The  Government  could  give 
no  such  grounds ;  and  he,  therefore, 
appealed  to  the  Prime  Minister  to  adopt 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  had  disputed  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister's statement  as  to  the  probability 
of  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees giving  warning  before  putting 
this  Rule  in  force.  But  they  had  some 
experience  to  go  on.  When  the  Rule 
was  in  force  in  1 88 1 ,  it  was  used  four 
times ;  three  times  in  Committee,  and 
once  by  Mr.  Speaker.  On  each  occasion 
warning  was  given. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  he  did  not 
dispute  the  fact  that  it  had  been  the 
practice  of  Mr.  Speaker  and  Chairmen 
of  Committees  to  give  warning  before 
putting  the  Rule  in  operation,  or  the 
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probability  that  it  would  be  in  the  time 
to  come.  But  whv  should  they  not  put  it 
on  record  that  warning  must  be  given  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Buchanan),  who  was  a  man  of  culture, 
research,  and  learning,  knew  that  it  was 
not  the  custom  of  deliberative  Assem- 
blies to  trust  to  declarations  by  Minis- 
ters, but  that  it  was  their  practice  to 
put  on  record  what  they  desired  to  be 
the  law  of  the  land,  and  of  the  Houses 
in  which  they  sat.  [Mr.  Gladstone: 
No,  no !]  lie  believed,  in  spite  of  the 
Prime  Minister's  negative,  that  that  was 
the  practice  of  Parliament— to  take  care 
to  embody  in  Acts  of  Parliament  that 
which  it  wished  to  be  done,  without 
trusting  to  the  declaration  of  Ministers. 
However  much  they  might  value  the 
ability  of  independent  Members,  they 
should  put  in  the  words  of  the  Eule  what 
they  desired  to  be  done.  He  appealed 
to  the  Government,  if  they  were  really 
honest  in  this  matter,  and  desirous  that 
the  Bule  should  be  administered  in 
accordance  with  their  declarations,  to 
embody  words  in  the  Pule,  providing 
for  the  manner  of  its  administration. 

Mr.  BEODRICK  hoped  the  House 
would  have  some  explanation  from  the 
Government  of  the  reason  which  had  in- 
duced them  to  keep  up  what  seemed  to 
him  to  be  an  altogether  unnecessary  de- 
bate, on  a  point  on  which  all  Parties 
were  agreed.  Hon.  Members  were  only 
proposing  a  form  of  words  with  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  perfectly  agreed.  [Mr.  Glad- 
stone :  No,  no  !]  He  had  certainly  un- 
derstood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
agree  that  the  practice  should  be  such 
as  was  provided  in  the  Amendment. 
[Mr.  Gladstone:  Oh,  dear,  no!]  In 
that  case,  then,  it  was  necessary  that  the 
House  should  argue  the  matter  out.  If 
an  hon.  Member  who  rose  to  address  the 
House,  from  some  aberration  of  intel- 
lect, wandered  away  into  paths  he  should 
have  avoided,  surely  it  was  desirable 
that  he  should  receive  some  warning  bo- 
fore  the  supreme  step  was  taken.  He 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  felt  very  strongly  on  this 
point,  because  he  was  in  entire  sympathy 
with  the  Government  upon  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Dodson), 
a  short  time  ago,  appeared  to  be  on  the 
point  of  rising  to  reply  to  the  arguments 
of  hon.  Members  in  support  of  the 
Amendment ;    but  since  then   he  had 

Mr.  J.  G.  TalUt 


abandoned  the  intention^  and  that  lact 
itself  spoke  volumes  for  the  reliability 
of  the  contention  put  forward  by  hon. 
Members.  It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Brod- 
rick) impossible  for  anyone  who  had 
occupied  the  Chair  in  the  House  not  to 
feel  the  absolute  necessity  for  the  putting 
in  force  of  some  such  restriction  as  that 
proposed,  even  if  it  were  not  stated  in 
the  Pule.  Bearing  in  mind  what  had 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot)— namely,  that  it  was 
the  custom  of  the  House  to  settle  what 
should  be' the  law  by  distinct  enactment, 
and  not  by  the  declarations  of  Ministers 
— he  sincerely  hoped  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gibson)  would  go 
to  a  division. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  b2 ;  Noes 
120  :  Majority  68.— (Div.  List,  No.  875.) 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  wished 
to  move  to  leave  out,  in  line  3,  all  after 
''  on  the  part  of  a  Member,"  and  insert 
"  and  may  put  the  Question  to  the  House 
that  such  Member  be  not  further  heard ; 
which  Question  shall  be  decided  without 
Debate,  Amendment,  or  Adjournment" 
He  had  a  very  strong  feeling  that  the 
House,  in  rendering  its  Rules  more 
absolute  than  they  were,  and  substitat- 
ing  these  absolute  Rules  for  the  action 
of  the  wholesome  public  opinion  which 
used  to  prevail  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  govern  its  Members,  was 
stamping  itself  of  a  lower  type  than  the 
Houses  which  had  preceded  it.  He  had 
another  feeling.  They  had  heard  how 
freely  the  conduct  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  had  been  canvassed  in  de- 
bate. He  thought  some  injustice  had 
been  done  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Mr.  Speaker's  name  had  been  coupled 
in  this  Resolution  with  that  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees ;  and  although  ex* 
perience  had  taught  him  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate)  to  place  implicit  confidence  in  Mr. 
Speaker's  impartiality  and  right  feeling, 
and  though  he  had  scarcely  ever  known 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  err,  he  could 
not  undertake  to  place  the  same  confi- 
dence in  those  who  might  succeed  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  With  one  ex- 
ception, he  would  not  have  placed  the 
same  confidence  in  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's Predecessors.  Well,  he  asked, 
how  could  their  labours  to  reorganixe 
the  Business  of  the  House  be  advanced 
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by  their  Eules  if  there  was  a  loss  of 
confidence  in  the  Chair,  and  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Chair?  So  strong 
was  the  feeling  and  apprehension  of  the 
House  of  this  danger,  that  when  the 
majority  passed  the  cldture  it  insisted 
that  the  decision  of  Mr.  Speaker  should 
be  supported  by  a  majority  of  the  House. 
Had  the  Members  of  that  House  fallen 
80  low  that  they  were  to  be  silenced,  like 
Bchool-boys,  by  the  Chair,  in  order  to 
restore  their  self-respect,  which  he  feared 
they  had  somewhat  lost?  He  feared 
that,  far  from  this  silencing  of  Members 
tending  to  restore  their  self-respect,  it 
would  have  an  opposite  tendency — that 
it  would  tend  to  a  still  greater  loss  of 
self-respect,  and  to  the  loss  of  the  first 
element  of  order,  an  element  far  more 
powerful  than  any  authority  that  they 
could  introduce.  He,  therefore,  moved 
that  Mr.  Speaker's  authority  should  al- 
ways be  supported  by  a  majority  of  the 
House.  Everything  which  separated  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  from  the  House 
weakened  the  authority  of  his  position — 
any  suspicion  that  he  was  not  one  of 
them  would  weaken  his  position.  It 
would    destroy   the   principle   of    self- 

fovernment,  of  which  that  House  should 
e  the  type,  and  the  House  would 
lose  the  power  of  a  popular  Assem- 
bly, however  they  extended  the  suffrage. 
They  had  an  example  of  that  in  the 
United  States.  There  they  had  extended 
the  suffrage,  until  they  had  collected 
'such  an  anomalous  Assembly  that  they 
were  from  year  to  year  placing  greater 
and  greater  power  in  the  hands  of  ex- 
traneous authorities.  That  was  an  ex- 
ample of  the  present  day.  He  was  un- 
willing at  this  hour  of  the  night  to  detain 
the  House. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  On  examining  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  which 
was  lately  negatived  by  the  House,  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  it  is  substantially 
the  same  as  that  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  New- 
degate)  now  proposes ;  and,  in  that 
view,  I  shall  have  to  rule  that  the 
.Amendment  now  being  moved  cannot 
be  put. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  bowed 
to  Mr.  Speaker's  opinion.  If  he  had 
known  he  would  be  out  of  Order,  he 
would  not  have  given  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  opportunity  of  correcting 
bim. 


Mr.  GIBSON  rose  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Evesham  (Mr.  Dixon-Hartland)  has 
placed  an  Amendment  in  my  hands ;  but 
he  is  not  in  the  House. 

Mr.  WARTON  :  I  should  be  happy 
to  move  it,  Sir. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  was  about  to  ob- 
serve  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Evesham, 
if  he  had  been  in  his  place,  that  his 
Amendment  was  really  substantially  the 
same  as  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson),  which  the 
House  has  j  ust  now  negatived ;  therefore 
I  must  call  on  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  Amendment 
he  wished  to  bring  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  was  a  very  short  one.  If  the 
Government  passed  the  Resolution  as  it 
stood,  it  would  give  Mr.  Speaker  the 
final  power  of  directing  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  possession  of  the  House  to  dis- 
continue his  speech.  Bearing  in  mind 
that  this  was  a  Resolution  aimed  at  con- 
tinued and  possibly  unintentional  irrele- 
vance, and  tedious  but  probably  not 
obstructive  repetition,  it  was,  he  thought, 
too  severe  a  punishment  to  say  that 
Mr.  Speaker  might,  without  a  caution 
against  such  a  course  of  conduct,  direct 
the  hon.  Member  to  discontinue  his 
speech.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
reasonable  course  would  be  to  give  Mr. 
Speaker  the  power  of  directing  a  Mem- 
ber to  discontinue  the  conduct  that  had 
brought  him  under  the  notice  of  the 
House,  and  called  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  intervention.  That  would 
be  not  only  reasonable,  but  sufficient; 
because,  if  a  Member  had  had  brought 
to  his  notice  that  he  was  offending,  and 
had  been  distinctly  ordered  by  Mr. 
Speaker  to  discontinue  repetition  and 
irrelevance,  if  he  was  then  guilty  of  simi- 
lar conduct,  he  could  be  at  once  Named 
as  violating  the  orders  of  Mr.  Speaker. 
The  disciplinary  power  would  be  ample, 
bearing  in  mind  that  the  Member  would 
be  erring  more  from  constitutional  in- 
firmity or  weakness  of  mind  than  any- 
thing else.  That  result  he  (Mr.  Gibson) 
thought  would  be  found  to  be  quite 
sufficient. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  to 
leave  out  the  words  **  his  Speech,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  words  **  such  irrele- 
vance or  repetition." — {Mr,  Gibson.) 

[^Twenty'third,  Ni^\\ 
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Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
*  his  Speech '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  stated  that 
his  Amendment  was  a  very  short  one. 
That  was  true ;  but  there  was  a  shorter 
one  still,  to  the  same  effect,  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  might 
have  moved  or  uttered ;  and  that  was  an 
Amendment  which  would  have  been 
signified  by  saying  "  No  "  to  the  Reso- 
lution. That  word  "No"  was  the  whole 
meaning  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  Amendment.  The  Amend- 
ment, if  adopted,  would  make  the  Bule, 
in  his  (Mr.  Gladstone's)  judgment,  not 
worth  the  paper  it  was  written  on.  In 
all  the  less  grave  cases,  Mr.  Speaker 
would  give  warning  before  bringing  the 
Eule  into  operation ;  but  the  Amend- 
ment would  make  the  House  suffer  before 
the  warning  and  after  the  warning ;  and, 
as  a  climax,  the  offending  Member  could 
only  be  directed  to  discontinue  his 
tedious  and  irrelevant  observations. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
the  speech  just  delivered  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  was 
a  very  good  example  of  the  sort  of  argu- 
ment to  which  the  House  was  constantly 
treated  on  these  Resolutions.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who,  over  and  over 
again,  had  refused  to  listen  to  the  ap- 
peal to  allow  a  clause,  providing  for  a 
warning  to  be  inserted  in  the  Rule,  now 
made  the  fact  that  a  warning  might  be 
given  the  ground  for  refusing  the  Amend- 
ment. It  should  be  distinctly  under- 
stood that  not  only  had  the  power  of 
eldture  been  imposed  on  a  bare  majority, 
but,  in  addition  to  that,  power  was  being 
conferred  on  the  Presiding  Officer  of  the 
House  absolutely  to  close  the  speech  of 
an  hon.  Member.  That  might  be  agree- 
able to  some  hon.  Members  who  were 
able  to  express  themselves  consecutively 
and  clearly  in  the  House  ;  but,  however 
it  might  be  viewed  by  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers, it  was  a  most  grave  and  serious, 
and  a  most  novel  power  to  confer.  It 
was  a  power  which  had  never  been 
known  in  Parliament  before.  If  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  was 
accepted,  it  would  enable  Mr.  Speaker 
to  put  down  that  which  he  ought  to  put 
down — namely,  irrelevance  and  tedious 


repetition ;  but  the  Rule,  as  it  stood, 
would  allow  the  Presiding  Officer  of  the 
House,  without  warning,  to  compel  an 
hon.  Member  to  cut  short  his  speech. 
In  whatever  light  hon.  Members  might 
regard  the  remarks  he  (Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett)  was  addressing  to  the  House, 
it  was  certain  that  what  the  Governmient 
proposed  to  give  was  a  very  great  asd 
serious  power  to  the  Presiding  Officer 
of  the  House. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  to  say  that  the  proper  course 
would  be  not  to  put  the  House  to  the 
trouble  of  a  division.     He  should  have 

Preferred  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
[ember  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson); 
and,  under  the  circumstauces,  he  fdt 
bound  to  accept  the  last  division  as  prac- 
tically governing  this.  He  should  indi- 
cate his  opinion  when  Mr.  Speaker  put 
the  Question,  but  would  not  trouble  the 
House  to  divide. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

(5.)  Retolred,  That  Mr.JSpeaker,  or  the  Cbiir- 
man  of  Ways  and  Means,  may  call  the  atfceatkm 
of  the  House,  or  of  the  Committee,  to  continoed 
irrelevance  or  tedious  repetition  on  the  part  of 
a  Member ;  and  may  direct  the  Member  io  dis- 
continue his  Speech. 

Further  Consideration  of  the  New 
Eules  of  Procedure  deferred  till  r»- 
morrote. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock* 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  \7th  November,  1882. 


Their  Lordships  met  this  day  at  Elerea 
of  the  clock  for  the  despatch  of  JudidAl 
Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  Foot 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'clock. 
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electioDB;  whether,  under  the  existing 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS  Ltw.  the  prooesa  of  changing  the  sjetem 

'  of  election  is  not  needleealjr  expensire 

...       .  _  .    »       .  and  inconvenient :  and,  whether  he  will 

Fr^,,  nih  m,ml,r,  18»2.  introduce  a  Bill  early  not  Semion,  or 

support  a  Bill  to  the  olfoct   that,  in 

Unions  where  the  triennial  election  may 

UIKirrE3.]-NiwMiMBBBSwoitif— Mstthew  he  desired  by  the  Guardians,  it  may  be 

Joseph  K«Day,  ssquire./nr  Eirnis  Borough,  adopted  by  a  rote  of  a  majority  of  the 

Guardians,  after  due  notice  given  to  the 

QJTS  8T10  NS.  ratepayers,  immediately  before  an  elec- 

_^^_  tion  of  Guardians  (in  such  manner  as 

may  be  approved  by  the  Local  Govern- 

POOE  LAW  (IRELAND)— BELFAST  ment  Board),  that  such  a  proposal  will 

DNJON  —  MR.    ROBERT    HDMPHRET.  be  brought  forward  for  decision  ? 

M«.0'KELLT asked  IheChiefSecre-  ,  Mn  DODSON,  Sir,  in  41  Unions or- 

tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Jers  have  been,  or  shortly  will  be,  issued 

Whether  it  is  true  that  the  Belfast  Board  V."""  ^)  Government  Board,  autho- 

of  Guardians  granted  a  pension  of  £S2  rijingapoU  of  owners  and  ratepayer; 

per  year  to  a  rate  collector  and  rent  agent  "  •».  »•><"'"■• «'«"  ■V""'^  •■' « tnennial 

hamed  Robert  Humphrey,  whoso  resig-  election  of  the  Guardians.      The  orders 

nation  to  the  Board  was  made  to  prevent  "."  '•""«?  in  coneeqnonoo  of  applica- 

dismissal;    whether  the  law    prohibits  t.ons  recm.od  from  the  Guardians  i  and 

the  grant  of  superannuation  allowances  ""'     »"'"  B°"?"  "'  guardians  have 

to  niion  officers,   unless   they    devote  '^^' .  representations   in  favour  of  a 

Ihoir  whole  time  to  the   service  of  the  triennial  ay.tom.     The  process  of  chang- 

union ;  and.  whether  the  Guardian,  had  i^B  ''"  ""J"  "i  electicn  under  the  eiisl- 

knowledgo  that  Humphrey  had  been,  ing  law  no  doubt  involves  «ime  expense ; 

and  still  is,  a  rent  agJnl  in   oitensive  but  it  has  the  advantage  of  affordmg  the 

busineee  prior  to  the  said  grant  being  owners  and  ratepayers  full  opportunity 

made,  an^  if  the  usual  list  of  queries  ofehowing  their  .ishe.  on  the  suhjeot, 

have    been    forwarded,     with     Hum-  and  I  may  state  that,  in  some  instancee, 

.    phtoy'e  signature  attached,  to  the  Local  ''•?  ''•™  refueed  to   consent    to    th, 

government  Boarf  for  their  approval;  change  ptopo«d.    I  will  consider  the 

and,    if  «D,  was.the    fact   discfcled  on  suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  Member ; 

the  .aid  lUt  of  queries  whether  or  not  bn' I  "nld  not  undertake  to  promise  to 

Humphrey   had  devoted  hi,  time  and  introduce  a  Bill  to  give  effect  to  it,  or  to 

services    eiclneively    to     the    Belfast  eupport  »ich  a  BiU  if  introduced. 
Union  ? 

Mb.  TREVELTAN:  The  Guardians  THAMES  BIVER  BILL,  1881— 
of  Belfast  Union  desire  to  grant  a  super-  LEGISLATION. 
annuation  allowance  of  £52   a-year  to  „     „,t  mi:.xr      i.  a  .i.    u     -j     i 
Mr.  Humphrey  ;  but  the  Local  Govern-  ,^-  "  ''f^™  f '4,,"'.l'^"!""'?°' 
ment  Boari  hive  not  yet  .anctioned  thi.  f  ""  ^""X"'  7'^^''  ^'^''  ^'  >?" 
allowance,  and  are  still  in  commnnica-  ^^^'\           ^""i.^  '?'"??'"'  "B"" 
tion  with  the  Guardian,  on  the  subject,  the  Thames  Eiver  Bill  of  1881.   or  any 
According  to  the  law,  the  Local  Govern-  P"'  "'  "  *i;,"t?f  jS'  °«"°n" 
ment  Bcird  cannot  sanction  the  grant  "?■  J;  HOLMS  (for  Mr  0,A«eEE. 
unless  Mr.  Humphrey's  whole  timS  has  ""V-  ""'rT  ="1,'"^5.  ^'J".  °'  *' 
been  devol«i  to  the  sSrvic.  of  the  Union.  ">'»''°»  f  the  Board  of  Trirfe  to  intto- 
and  they  have  called  the  Guardians'  at-  ^'i"  '  ?■"  °»f  Se.sion  for  the  purpose 
ten  tion  to  this  fact  °^  carrying  out  a  part  of  what  was  pre- 
tention to  tnis  tact.  p^j  ^^  ^^  Thame.  Eiver  Bill.  1881 ; 

„ , -,,-,, ,„. and  I  understand  that  notices  have  been 

POOR    LAW   (EKOLANT))-TRIENNIAL  i„ued  by  the  Thame.  Oonservatore  that 

ELECTIONS  OP  otlAIDIANS.  ,t,y  i„,J,a  ,„  ^^ng  in  a  Bill  dealing 

Mr.  salt  asked  the  Presideat  of  the  with  t)ke  other  objects  proposed  by  that 

Zx>cal  Qovemmnot  Board,  What  number  measure.     Ajnonj^  the  other  objects  al- 

of  Boards  of  Guardians  have  expressed  luded  to  is  the  one  in  which  my  hoo. 

a  desire  for   the   adoption   of  trienoial  Friend  is  so  much  interested. 
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SOUTH  AFRICA—ZULULAND— RESTO- 
RATION OF  CETEWAYO. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Oolonies, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  statement  respecting  Cetewajo, 
quoted  in  Monday's  "Times"  from  a 
Cape  paper;  whether,  as  appears  from 
that  statement,  Cetewayo  is  still  de- 
tained a  prisoner  at  Dude  Molen ;  how 
long  Cetewayo's  detention  there  has 
lasted;  and,  whether  he  can  hold  out 
any  hope  that  his  promised  restora- 
tion to  Zululand  will  speedily  take 
place  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  Cetewayo 
is  not  a  prisoner  at  Oude  Molen.  He 
has  been  there  since  the  25th  of  Sep- 
tember on  an  understanding  that  he  is 
to  wait  till  the  arrangements  for  his 
return  to  Zululand  are  completed.  I 
can  only  repeat  the  answer  which  I 
ga^e  a  short  time  ago,  that,  after  Sir 
Henry  Bulwer's  proposals  have  been 
received,  I  hope  that  Cetewayo  may  be 
restored  by  the  end  of  the  year. 

ENGLAND  AND  PERU— THE  PERUVIAN 
BONDHOLDERS-CORRESPONDENCE. 

Mr.  J.  E.  YOEKE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AflFairs, 
Whether  he  has  any  objection  to  lay 
iipon  the  Table  of  the  House,  all  the 
Correspondence  which  has  taken  place 
between  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  Government  of  Peru,  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  Chili,  and  that  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  different 
Committees  of  the  holders  of  Peruvian 
Bonds  since  the  Correspondence  last 
laid  before  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
in  1877? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  There 
will  be  no  objection  to  lay  on  the  Table 
any  portions  of  the  Correspondence  with 
Her  Majesty's  Bepresentatives  in  Peru 
and  Chili  and  with  the  Peruvian  and 
Chilian  Eepresentatives  in  London  that 
may  be  of  public  interest;  but  with 
regard  to  the  Correspondence  with  the 
Committee  of  Bondholders,  as  it  contains 
much  matter  privately  printed,  and  its 
contents  are  already  known  to  the  per- 
sons interested,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  not  be  disposed  to  incur  the 
expense  of  its  publication. 


COMMISSIONERS  OF  IRISH  LIGHTS- 
TORY  ISLAND  LIGHTHOUSE. 

Mr.  LEA  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  What  progress  has 
been  made  in  lighting  Tory  Island 
Lighthouse  with  gas,  in  accordance 
with  the  promise  given  on  July  27th, 
1882;  and,  whether  any  of  the  people 
on  the  island,  now  alleged  to  be  suffer- 
ing from  famine,  could  be  employed  on 
the  works  ? 

Mr.  J.  HOLMS  (for  Mr.  Chambeb- 
lain)  :  I  am  informed  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Irish  Lights  that  the  amended 
estimates  for  the  works  in  contempla- 
tion at  Tory  Island  have  been  completed, 
and,  after  being  submitted  to  the  Com- 
missioners, will  be  forwarded  to  the 
Board  of  Trade.  I  can  express  no 
opinion  as  to  the  possibility  of  employ- 
ing the  inhabitants  of  the  Island,  as  the 
works  will,  in  all  probability,  be  carried 
out  by  a  contractor — not  by  the  Com- 
missioners themselves — but,  under  any 
circumstances,  it  is  a  matter  which  rests 
with  the  Commissioners,  not  with  the 
Board  of  Trade. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEES  asked  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  undertake  that 
the  Irish  Office  should  be  communicated 
with  on  the  subject  of  employing  the 
people  of  the  Island  ? 

Mr.  J.  HOLMS  was  understood  to 
reply  in  the  affirmative. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  FORCE  (DUB- 
LIN)-EXTRA  PAY. 

Mr.  MACFAELANE  (for  Mr.  Gray) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Loid 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Why  the  three 
month's  pay  for  extra  duty,  promised  by 
Lord  Spencer  to  the  Dublm  Police  Force 
has  not  been  paid  to  them ;  and,  when 
the  Eeport  of  the  Committee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  grievances  of  the 
Police  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  No  promise  of 
three  months'  pay  was  ever  made  by 
Lord  Spencer.  All  that  he  promised 
was  that  applications  and  complaints  of 
the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  should 
be  referred  to  a  Committee  of  Inquiry. 
That  Committee,  which  has  been  very 
carefully  composed,  is  still  sitting,  and 
will  probably  report  early  in  Decem- 
ber. 
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canimAL  law-iitfuctioii  op  cor.  l""?" ''""  • "/  "  '■•'•  ■■ "" "■'"'  *■"» 

POBAL   PDSISHMEKT  OH  ADDL-ni  ''?,™  "'"»"  '»  ">«  •"•*•  Ill0P«  kl 

CNDEn     THE    tAORANT    ACTS  -  "'". '»  """J  ">'«'"  •»»  '«"»   f"'""' 

SUBSTITUTION  OP  BIRCHING  POR  '''"*''8*"0n. 

FLOGGING.  CRIMINAL  LAW-SEIZURE    OF    "THE 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  asked  Mr.  Attorney  FBEIHEIT  '--RESTORATION  OF  MA- 

QenerBl,  Whether,  in  recently  comment.  TERIAL  SEIZED 

ing  on  the  three  consolidnted  Criminal  , .     nr/in .  t>     i    j  .u    o       <         » 

Acta    a>   justifying   the   view    that  a  _  Mb.  BIGOAR  a.ked  the  Secretary  of 

wntence   of    "shipping"    might    be  State  for  the  Home  Department    Tf  it 

altered  into  "  itrokea  of  the  birch  rod,"  ''  "  ''"*  "»'■  """  *'«'  »™"  °'  ^err 

ho  had    orerlooked    the   fact  that  the  Moet  on  March  30th    18B1.  the  pohco 

"  whipping"  in  thoee  Act.  only  applied  """  thofoUowmg  article,   the  pro- 

to  male  offender,  under  aiiteen  year,  of  P*''?  ."'  ?»"  M?";  •',  •>"  pnbli.Eing 

age ;  and,    whether  there  ia  any  other  ™'»  ""  <*'"«  ^"=''»«'''.  Street     nz. : 

Statute  which   authori.ee   the    change  """?  P'e"  of  the  "Freiheil      (eet  np 

from   whipping   to   "etroke.with  the  'iP"''    "'°»°    bandbill.,   1,000  copiea 

birohrod?  °^  *°  ''"  Paged  book  "Taotio  contra 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir  f/'il"."!."    1»"   photograph,  (portrait. 

He»bt  JiMBs) :  My  hon.  and  leaii.d  "  pn'ato  friend.),  and  .undry  mnnn- 

Friond    ia   «,mewhat   portinacion.    in  .mpt.l  and,  if  it  i.  a  fact  that  the.e 

.bowing  that  h.  differ,  from  the  opinion  *""'.•;  ""  !!'1  "■•■"•d  by  the  pohco, 

that  I  bayo  already  twice  aipromed  in  notwith.tanding  that  Herr  Mo.t,   now 

answer  to  Que.tion.  he  ba.  put  to  me  in  '•■''"d,  1"  formally  and  repeatedly 

IhU  Hom».    m.  view  i.  thit  wbenerer  demanded  their  rolum  both  at  Seotland 

the  punishment  of  whipping!,  directed  ^•"'.,»°''  at  the  Home  Office ;  and,  if 

to  be  inflicted  the  instrument  to  ho  used  •»■  "*  ''?.  ■""  «»  'V  Ho""  '!".•  I*" 

mn.t  be  a  cat-o'-nine-tails  or  scourge,  ™i'»'   ".''fb  ho   retain,   pcossiou   of 

and  cannot  be  a  birch  rod.     I  do  tot  "T 'w?,'*;  t .  >,  „  .  „nnT,„.n    . 

tUnk  so.  No  doubt,  in  practice,  the  cat-  ,  S'"  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET,  in  le- 

o'-nino-tail.  formerly  wa.  mod,  but  in  P'?'  """'•  "?•  practice  in  such  cue.  wa., 

more  recent  time,  humanity  ha.  caused  «■"  "Ponlhe  arrest  of  any  poraon,  any 

a  departure  from  the  old  practice :  and  P™pe"y  found  m  hi.  pos.os.ion  which 

I  think,  where  there  ie  no  provision  to  '!  ""f  ■nppo.ed  might  bo  required  at 

the  contrary  in  the  Statute  regulating  the  trial,  was  taken  possession  of  by  the 

the  punishment,  the'  Court  may  specif?  P°''™   "'"'    detained ;    and   that,  when 

the  instrument  to  be  need.     In  aiswer  •.""''  P™?"  ""  released  on  the  eipira- 

to  the  .ocond  portion  of  my  hon.  and  '""  "'J"'  ■•ntonco,  the  property  was 

learned  Friend'.  Que.tion  I  would  refer  retonod  to  him  unless  there  was  .omo 

him  to  the  26  S  27  VM.  c.  44,  which  is  valid  reason  to  the  contrary    Thatwonld 

an  Act  under  which  garrotter,  are  pun-  '"  d?ne  'n  the  case  referred  to,  and,  ac- 

iebod,  and  ho  will  find  that  where  the  cordingly,  the  greater  part,  but  not  all, 

whipping  is  inflicted  on  offondera  under  of  the  articleo  mentioned  would  ho  ro- 

16  the  birch  rwd  mu.t  be  u.ed.     But  ae  t"r"ed. 

2riir,\^":hiThrp^u;i:Lttt  ™«™H^t„-^H(^^^^^^^^^^ 

to  beinflicted.     A.  my  hoJ.  and  l.arn«l  or  LODGING-HOUSES   IN   LONDON. 

Friend  has  not  accepted  my  view  on  pre-  DERRY. 

vioue  ocoasions,  I,vouId  refer  him  to  the  Mb.  MOOBE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 

opinion  of  Sir  James  Stephen  in  a  note  tar;  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

to  Article  12  of  his  Criminal  Digest,  in  When  the  Local  OoTemment  Board  re- 

which  he  says  that  the  only  limitation  ceived  the  last  Heport  from  their  In- 

as  to  the  instrument  with  which  a  whip-  spector  ae  to  the  state  of  the  lodging- 


ping  can  be  inflicted  is  to  be  foi 
the  declaration  of  the  Bill  of  Bights 
against  illegal  and  cruel  punishments.  I 
am  anxious  to  remind  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  that  no  modem  Statute 
permits  a  man  to  be  whipped  more  than 
VOL.  CCLXXIY.    Lthibd  skries.") 


houses  in  Londonderry,  particularW 
those  frequented  by  emigiants  ;  and, 
whether  these  Beporte  are  of  a  satis- 
factory character  or  not  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  -.  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  have  have  had  no  cop'* 
3Q 
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respondence,  nor  have  they  received  any 
Heport,  on  the  state  of  lodging-houses 
in  Londonderry ;  but  in  consequence  of 
what  the  hon.  Member  sent  to  me  along 
■with  his  Question,  I  will  make  inquiry. 

EGYPT  (EXPEDITIONARY  FORCE)— THE 
REVIEW  IN  ST.  JAMES'S  PARK. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether, 
considering  the  great  amount  of  extra 
labour  which  was  entailed  upon  the  em- 
ployes of  Woolwich  Arsenal  during  the 
late  War  in  Egypt,  and  the  admirable 
manner  in  which  their  work  was  exe- 
cuted, contributing  in  no  small  degree 
to  the  rapid  success  of  the  Campaign,  he 
will  grant  them  a  holiday,  without  loss 
of  pay,  on  Saturday  next,  in  order  that 
they  may  have  the  opportunity  of  wit- 
nessing the  Review  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  Yes,  Sir;  I  am 
very  glad  to  have  this  opportunity  of 
recognizing  the  zoal  with  which  the  men 
in  the  Manufacturing;  Departments  ex- 
erted themselves  during  the  recent  pre- 
parations for  war,  and  I  have  authorized 
to-morrow  ^being  a  whole  holiday  for 
those  Departments. 

STATE    OF    IRELAND  —  IMPENDING 
FAMINE-DISTRESS  IN  CARRICK. 

Mr.  lea  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he 
has  investigated  the  reports  of  extreme 
distress  prevailing  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Carrick ;  and,  if  he  proposes  to 
adopt  any  measure  of  relief  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  One  of  the  In- 
spectors of  the  Local  Government  Board 
was  sent  specially  to  the  Carrick  dis- 
trict to  report  on  the  alleged  impending 
famine  in  that  district,  and  I  have  re- 
ceived his  Report,  which  is  dated  the 
28th  ultimo,  and  is  of  a  re-assuring 
character.  An  Inspector  of  the  Board 
is  at  present  on  the  spot  making  further 
inquiries,  and  I  expect  to  have  his 
Report  in  a  few  days.  No  exceptional 
measures  of  relief  are  at  present  pro- 
posed ;  but  we  are  closely  watching  this, 
and  the  other  districts,  where  excep- 
tional distress  is  said  to  exist,  or  to  be 
anticipated. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  aware  that  in  the  autumn  of  1879 
nearly  all  the  Inspectors  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board  gave  reports  of  a  re- assur- 
ing character? 

Mr.  Tr&veUfan 


Mr.  TREVELYAN  assured  the  noble 
Lord  that  the  Government  had  been, 
and  were,  quite  aware  that  it  was  always 
much  safer  to  be  on  the  hopeful  side  in 
the  early  days  of  what  might  prove  to 
to  a  serious  matter. 

EGYPT  (RE-ORGANIZATION)— CESSION 
OF  A  PORT  ON  THE  RED  SEA  TO 
ABYSSINIA. 

Mr.  summers  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  in  the  course 
of  the  arrangements  to  be  made  for 
the  settlement  of  Egypt,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  use  its  influence  to  se- 
cure for  Abyssinia  a  free  port  on  the  Red 
Sea? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  In  reply  to  this 
Question,  I  should  say  that  I  am  not  con- 
vinced that  it  would  be  well  to  mix  up 
the  two  questions  of  securing  for  Abys- 
sinia a  free  port  on  the  Red  Sea  and  the 
arrangements  now  to  be  made  for  the 
settlement  of  Egypt.  The  object  is  one, 
however,  which  we  regard  with  sym- 
pathy, and  we  shall  do  what  we  can  to 
promote  the  attainment  of  it. 

CIVIL  SERVANTS  OF  THE  CROWN- 
OFFICES  OF  FIRST  LORD  OF  THE 
TREASURY  AND  CHANCELLOR  OF 
THE  EXCHEQUER. 

Mr.  CALLAN  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  in- 
tended in  the  future  that  the  dual  office 
of  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  shall  be  repre- 
sented in  the  person  of  one  Member  of 
the  Cabinet;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
Government  are  prepared  to  make  any 
suggestion  by  which  a  more  economical 
arrangement  than  the  present  may  be 
effected  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  there  is  no 
intention  that  the  Offices  of  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  and  ChanceUor  of  the 
Exchequer  shall  in  future  be  repre- 
sented in  the  person  of  one  Member  of 
the  Cabinet.  The  hon.  Gentleman  then 
asks  me  whether  the  Government  are 
prepared  to  make  any  suggestion  by 
which  a  more  economical  arrangement 
than  the  present  may  be  effected  ?  Evi- 
dently the  hon.  Member  is  under  some 
misapprehension.  He  knows  probably 
the  Rule  on  which  the  salary  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  is  regulated 
when  he  is  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
The    present  arrangement  is    not   an 
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arrangement  wHicH  causes  an  increase, 
but  a  decrease  of  expenditure.  In  1872, 
the  salaries  ofthe  Board  of  Treasury  and 
the  Private  Secretaries  were  £13,000; 
in  1877  they  were  £14,300 ;  and  in  1882 
they  are  £10,400.  So  that  the  hon. 
Member  is  under  a  misapprehension,  as 
I  have  said,  on  the  point  of  economy. 
But  I  am  very  far  from  saying  that  the 
present  arrangement  is  a  good  one,  be- 
cause I  doubt  whether  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  ought  not  to  be  the 
most  vigilant  man  in  the  Cabinet  or  the 
Government ;  and  I  do  not  consider 
that  his  duties  are  performed  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  in  a  perfectly  satisfactory 
manner  by  me.  I  do  not  think  I  am 
able  to  search  out  and  make  work  for 
myself.  Work  that  comes  to  me  I  hope 
to  do';  but  I  do  not  consider  that  I  am 
able  to  search  out  and  make  work  for 
myself  in  the  same  degree  as  I  think  a 
thoroughly  good  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer ought  to  do.  I  may  say  I  have 
endeavoured  to  do  my  best ;  but  I  hope 
that  no  very  long  time  will  elapse  before 
a  change  in  the  present  arrangement  is 
made,  although  that  change  will  be  more 
costly  than  the  present  arrangement. 

EGYPT  (OTLITARY  EXPEDITION)— THE 
EXPENSES-THE  VOTE  OF  CREDIT. 

Mr.  SALT  gave  Notice  that  on  Thurs- 
day he  would  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  the  Vote  of  Credit  of 
£2,300,000,  'taken  for  the  cost  of  the 
operations  of  the  Army  and  Navy  in 
Egypt,  had  been  exceeded,  and,  if  so,  to 
what  extent ;  also,  from  what  source  such 
excess  was  provided;  whether  all  the 
the  expenditure  incurred  in  Egypt  had 
been  made  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Appropriation  Act ;  and, 
whether  it  was  intended  to  move  a  fur- 
ther Vote  of  Credit  in  the  present  Ses- 
sion ;  and,  if  so,  what  would  be  its 
amount  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  I  think  I  had 
better  say  at  once  that  as  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister  has  stated 
that  in  a  few  days  he  will  give  the  whole 
of  the  information  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  it  will  be  quite  unnecessary 
that  I  should  be  asked  this  Question 
before  he  makes  that  statement. 

MR.  PARNELL,  M.P.,  kc.  (RELEASE 
FROM  KILMAINHAM). 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE  wished  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  another  Question  on  the 


same  subject  as  that  on  which  he  had 
put  a  Question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man yesterday — namely,  in  reference  to 
the  Notice  of  Motion  he  had  given  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  circumstances  under 
which  three  Members  of  the  House  were 
released  from  Kilmainham  Prison  in 
May  last.  He  had  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  the  first  place,  whether 
he  would  endeavour  to  prevent  any  of 
those  Gentlemen  with  whom  he  had  in- 
fluence from  putting  down  a  Notice  of 
opposition  to  his  Motion  ;  or,  if  he  were 
unable  to  do  that,  and  one  of  those  Gen- 
tlemen put  down  a  Notice  of  opposition, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  any  of  those  facilities  at  his  disposal 
for  bringing  on  that  Motion  at  a  proper 
time  ?  Yesterday,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman declined  to  contemplate  the  con- 
tingency of  the  Motion  being  opposed 
by  any  of  his  supporters ;  but  since  then 
a  Notice  of  opposition  had  been  placed 
on  the  Paper  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  a  strong 
supporter  of  the  Government.  He  now 
wished,  therefore,  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  was  his  intention 
to  give  him  a  night  for  the  discussion  of 
his  Motion  ?  If  the  Prime  Minister  was 
not  able  to  adopt  that  course,  hid  would 
like  to  ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  place  at  his  disposal  any 
of  those  facilities  of  which  he  had 
spoken,  and  which  he  was  able  to  extend 
to  any  Member  having  any  important 
question  to  bring  before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  labouchere  asked  whether 
the  Prime  Minister  contemplated  grant- 
ing any  facilities  for  the  discussion  of 
that  Motion  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  remember 
that  he  had  also  a  Motion  with  reference 
to  Mr.  Bradlaugh;  and  he  would  ask 
whether  the  Prime  Minister  would  give 
facilities  for  the  discussion  of  his  Mo- 
tion before  that  of  the  wretched  rhe- 
torical— he  did  not  know  what  to  call  it 
— absurdity  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Gloucestershire  ? 

Mr.  CALLAN  remarked,  that  he  had 
blocked  the  hon.  Member's  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere's)  Motion,  and  he  should  not  with- 
draw that  block  unless  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  also  removed  the 
blocking  Notice  which  he  had  given  in 
regard  to  the  question  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Gloucestershire  (Mr, 
I  Yorke). 

3  0? 
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Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Gloucestershire  put  to  me  a 
very  simple  Question,  and  I  informed 
him  that  it  was  impossible  for  me  to 
interrupt  the  regular  course  of  Business 
by  breaking  in  upon  our  discussions  upon 
Procedure ;  and  in  regard  to  that  matter 
I  belieye  I  have  followed  one  uniform 
course.  A  great  number  of  subjects 
have  been  suggested  for  discussion,  which 
would  involve  an  interruption  of  the  de- 
bates on  Procedure ;  and  one  rule  has 
been  applied  to  them  all  by  the  Govern- 
ment.' I  presume  the  hon.  Gentleman 
now  repeats  his  Question  of  yesterday — 
namely,  whether  an  arrangement  will  be 
made  to  break  off  the  discussion  before 
half-past  IS  o'clock,  to  enable  him  to 
make  his  Motion  ?  I  hope  he  will  not 
expect  me  to  take  any  part  in  the  debate 
on  that  Motion,  because  I  have  one  fair 
day's  business  to  do  before  I  get  to  the 
House,  and  also  a  fair  day's  business  to 
do  in  the  House  between  half-past  4  and 
midnight;  and  I  cannot  undertake  to 
join  in  the  debate  on  the  hon.  Member's 
Motion  after  half-past  12  ;  but  I  certainly 
will  endeavour,  on  the  first  day  on  which 
it  can  be  done  without  great  incon- 
venience, to  suspend  the  discussion  on 
Procedure  before  half- past  12,  so  that  he 
may  have  the  opportunity  of  bringing 
forward  his  Motion. 

Mr.  J.  E.  YORKE  hoped  that  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  would  kindly  give 
sufficient  previous  Notice  of  the  day  on 
which  he  proposed  to  suspend  the  dis- 
cussion on  Procedure,  otherwise  it  might 
be  impossible  for  Members  desirous  of 
taking  part  in  the  debate  on  his  Motion 
to  be  present  to  do  so. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  discussion  on 
Procedure  on  a  particular  night  may  not 
be  in  a  condition  to  be  conveniently  sus- 
pended before  half-past  12.  Suppose  a 
Motion  to  have  been  made  at  a  quarter- 
past  12,  any  hon.  Member  may  speak 
beyond  half-past  12.  I  could  not  under- 
take to  suspend  the  debate  on  Procedure, 
for  instance,  while  there  might  be  in 
issue  a  question  of  importance  that  could 
not  be  interrupted  without  much  incon- 
venience. All  I  can  say  is,  that  upon  the 
first  evening  when,  without  such  public 
inconvenience,  it  can  be  interrupted,  I 
Bhoidd  be  prepared  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  for  the  accommo- 
dation of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  I  do 
not  see  what  more  it  is  in  my  power 
♦odo. 


Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Might  I  ask  the  Prime  Minister,  with  re- 
spect to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Gloucestershire,  whether  he  will 
take  the  usual  steps  to  make  it  known 
among  his  followers  that  the  Government 
would  support  the  Motion  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is 
aware  that  I  have  a  Motion  which  takes 
precedence  of  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Gloucestershire-^a  Motion  in 
regard  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ?  And  if  any 
arrangement  is  made  to  suspend  the  pro- 
ceedings, I  am  prepared  to  bring  forward 
the  Motion. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  request  an  answer  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  Question  I  have  put, 
for  it  is  very  inconvenient  for  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  be  kept  waiting  day  after  day  in 
expectation  of  the  Motion  being  made. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  given  aU 
the  answer  that  it  is  in  my  power  to 
give.  I  cannot  undertake,  whatever  be 
the  state  of  the  debate  on  Procedure,  to 
move  that  it  be  cut  short  for  the  purpose 
of  bringing  on  a  Motion  of  this  nature. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  did  not  ask  that.  My  question  was, 
whether  the  Prime  Minister  will  take  the 
usual  steps  to  cause  it  to  be  understood 
among  his  Friends  that  the  Motion  is 
supported  by  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  was  understood  to 
say  that  he  must  decline  to  answer  a 
Question  which  was  of  such  an  unusual 
character. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  :  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Prime  Minister,  at  the  same 
time,  whether  he  recollects  what  took 
place  the  other  day?  He  then  chal- 
lenged my  hon.  Friend  to  make  the  in- 
quiry, which,  in  general  terms,  he  pro- 
mised to  grant.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  Were 
those  my  words '?]  I  do  not  say  those 
were  the  very  words ;  but  I  ask  him 
whether  I  do  not  correctly  represent  the 
substance  of  what  passed  then  ?  It  was 
understood  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  facilitate  the  granting  of 
such  an  inquiry;  and  I  want  to  know 
whether,  under  the  circumstances — my 
hon.  Friend  having  accepted  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  given  public  Notice  of  the  Motion 
of  Inquiry  which  he  intimated  he  would 
be  prepared,  if  not  to  approve,  at  least 
not  to  disapprove,  and  Notice  having 
been  given  of  opposition  to  the  Motioi^ 
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— he  will  take  the  usual  Bt«pB,  vMcb  are   importancd  before  the  House;   but  I 
very  well  known  to  the  House,  to  inform    hope  we  shall  be  able  to  do  bo. 
hon.  Members  opposite  that  he  is  pledged 

to  facilitate  the  granting  of  an  inquiry ;  EQTPT  AND  TUNIS -SLAVERY; 

and,  further,  having  regard  to  the  fact  Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  asked  the  First 
that  the  Committee  can  only  sit  dunng  Lo^a  ^t  the  Treasury,  Whether  Her 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament,  whe-  Majestv'e  Eepresentatives  in  Egypt  have 
ther  he  will  give  as  early  an  opportunity  been  or  wiU  bo  instructed  to  press  upon 
as  possible  for  the  Motion  ?  the  Khedive  of  Egypt  the  fulfilment  of 

Hh.  GLADSTONE  r  With  regard  to  the  Convention  of  1B77  between  the 
the  first  part  of  the  Question  of  the  British  and  Egyptian  Governments  for 
nght  hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  already  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade,  and 
stated  that,  on  the  first  convenient  op-    to  endeavour  to  obtain  the  abolition  of 

gjrtunity  that  the  Business  relating  to  slavery  in  Egypt ;  and,  whether  he  wiU 
rocedure  can  be  broken  off  before  half-  j^y  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
past  12,  I  will  move  the  adjournment  Correspondence  which  resulted  in  the 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  s  accommoda-  abolition  of  slavery  in  Tunis,  at  the  re- 
tion.  With  regard  to  the  last  Question  commendation  of  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
of  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman,  which  is  a  ment,  and  a  Copy  of  the  Convention  to 
repetition  of  that  of  the  noble  Lord  that  effect  between  the  Governments'  of 
which!  just  nowdechned  to  answer,  I  Great  Britain  and  Tunis? 
do  not  think  it  is  proper  that  I  should  Ub.  GLADSTONE :  As  to  this  Quea- 
answer  a  Question  repeated  m  that  tion  generally,  I  have  to  assure  my  right 
^^J-     ^  ,„,„„„_„     T      ,     ,    .  I'on.  Friend  that  with  its  purport  Her 

Mk.J.LOWTHER:  I  only  desire  to  jUajesty'a  Government  entirely  sympa- 
place  on  record  the  fact.  thize ;    and   I  would   refer  him  to  the 

LoED  JOHN  MANNERS  asked  whe-  gtate  Papers  that  were  laid  on  the 
ther,  on  Monday,  the  Prime  Minister  Table,  volume  35,  pages  639  and  643. 
would  be  able  to  make  some  statement  i  t^ve  also  to  say  that,  with  regard  to 
analogous  to  that  which  he  had  made  Tunis,  by  the  declaration  of  1846,  the 
with  reference  to  the  Motion  on  the  GovernmentofTuaJsundertooktoabolish 
subject  of  Mr.  Gray's  imprisonment?  slavery;  but  no  Convention  with  Great 
Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  made  Britain  was  entered  into  on  the  subject 
exactly  the  same  statement  with  regard  until  1875,  when,  under  a  Convention, 
to  both  cases.  It  is  a  conditional  en-  His  Highness  the  Bey  engaged  to  cause 
gagement  to  suspend  proceedings  with  the  declaration  to  be  obeyed.  That  Con- 
a  view  of  allowing  the  Motion  with  re-  yention  was  laid  before  Parliament  in 
ference  to  Mr.  Gray  lo  be  disposed  of  if  i876,  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  any- 
it  can  be  done  without  great  public  in-  thing  more  to  add.  I  have  stated  briefly 
convenience  in  arresting  some  important    our  sympathy  with  my  right  hon.  Friend, 

discussion. and  I  believe  we  shJl  be  found  working 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE:  WiU  the  right    in  his  direction. 
hon.  Gentleman  fix  Monday,  subject  to        Mk.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  reminded  the 
the  same  conditions,  for  the  Motion  of    Prims  Minister  that   he   had  not  an- 
my  hon.  Friend  ?  swered  the  first  part  of  his  Question- 

Ma.  GLADSTONE :  Certainly.  namely,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Repre- 

aentatives  in  Egypt  had  been  instructed 
PARLIAMENT -PRIVILEGE    iMR.   EP-    to  press  upon  the  Khedive  the  abolition 
MOND   DWYER  GRAY.   M.P.}-THE    of  slavery  in  Egypt? 
REPORT  OF  THE  COMMITTEE.  Me.  GLADSTONE  :  That  is  a  matter 

SiK  JOHN  HAY ;  May  I  ask  the  as  to  which  the  reply  will  be  found  in 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  any  pro-  the  State  Papers  to  which  I  have  re- 
posal is  to  be  made  for  appointing  the  ferred  my  right  hon.  Friend.  If  he  finds 
Committee  on  Privilege,  and  what  ar-  that  reply  to  be  insufficient,  perhaps  he 
rangement  he  proposes  to  make  on  the  will  repeat  his  Question  on  Monday. 
subject?  Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  The  quota- 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  :  We  must  endea-  tion  from  the  State  Papers  is  not  with 
vour,  if  possible,  to  adjourn  to-night  regard  to  Tunis,  but  with  regard  to 
before  half-past  12  to  dispose  of  the  Egypt.  Perhaps  I  may  repeat  the  Ques- 
matter.     There   may  be  some  topic  of    tion  on  Monday, 


IGtS 


Sgtpt 
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EGYPT— THE  DUAL  CONTROL. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  naked 
the  First  Lord  of  tbe  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  Dual  Control  waa  abolished  by 
the  Khedive  under  the  advice  of  the 
British  Government ;  whether  any  sub- 
stitute for  the  Control  has  been  agreed 
toby  the  British  Government  and  the 
GoTemment  of  Egypt ;  and,  whether  he 
can  state  what  steps  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment intend  to  take  in  order  to  se- 
cure the  predominance  of  British  influ- 
ence in  Egypt  and  over  the  Suez  Canal? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  Dual  Con- 
trol has  not,  at  the  moment  at  which  I 
am  speaking,  been  abolished ;  but  the 
"       "a  Government  has  i 


eign  Affairs,  If  he  can  inform  the 
louse  as  to  whether  or  not  Soaaian 
roops  81*0  now  at  Merv  ? 

Sir  CHAELiS  W.  DILKB:  No. 
)ir ;  we  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that 
here  are  any  Russian  troops  at  Merr. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAHTLETT  :  WiU 
he  hon.  Baronet  telegraph  ?  ["  No, 
10 ! "]  I  beg  pardon ;  I  am  asking  a 
■easonable  Question.  I  have  badinror- 
nation  which  leads  me  to  suppose  that 
;hey  are ;  and  I  ask  the  hon.  Baronet, 
whether  he  will  give  the  country  eatis- 
'action  by  sending  a  special  telegram  to 
Feheran  and  Meshed  to  know  whether 
ihere  is  any  truth  in  tbe  statement? 

8iB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  We 
official  Representative  at  Me- 


desire  that  it  should  bu  abolished.  That    thed,  with  whom  we  are  in  cooBtant 
desire  waa  not  expressed  under  the  ad-     jommunication  whenever  there  is  any- 
vice  of  the  British  Government,  but  was     thing  to  report.     We  have  received  no 
a  epoataneous  expression.  That  answers,     juch  information  from  him. 
I  think,  the  two  first  parts  of  the  Ques- 
tion. 

Mk,  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  ;  Were 
Her  Majesty's  Government  consulted? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Consulted!    The 
expression  of  the  desire  waa  consulting 


EGYPT  {MILITARY  ESPEDITION)- 

GRAVE8  OF  THE  SLAIN  AT 

TEL-EL- KEBIB. 

SrB  HENRY  FLETCHER  (for  Mr. 


in  itself.     With  regard  to  the  last  part  EdwabdClarkb)  asked  the  Secretaiy  of 

of  the  Question,  I  cannot  make  any  ad-  State  for  War,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 

dition  at  the  preseut  time  to  what  has  Government  have  already  caused,  or  will 

been  already  stated  ;*butwben  Her  Ma-  cause,  steps  to  be  taken  for  inclosing, 

jesty's  Qovemnietit  are  prepared  with  and  marking  with  some  permanent  re- 

the  arrangements  they  will  make  them  cord  which  can  be  identified  hereafter, 


known  to  Parliament. 

EOYPT— EMPLOYMENT    OF    HER 
MAJESTY'S   FORCES. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War.  Whether, 
in  view  of  the  great  cost  of  living  at 
Cairo  and  throughout  Egypt,  it  is  pro- 
posed to  make  an  extra  allowance  of  paj 


the  graves  of  those  officers  and  aoldiers 
who  hare  been  interred  at  Ismailia, 
Kassassin,  and  Tel-el-Kebir,  so  th^ 
they  may  not  simply  be  lost  in  the 
sand? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  This  is  a  Question 
for  the  Foreign  OSce  rather  than  for 
me,  and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  has 
ilready  answered,  on  the  6th  instant,  a 


to  Her  M.ieBt,'.  Force,    quartered  i.     ""^1  ....w.™u,  ou  .™  om  ,u.^^  . 
Ih.l  count,; !  somewhat  •■milariuquiry     I  m.j,  ho.- 


that  country 
Mr.  CHILDERS :   In  reply  to  th. 


ever,  say  that  I  am  satisfied,  from  what 
has  already  passed  with  the  Egyptian 


Ion.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  .iy  that  th,    °"  '■"■''?  ??"•'*  "'"■  f"  HgJP"" 

non-eommi..ion;d  oflie.r.  anj  m.a   i.    Oo'.rnme.t,  that  ptoper  .top.  wD  b. 

Egjpl,  K)  far  from  being  put  to  ext«     "«»  '»  *•  »»'«"■ 

expense,  are  better  off  than  at  home,  &'. 

they  receive  a  full  field  ration  gratis.  Ai 

to  officers,  I  am  in  communication  witt 

the  Treasury  on  the  subject  of  the  pro 

per  allowance    they   should    receive  t* 

cover  the  extra  expense  of  living. 


CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIAN  ADVANCE. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  aske( 

the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo 


Mr.  SCHREIBER  inquired,  Whether 
a  good  top  dressing  of  gravel  would  be 
given  to  the  wood  pavement  in  Picca- 
dilly on  the  occasion  of  the  Review— a 
precaution  which  would  probably  pre- 
vent many  accidents  both  to  men  and 
horses  ? 
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Me.  SHAlW  LEFEVEE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  roads  were  not  under  his 
control. 

EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITION)  — 
THE  EXPENSES  — THE  VOTE  OF 
CREDIT. 

Mb.  salt  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  can 
give  the  House  some  idea  upon  what 
day  he  proposes  either  to  move  a  Vote 
of  Credit  or  to  make  some  explanation 
with  regard  to  the  cost  of  the  Egyptian 
Expedition  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  never 
given  an  absolute  reply  to  the  House  on 
the  subject  of  a  Vote  of  Credit ;  but  I 
have  repeatedly  referred  to  the  subject, 
and  it  has  always  been  to  the  effect  of 
saying  that  I  had  no  reason  to  expect 
that  any  Vote  of  Credit  would  be  pro- 
posed (luring  the  present  Session.  I 
repeat  that  now  with  rather  increased 
confidence ;  but  I  hope  I  shall  bo  able, 
in  the  course  of  next  week,  to  make  a 
statement  of  a  more  definite  character 
as  to  the  probable  excess  over  the  Vote 
already  granted  by  Parliament. 

THE  ROYAL  COURTS  OF  JUSTICE. 

Mb.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  asked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  money 
for  the  erection  of  the  new  Law  Courts 
is  voted  by  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
to  the  fact  that  the  Great  Hall  of  the 
new  Courts  is  calculated  to  hold  some 
two  thousand  persons,  he  could  not  see 
his  way  to  allot  more  than  one  hundred 
and  fifty  places  at  the  opening  ceremony 
to  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  ? 

Mb.  GIBSON  wished  to  ask  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement 
that  Members  were  expected  to  come  in 
levee  dress  meant  that  if  they  did  not 
wear  such  dress  they  would  not  be  let 
in? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  I  only  said 
that  Members  would  be  expected  to 
appear  in  levee  dress,  not  that  they 
would  be  required  to  do  so.  I  think 
that  accommodation  for  150  persons  is 
about  the  proportion  that  should  be  de- 
voted to  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
Hall  will  only  accommodate  about  1,800 
persons,  and  it  must  be  remembered 
that  it  will  be  necessary  to  give  prece- 
dence to  the  Superior  Judges,  the 
Queen's  Counsel,  the  Junior  Bar,  and 


the  representatives  of  the  Incorporated 
Law  Society.  When  all  that  is  done 
the  remaining  space  will  be  extremely 
limited. 

ORDERS   OF  TEE  DAY. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE  — THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE  —  SIXTH  RULE  (POSTPONE- 
MENT OF  PREAMBLE). 

[twenty-foubth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Further 
Consideration  of  the  New  Bules  of  Pro- 
cedure. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  moved  the  6th 
Resolution,  as  follows : —  * 

'*  That,  in  Committee  on  a  Bill,  the  Preamble 
do  stand  postponed  until  after  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Clauses,  without  Question  put." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  this  He- 
solution,  and  the  one  which  followed, 
involved  matters  of  smaller  moment 
than  those  which  had  already  been  under 
consideration.  So  far  as  his  experience 
went  it  was  the  rarest  instance,  when 
there  was  a  discussion  on  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  Preamble,  that  it  was  of  an 
obstructive  nature.  Preambles  in  former 
times  did'  contain  much  important 
matter  ;  but  Preambles  now  were  almost 
invariably,  if  not  invariably,  purely 
formal,  and  the  postponement  of  a 
Motion  of  that  kind  was  evidently  a 
proposal  that  ought  not  to  give  the 
power  of  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That,  in  Committee  on  a  Bill,  the  Preamble 
do  stand  postponed  until  after  the  consideration 
of  the  Clauses,  without  Question  put."—  {Mr, 
Oladstone.) 

Mb.  GOEST  moved  to  add  to  the  Re- 
solution the  words  **  except  by  leave  of 
the  Committee."  He  argued  that  it 
might  sometimes  be  convenient  that 
there  should  be  a  discussion  on  the 
Preamble  of  a  Bill  before  the  considera- 
tion of  the  clauses.  If  the  Preamble 
were  always  to  be  postponed  without 
Question  put,  the  Government  might 
find  it  dif&cult  to  announce  the  changes 
which  were  sometimes  introduced  into  a 
Bill  after  the  second  reading.  As  an 
example  of  the  measure  which  had 
undergone  great  changes  at  the  hands 
of  its  framers  after  that  stage  he  in- 
stanced the  Boundary  Bill  of  1868. 

L  Twe  u  tyfuurih  Night, "] 
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Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  Question,  to  add  the  words  **  except 
by  leave  of  the  Committee."— (3fr. 
GorH.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Me.  GLADSTONE  doubted  if  the 
Amendment  would  serve  any  purpose. 
He  did  not  deny  that  there  might  be 
occasions  when  it  would  be  convenient 
at  the  stage  of  Committee  to  make  a 
statement  with  regard  to  changes  in- 
troduced into  a  Bill.  But  an  opportunity 
of  making  an  explanation  of  that  kind 
could  be  obtained  by  a  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment. The  case  would  be  exactly 
one  of  those  in  which  a  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment could  be  legitimately  pro- 
posed. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  he  thought  the  course  suggested  by 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  be 
more  convenient  than  that  which  the 
Prime  Minister  contemplated. 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  after  the  statement 
of  the  Prime  Minister  he  would  not  press 
his  Amendment. 

Mr.  WAETON  argued  that  if  the 
Eesolution  were  passed  without  altera- 
tion it  would  be  in  the  power  of  a 
Minister  to  introduce  most  important 
matter  into  the  Preamble  of  a  Bill. 
Several  cases  had  occurred  of  late  in 
which  principles  which  were  objected  to 
by  many  people  had  been  laid  down  in 
Preambles.  For  instance,  in  a  recent 
measure  dealing  with  corruption,  it  was 
asserted  in  the  Preamble  that  in  certain 
cases  boroughs  ought  to  be  punished  by 
a  suspension  of  Writs.  In  like  manner 
in  the  Bill  for  closing  public-houses  on 
Sunday  an  assertion  was  made  in  the 
Preamble  which  he  should  feel  bound  to 
deny.  In  short,  there  was  a  great 
danger  that  absurd  statements  would  be 
introduced  into  Preambles ;  and  if  the 
basis  of  a  Bill  was  absurd,  what  must 
the  superstructure  be  ?  He  would  like 
to  know  from  the  Speaker  whether  the 
''  leave  of  the  Committee  "  was  the  same 
as  the  **  leave  of  the  House?  "  and  if  it 
were  he  would  move  to  omit  the  word 
**  do,"  in  order  to  insert  **  may,  by  leave 
of  the  Committee." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  to 
leave  out  the  wordj ''do,"  and  insert 
the  words  ''may,  by  leave  of  the  Com- 


mittee," —  {Mr.   Warton,)  —  instead 
thereof.    ' 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  do '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  SPEAEZEE  said,  he  was  at  a  loss 
to  see  how,  under  the  circumstances, 
the  "  leave  of  the  Committee  "  was  to 
be  ascertained. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  that  the  Chdr- 
man  was  to  ask  whether  it  was  the  wish 
of  the  Committee  that  the  Preamble  be 
postponed. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  remarked,  that 
if  any  Member  disputed  that  the  Pre- 
amble be  postponed  it  was  in  the  power 
of  the  majority  not  to  postpone  it ;  but 
by  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  one  Member  would  be 
able  to  prevent  its  postponement. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  uithdraum. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
moved  to  add,  at  the  end  of  theEule, 
"  unless  on  the  application  of  the  Mem- 
ber in  charge  of  the  Bill  the  Committee 
should  otherwise  order." 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words 
'*  unless  on  the  application  of  the  Member  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  the  Committee  should  other- 
wise order.** — {Lord  Randolph  Churchill,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  pointed  out  that 
the  Amendment  might  produce  effects 
not  contemplated  by  the  noble  Lord. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tcithdrawn. 

Main  Question  put. 

(6.)  Jiesolved,  That,  in  Committee  on  a  Bill, 
the  Preamble  do  stand  postponed  until  after  the 
consideration  of  the  Clauses,  without  Question 
put. 

The  New  Rules  of  Prooeduri— 
Seventh  Bule  (Chairman  to  leavx 
the  Chair  without  Question). 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  moved— 

*'That,  when  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee 
has  heen  ordered  to  make  a  Report  to  the  House, 
he  shall  leave  the  Chair,  without  Question  put.** 

The  object  of  the  Eule,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  explained,  was  that  the  Chair- 
man, on  progress  made  upon  a  Bill  or 
Hesolution,  should  be  allowed  to  leave 
the  Chair  without  putting  the  prelimi- 
nary Question,  **That  I  do  now  leave 
the  Chair?  " 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That,  when  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee 
has  been  ordered  to  make  a  Report  to  the  Hoase, 
he  shall  leave  the  Chair,  without  Question  put.** 
— {Mr,  Gladstone.) 

Mr.  salt  observed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  having  moved  the  Be- 
solution  with  very  little,  if  any,  com- 
ment, it  would  seem  that  he  did  not 
think  it  could  give  rise  to  any  legitimate 
discussion.  The  practice  of  the  House 
was  that  when  a  Bill  passed  through 
Committee  the  Chairman  put  the  Motion 
that  **  I  report  this  Bill  as  amended,  or 
without  Amendment,''  as  the  case  might 
be,  **  to  the  House."  That  Motion  hav- 
ing been  agreed  to,  the  next  Question 
put  by  the  Chairman  was  **  That  I  now 
leave  the  Chair?"  As  he  understood 
the  Besolution,  its  effect  would  be  to 
render  this  latter  Motion  unnecessary. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  that  sup- 
position was  correct  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the 
Chairman  of  a  Committee  was  invari- 
ably ordered  to  report  something ;  Pro- 
gress, whether  progress  had  been  made 
or  not ;  a  Eosoiution  ;  or  a  Bill,  as  the 
case  might  be.  The  contention  of  the 
Government  was  that  the  work  of  a 
Committee  ended  with  the  Keport,  and 
that  it  was  a  purely  idle  form  to  put 
the  Question.  '*  That  I  now  leave  the 
Chair  ?  " 

Mr.  salt  said,  he  was  obliged  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  case 
being  as  he  supposed,  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  Standing  Order  of  July 
19,  1854,  which  ran  as  follows  : — 

*'  Bills  which  may  be  fixed  for  consideration 
in  Committee  on  the  same  day,  whether  in  pro- 
gress or  otherwise,  may  be  referred  together  to 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  which  may 
consider,  on  the  same  day,  all  the  Bills  so 
referred  to  it,  without  the  Chairman  leaving  the 
Chair  on  each  separate  Bill :  Provided,  that, 
with  respect  to  any  Bill  not  in  progress,  if  any 
Member  shall  object  to  its  consideration  to- 
gether with  other  Bills,  the  Order  of  Day  for 
the  Committee  on  such  Bill  is  to  be  postponed.*' 

The  comment  on  that  Order  in  the  work 
of  Sir  Erskine  May  was — 

**  This  course  is  now  frequently  adopted 
with  much  convenience  and  saving  of  time. 

The  object  of  the  Order  was,  of  course, 
that  towards  the  end  of  the  Session  Bills 
about  which  no  g^eat  controversy  arose 
might  be  referred  to  the  same  Commit- 
teO;  in  order  to  avoid  the  necessity  of 


bringing  back  the  Speaker  many  times 
over  for  the  Beport  of  each  separate 
Bill.  Now,  he  wished  to  know  how  that 
convenient  custom  could  be  made  to  fall 
in  with  this  Besolution,  according  to 
which  it  was  necessary  for  the  Chairman 
to  leave  the  Chair  at  the  end  of  the 
Committee  on  every  Bill  ?  He  moved  to 
negative  the  Besolution. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  was  not  sure 
that  it  was  necessary,  when  several  Bills 
were  referred  to  the  same  Committee, 
that  the  Order  for  reporting  should  be 
made  till  the  Committee  had  determined 
whether  it  would  go  through  all  or  any 
of  the  Bills ;  but  even  when  a  Commit- 
tee ordered  the  Chairman  to  report  a 
Bill,  it  would  be  perfectly  allowable  first 
to  conclude  the  consideration  of  the 
other  Bills. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  137  ; 
Noes  69  :  Majority  68.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  376.) 

(7.)  Resolvedy  That,  when  the  Chairman  of  a 
Committee  has  been  ordered  to  make  a  Report 
to  the  House,  he  shall  leave  the  Chair,  without 
Question  put. 

The  New  Bules  of  Proceduee — 
Eighth  Bulb  (Half-past  Twelvk 
o' Clock  Bule). 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  introducing 
the  Besolution,  said,  he  was  afraid  that 
the  gleam  of  light  and  hope  which  had 
been  cast  on  their  troubled  course  by 
the  rapid  progress  through  the  6th  and 
7th  Besolutions  was  destined  to  suffer 
what  he  hoped  would  only  be  a  partial 
and  short  eclipse  ;  but  he  did  not  expect 
to  get  through  the  famous  Half-past 
Twelve  o'clock.  Bule  as  quickly  as  those 
Besolutions  which  just  been  disposed  of. 
His  formal  duty  was  simply  to  introduce 
the  subject  by  moving  that  the  Standing 
Order  be  read.  He  avoided  purposely 
discussing  the  Standing  Order  on  its 
merits,  because  there  were,  undoubtedly, 
hopeless  differences  of  opinion  upon  that 
question.  It  would,  indeed,  be  more 
easy  to  bring  the  mind  of  the  House 
upon  almost  any  subject  into  a' state  of 
unanimity  than  upon  the  Half-past 
Twelve  o'clock  Bule.  Yet,  undoubtedly, 
the  predominant  sentiment  of  the  House 
was  in  favour  of  maintaining  the  Bule 
in  some  shape,  and  the  question  was 
whether  it  should  be  relaxed,  and  how 
much  should  it  be  relaxed?    The  Go- 
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vernment  were  inclined  to  think  that  its  j 
operation  was  too  severe.  In  the  first  | 
place,  the  proposal  they  should  make  to 
amend  the  Standing  Order  would,  he 
was  sure,  receive  great  favour  from 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  hecause  it  was 
entirely  in  favour  of  freedom  of  speech. 
They  proposed  to  restore  freedom  of 
speech  in  regard  to  certain  stages — that 
was  to  say,  the  stage  of  the  introduction 
of  Bills,  and  the  stages  subsequent  to 
Committee,  thoir  contention  being,  as 
to  the  first,  that  it  was  not  desirable 
that  a  Bill  should  be  stopped  by  the 
Half-past  Twelve  o'clock  Eule  from 
coming  under  the  notice  and  discussion 
of  the  House ;  and  as  to  the  second, 
that  when  the  House  had  given  its  sanc- 
tion to  the  principle  of  a  Bill,  and  had 
taken  the  trouble  of  going  through  its 
details,  it  was  not  desirable  that  a  Bill 
should  be  stopped  from  'further  progress 
by  this  Bule.  This  was  a  change  en- 
tirely in  favour  of  private  Members.  It 
was  of  exceedingly  little  importance  to 
the  Government,  whose  Business  could 
be  arranged  so  as  to  be  but  little  afi'ected 
by  the  Eule ;  but  it  was  of  very  great 
importance  to  private  Members,  and  un- 
questionably this  relaxation,  if  adopted, 
would  considerably  increase  the  pros- 
pects of  Private  Bill  legislation.  He 
had  first  of  all  to  move  that  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  of  the  18th  of  February, 
1879,  and  of  the  9th  of  May,  1882,  be 
read,  in  order  that  any  Amendments 
might  be  moved  upon  it. 

Standing  Order  18  February  1879, 
amended  9  May  1882,  read  as  fol- 
loweth : — 

**  That,  except  for  a  ^loney  Bill,  no  Order  of 
the  Day  or  Notice  of  Motion  be  taken  after 
half-past  Twelve  of  the  clock  at  night,  with 
respect  to  which  Order  or  Notice  of  Motion  a 
Notice  of  Opposition  or  Amendment  Bhall  have 
been  printed  on  the  Notice  Paper,  or  if  such 
Notice  of  Motion  shall  only  have  been  given 
the  next  previous  day  of  sitting,  and  objection 
shall  be  taken  when  such  Notice  is  called. 

**  That  Motions  for  the  appointment  or  nomi- 
nation of  Standing  Committees  and  Proceed- 
ings made  in  accorchmce  with  the  provisions  of 
any  Act  of  Parliament  or  Standing  Order  be 
excepted  from  the  operation  of  this  Order." 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  rose  to  move  that 
the  Standing  Order  of  the  18th  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1879,  be  repealed,  explaining 
that  the  repeal  would  involve  that  of 
May,  1882,  which  was  merely  a  rider.  He 
had  for  many  years  opposed  it,  both  when 
it  was  first  proposed  and  since.     Busi- 


ness  proceeded  more  freely  before  the 
Rule  was  made,  because  it  was  continued 
as  long  as  the  zood  sense  of  the  House 
permitted;  and  blocking  had  followed 
the  passing  of  the  Bale.  One  reason 
given  for  it  when  it  was  passed  as  a  tem- 
porary Order  was  that  the  occupants  of 
the  Reporters'  Gallery  could  not  conve- 
niently furnish  their  respective  news- 
papers with  the  reports  of  the  proceed- 
ings after  that  hour.  Another  was  that 
the  Rule  enabled  many  Members  to 
reach  their  homes  by  the  last  train  on 
the  Metropolitan  District  Railway,  which 
was  run  specially  for  their  convenieuce. 
A  third  was  that  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment, fatigued  by  their  exertions 
during  the  day,  were  not  present  when 
legislation  by  private  Members  was  in- 
troduced at  that  hour,  and  the  considera- 
tion of  such  measures  was  left  to  other 
Members.  There  was  this  difference  be- 
tween the  Wednesday  Rule  and  the 
Half-past  Twelve  o'clock  Rule,  which 
had  been  said  to  be  an  extension  of  the 
former:  By  the  Wednesday  Rule  a 
Member  who  opposed  a  Bill  at  a  quarter 
to  6  must  be  in  his  place ;  but  by  the 
Half-past  Twelve  o'clock  Rule  a  Mem- 
ber who  might  bo  at  Cairo,  or  Paris,  or 
Vienna,  or  among  his  constituents, 
might,  by  telegraphing,  place  a  Notice 
of  objection  on  the  Paper,  and  prevent 
legislation  which  might  be  very  much 
desired.  He  hoped  he  might,  without 
egotism,  instance  two  cases  in  which  he 
was  himself  personally  interested.  There 
were  two  Acts  of  Parliament  which  he 
had  been  instrumental  in  passing.  One 
related  to  Navy  prize,  and  the  other  to 
explosive  substances.  Neither  of  those 
measures  could  have  been  passed  if  the 
Half-past  Twelve  o'clock  Rule  had  then 
been  in  existence.  The  Committee  of 
1878  on  Public  Business  received  most 
valuable  evidence  on  this  subject.  Sir 
Erskino  May,  for  example,  speaking  of 
the  Half  ^  past  Twelve  o'clock  Rule, 
said — 

**  I  do  not  approve  of  it  personally,  hut  that 
is  not  of  the  least  importance." 

Moreover,  the  Speaker  touched  on  all 
the  points  in  his  evidence.     He  said 
with  regard  to  the  Rule — 

<*  I  do  not  recommend  it.  I  am  not  myself 
favourably  disposed  to  the  liule  itself ;  but  I  am 
aware  it  is  generally  approved  of  as  convenient 
to  Members." 

Again,  the  Speaker  said — 
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<'  The  Half-past  Twolvo  o'clock  Kulo  has  the 
effect  of  excluding  a  great  deal  of  private  Mem- 
ben*  business  from  discussion  ....  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say  that  the  Half -past  Twelve  o'clock 
Kule  has  the  effect  of  shortening  the  Sittings  of 
the  House.  These  were,  in  effect,  shorter  before 
the  Rule  was  established  than  they  are  now.'* 

In    answer   to    other    Questions,     the 
Speaker  said — 

"  It  has  promoted  the  convenience  of  Mem- 
bers, no  doubt ;  but  I  think  it  has  produced  bad 
results  in  several  ways  ...  .  It  is  true  that  a 
g^eat  many  Government  Bills  which  used  for- 
merly to  be  considered  after  half-past  Twelve 
o'clock  are  shunted  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  are  only  taken  up  when  the  Morning 
Sittings  begin.** 

He  (Sir  John  Hay)  thought  Members 
ought  to  consider  whether  thej  were 
doing  their  duty  to  their  constituents  in 
debarring  Members  from  bringing  for- 
ward measures  which  might  be  benefi- 
cial to  their  constituents,  and  from  occa- 
sionally applying  the  early  hours  of  the 
morning  to  legislation,  when  it  was 
shown  that  although  they  might  occa- 
sionally have  to  sit  a  little  longer,  yet, 
under  ordinary  conditions,  the  Business 
of  the  House  would  be  shortened  by  the 
abrogation  of  this  Kule.  Sir  Graham 
Montgomery,  who  was  a  Member  of  the 
Gommittee  of  1878,  recently  told  him 
that  he  felt  it  was  impossible  to  get 
Scotch  Business  considered  in  the  House 
as  long  as  the  Half-past  Twelve  o'clock 
Bule  was  in  operation.  Speaking  as  a 
Scottish  Member  and  as  a  naval  officer, 
he  (Sir  John  Hay)  could  say  that  mat- 
ters of  business  connected  with  Scotland 
and  with  the  Navy  which  could  be  con- 
sidered by  Scottish  Members  and  naval 
officers  and  those  interested  was  shut  out 
entirely  by  this  Eule,  and  he  trusted  the 
Scottish  Members  would  join  with  him 
in  urging  upon  the  Prime  Minister — 
the  most  distinguished  of  Scottish  Ee- 
presentatives — that  the  Half-past  Twelve 
o'clock  Kule,  which  did  so  much  injury 
to  Scottish  Business,  should  be  removed 
from  the  Order  Book,  and  that  they 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing those  matters  which  during:  the  first 
10  or  1 1  years  he  had  been  in  the  House 
they  had  always  had  a  full  opportunity 
of  discussing,  but  which  since  1871  had 
been  entirely  excluded  from  the  notice 
of  the  House. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That," 
to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 


words  **  the  said  Standing  Order  be  repealed," 
— {Admiral  Sir  John  Uay^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
'  except  for  a  Money  Bill '  stand  part  of 
the  said  Standing  Order." 

Mb.  THOROLD  EOGERS  said,  that 
if  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
pressed  the  Amendment  to  a  division  he 
should  support  him.  He  had  a  com- 
plaint against  that  Standing  Order.  Tho 
late  Government  had  passed  a  Bill  for 
the  reform  of  the  Universities,  and  vested 
the  power  of  framing  statutes  for  the 
different  Colleges  in  certain  Commis- 
sioners. The  statutes  so  framed  were  to 
lie  on  the  Table  of  the  House  in  the 
usual  way,  without  any  special  notice 
being  given  to  Members.  He  gave 
Notice  of  Motion  for  the  rejection  of  one 
of  those  statutes.  The  Notice  was  blocked 
first  by  one  of  the  Commissioners,  and 
then  by  one  of  the  Members  for  the 
University  of  Oxford.  Thus  the  statute 
was  passed  without  the  House  having 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  it.  It  was 
true  that  an  alteration  was  made  at  the 
instance  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  London  (Sir  John  Lub- 
bock) ;  but  the  mischief  was  done.  Cer- 
tain Members  got  a  reputation  for  zeal 
and  energy,  which  was  little  deserved, 
by  blocking  all  sorts  of  Bills,  and  thus 
an  insignificant  Member  was  able  to 
prevent  important  and  beneficial  legis- 
lation. 

Sib  JOHN  E.  MOWBRAY  said,  he 
thought  it  was  not  quite  fair  that  the 
whole  burden  of  defending  the  Bule 
should  bo  thrown  upon  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter. He  contended  that  the  main  reason 
why  in  former  times  legislation  was  more 
easy,  even  without  the  Kule,  was  because 
there  was  greater  respect  for  the  dignity 
of  the  House  and  the  convenience  of 
Members.  But  in  1865  and  later  there 
was  a  great  change ;  so  that  the  state  of 
things  in  the  House  became  intolerable. 
A  Committee  was  appointed  in  1871 
which  dealt  with  the  question  in  an  ex- 
haustive way,  and  the  only  question  then 
was  whether  the  hour  should  not  be 
fixed  at  12  instead  of  12.30.  The  Eule 
was  drafted  by  the  Prime  Minister;  The 
object  of  the  Ilule  was  not,  as  his  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had  imagina- 
tively stated,  to  prevent,  but  to  promote 
legislation.  The  Kule  was  adopted  unani- 
mously by  the  House  in  1871  as  a  Ses- 

\Twenty'fourth  Ni^Ki\ 


1655  Parliament— Business  of  ths    [COMMONS]      House— The  New  Rules.    1656 


sional  Order.  It  was  unammously  re- 
newed in  the  Session  of  1872.  In  1873 
the  House  again  confirmed  the  Eule 
after  a  division.  In  1877,  there  was 
again  a  division,  in  which  1 85  supported, 
and  only  23  opposed  the  renewal  of  the 
Bule.  At  last,  in  1879,  the  Eule  was 
made  a  Standing  Order  of  the  House 
with  universal  approval.  The  question 
now  was  whether  the  House  should 
abolish  a  Standing  Order  thus  repeatedly 
confirmed  by  large  majorities  of  the 
House  ?  His  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  had  referred  to  the  discussion  of 
1878,  and  to  the  evidence  given  against 
the  Eule.  But  the  House  in  1879,  with 
all  that  evidence  before  it — and  on  such 
a  question  high  authorities  might  differ 
— made  the  Eule  into  a  Standing  Order. 
His  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  hadre- 
fered  to  Naval  and  Scotch  Business.  But 
Naval  Business  was  discussed  when  the 
House  was  considering  the  Estimates  in 
Committee  of  Supply,  and  it  was  de- 
sirable on  so  important  a  question  to 
have  as  many  Members  present  as  pos- 
sible ;  and  Members  objected  to  the  Es- 
timates being  dealt  with  at  a  late  hour. 
As  to  Scotch  Business,  he  remembered 
congratulating  Mr.  Dunlop,  formerly 
Member  for  Greenock,  upon  getting 
through  more  Bills  than  anybody  else 
did.  Mr.  Dunlop  replied  that  the  secret 
of  his  success  was  that  he  never  got  up 
in  the  House  to  introduce  his  Bill  after 
12  o'clock,  and  that  he  thus  kept  the 
House  in  good  humour.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South w ark  (Mr.  Thoroid 
Bogers)  had  given  his  experience ;  but 
his  hon.  Friend  was  not  quite  accurate. 
There  was  one  occasion  on  which  his 
hon.  Friend  might  have  brought  forward 
his  Motion  before  1 2  o'clock  at  night — 
but  good  Homer  was  found  sleeping. 
He  hoped  that  the  House  would  give  a 
steady  support  to  the  Eule  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  THOEOLD  EOGEES  wished  to 
correct  his  right  hon.  Friend.  On  the 
occasion  referred  to  he  could  not  have 
brought  on  his  Motion.  His  Motion  on 
that  occasion  referred  to  Jesus  College, 
and  he  was  unable  to  bring  it  on  because 
it  was  after  a  division  taken  on  the  Pre- 
vious Question  on  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply. 

Sib  JOHN  E.  MO WBEAY  said,  that 
bad  nothing  to  do  with  the  Half-past 
twelve  Eule.  The  question  was  not  a 
Party  one,  but  one  whether  or  not  the 
logielation  should   be  carried  on  in    a 
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dignified  manner,  and  in  a  manner  likely 
to  conduce  to  the  interests  of  the  nation. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  support  the 
Eule  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  he  thought  tbe 
Government  Amendment  a  good  one.  He 
entirely  disliked  this  Eule,  and  agreed 
with  what  had  been  said  by  his  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wigtown  (Sir  John  Hay).  The  effect  of 
the  Eule  was,  he  believed,  almost  entirely 
to  block  private  Members'  Business  and 
to  interefere  with  the  Business  of  the 
Government.  The  Eule  gave  rise  to 
Obstruction  because  hon.  Members  talked 
against  the  time  on  one  measure  in  order 
to  bring  one  that  was  to  follow  under  the 
operation  of  the  Eule.  He  was  glad  the 
Government  intended  to  relax  its  strin- 
gency ;  but  he  hoped  they  would  be  able 
to  see  their  way  to  the  entire  abrogation 
of  the  Eule,  which  had  done,  in  his 
opinion,  more  than  anything  else  to  im- 
pede legislation. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that  un- 
doubtedly  there  had  been  frequent  cases 
in  which  long  and  protracted  discussionfl 
had  taken  place,  not  with  a  view  to  the 
settlement  of  the  subjects  immediately 
under  consideration,  but  with  reference 
to  other  questions  which  were  to  come 
on  afterwards.  But  he  would  point  out 
that  the  Obstruction  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr  Dillwyn)  had 
referred  could  be  dealt  with  by  the  Ist 
Eesolution.  A  great  deal  was  to  be  said 
in  favour  of  the  Eule.  He  believed  there 
was  no  comparison  between  the  dignity 
of  the  proceedings  early  in  the  Sitting 
and  late  at  night.  He  was  sure  the 
Half-past  Twelve  Eule  could  be  fairij 
applied,  and,  therefore,  he  desired  thi^ 
it  should  be  retained. 

Mr.  monk  said,  that  the  only  oh- 
jection  he  entertained  to  the  proposal  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  which  was  merely  a 
reproduction  of  the  Eesolution  which  he 
(Mr.  Monk)  movod  last  Session,  and 
which  would  then  have  been  adopted  hj 
the  House  if  an  unfortunate  misunder- 
standing had  not  arisen  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  '*  Whip,"  waa  that  it 
did  not  go  far  enough.  There  could  be 
no  doubt  the  intention  of  the  Eule  was 
good,  but  its  operation  had  been  most 
unfortunate  He  asked  the  Government, 
however,  to  consent  to  the  entire  abroga- 
tion of  the  Eule.  Hon.  Members  talked 
of  the  1st  Eesolution  of  the  Oovem- 
ment    being  a    gagging  Eule.     Why, 
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this  was  the  most  gagging  Eule  ever 
invented.  He  really  did  not  think  the 
ingenuity  of  man  could  have  invented 
any  Kule  which  would  be  a  greater  pre- 
ventive of  legislation.  For  these  reasons 
he  should  support  the  Motion  of  his 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  John 
Hay). 

Sir  EDWAED  COLEBROOKE  said, 
he  was  willing  to  admit  that  a  great  evil 
existed  under  the  present  system  ;  but,  in 
his  opinion,  they  could  not  abrogate  this 
Bule  without  producing  a  great  amount 
of  discontent.  He  remembered  having 
on  one  occasion  carried  a  Bill  through 
the  House  at  3  o'clock  with  the  assistance 
of  the  Scottish  Members,  which  he 
could  not  have  done  if  the  Half-past 
Twelve  Bule  had  been  in  operation.  But 
he  had  also  been  an  opponent  of  Bills, 
and  had  to  sit  up  night  after  night,  not 
knowing  when  they  would  come  on. 
That  was  one  of  the  things  that  had  led 
to  the  adoption  of  the  Eule.  With 
regard  to  Government  Bills,  they  had  an 
understanding  always  in  the  beginning 
of  the  evening  as  to  what  would  be 
taken  ;  but  a  private  Member  in  charge 
of  a  Bill  might  not  be  in  the  House,  and 
they  might  not  be  able  to  find  out  what 
he  was  going  to  do,  so  that  those  in- 
terested in  a  measure  had  to  wait  about, 
not  knowing,  perhaps,  even  where  the 
Member  in  charge  of  it  was.  He  thought 
that  state  of  things  would  be  found  in- 
tolerable if  re-introduced  as  it  had  been 
in  past  times.  And  he  was  sure  the 
House  would  never  submit  to  the  in- 
convenience to  which  it  formerly  was 
subjected.  If  the  Eule  could  be  so 
framed  that  if  a  Member  were  not  pre- 
sent to  support  his  Bill  it  should  be  dis- 
charged or  postponed  till  another  day, 
the  difficulty  might  be  met ;  but  he  did 
not  think  they  could  consent  to  the  total 
abrogation  of  the  Eule. 

Sir  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT  sup- 
ported the  maintenance  of  the  Half-past 
Twelve  o'clock  Eule.  It  had  been  well 
said  that  this  was  not  a  Party  question, 
and  he  was  exceedingly  glad  to  hear  the 
remarks  of  the  Prime  Minister,  because 
he  had  placed  the  Eule  very  fairly  be- 
fore the  House.  He  thought  that  any- 
one— and  he  was  glad  to  see  that  there 
was  a  prospect  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands) 
rising  to  support  its  continuance — who 
had  any  lengthened  experience  of  Par- 
liamentary duties,  would  agree  with  him 


in  saying  what  an  intolerable  nuisance 
it  had  been  to  sit  there  hour  after  hour, 
and  night  after  night,  not  knowing  when 
a  Bill  might  come  forward,  and  when  it 
might  not.  Any  hon.  Member  having  a 
Bill  down,  knew  that  if  he  liked  he  could 
keep  Members  in  the  House ;  and  some- 
times a  Member  would  pertinaciously 
put  it  down,  simply  in  order  to  detain 
Members  in  the  House  who  were  exces- 
sively anxious  to  go  home  and  get  to 
bed.  So  far  as  he  had  seen  the  Half- 
past  Twelve  o'clock  Eule  had  nothing 
to  do  with  retarding  the  procuress  of  a 
Bill  brought  forward.  It  was  from  other 
causes  that  the  progress  of  legislation 
was  impeded;  and  when  he  saw  that 
even  his  right  hon.  Fnend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  was  obliged  to  bring  in 
his  Estimates  at  1  or  2  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  what  might  it  have  been  if 
they  had  not  had  this  Half-past  Twelve 
o'clock  Eule?  They  might  have  had, 
perhaps,  after  the  consideration  of  the 
Estimates  were  over,  to  sit  considering 
a  Bill  until  3  or  4  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing. It  was,  he  thought,  a  most  salutary 
Eule,  and  one  which  they  ought  to  con«  • 
tinue  to  carry  out.  Everyone  ought  to 
go  home  at  half-past  12  o'clock,  and 
might  do  so  if  the  Business  of  the 
House  was  judiciously  arranged  and 
properly  carried  out.  He  recollected 
an  amiable  Member  of  the  House  who 
was  excessively  fond  of  speaking.  He 
alluded  to  Mr.  Forsyth,  the  late  Mem- 
ber for  Marylebone.  Well,  when  Mr. 
Forsyth  was  in  the  House  he  had 
a  little  Bill --the  Baths  and  Wash- 
houses  Bill  he  thought  it  was  called. 
Mr.  Forsyth  came  to  him  and  asked 
what  he  was  to  do,  as  he  was  most 
anxious  to  get  it  through.  He  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  replied— '*  I  will 
undertake  that  it  passes  if  you  follow 
my  advice."  He  asked  what  was  that ; 
and  he  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelott)  told 
him — ''Never  open  your  mouth;  but 
simply  take  off  your  hat  at  every  stage 
of  the  Bill."  That  Bill  became  law. 
Now,  if  hon.  Members  would  simply 
state  what  was  the  purport  of  their  Bills, 
and  not  go  into  any  lengthened  harangue 
about  them,  they  would  be  very  much 
more  likely  to  pass.  Believing,  as  he 
did,  that  the  Eule  had  worked  essen- 
tially in  the  interests  of  the  House,  he 
should  certainly  vote  for  its  continuance. 
Mb.  DODSON  said,  he  felt  as 
strongly  as   ever   the    objections   that 
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migbt  be  made  to  the  Hule ;  but  it  bad 
now  been  a  Standing  Order  of  the  House 
for  many  years,  and  the  House  had  be- 
come so  accustomed  to  it  that  he  did 
not  think  it  would  be  prepared  to  part 
with  it.  If,  in  a  moment  of  zeal  and 
energy,  the  Rule  were  to  be  repealed, 
he  was  not  at  all  sure  that,  before  long, 
the  House  would  not  be  invited  to  re- 
enact  it,  and  that  that  proposition  would 
not,  in  its  turn,  be  supported  by  a  majo- 
rity. The  Government  wished,  with 
regard  to  this  matter,  to  proceed  as  much 
as  possible  in  accordance  with  the  feel- 
ing of  the  House.  So  far  as  he  could 
venture  to  g^age  the  feeling  of  the 
House,  it  was  in  favour  of  the  Bule 
being  substantially  retained ;  and  he 
also  hoped  that  the  feeling  of  the  House 
would  be  in  favour  of  making  some 
amendment  in  it  which  would  tend, 
without  taking  away  its  substantial  ad- 
vantages in  regard  to  the  comfort  and 
convenience  of  Members — he  had  almost 
said  to  the  prolongation  of  their  lives 
— to  prevent  its  acting  so  restrictively 
as  it  had  done  on  the  progress  of  legis- 
lation. They  proposed,  therefore,  to 
move  such  Amendments  as  would,  he 
trusted,  remove  the  opportunities  of 
abuse  to  which  it  was  liable.  In  invit- 
ing the  House  not  to  agree  to  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Baro- 
net (Sir  John  Hay)  for  the  repeal  of  the 
Kule,  he  would  ask  hon.  Members  to 
bear  in  mind  that,  by  the  Hesolutions 
already  passed,  and  those  about  to  be 
proposed,  some  opportunities  for  delay 
and'obstruction  would  be  cut  off,  so  that 
this  Rule  was  not  likely  to  be  so  severe 
in  its  operation  in  the  future  as  it  had 
been  in  the  past. 

SirR.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  that 
some  hon.  Members  would  recollect  the 
time  when  the  Half-past  Twelve  Rule  was 
only  a  Sessional  and  not  a  Standing  Or- 
der of  the  House.  Before  its  re-enact- 
ment at  the  beginning  of  a  Session  the 
actual  distress  brought  on  by  being 
kept  in  the  House  till  untimely  hours 
was  such  as  those  who  had  suffered 
would  not  easily  forget.  A  great  many 
Private  Bills  were  put  down  on  GK)vern- 
ment  nights,  and  hon.  Members  inte- 
rested in  them  kept  the  House  sitting 
till  3,  4,  or  5  o'clock  in  the  morning  day 
after  day.  He  maintained  that  practice 
had  shown  that  the  Rule  was  absolutely 
required,  and  he  was  conyinced  that  if 
it  were  taken  off  the  Order  Book  there 

Jfr.  J>od9on 


wonld,  in  a  short  time,  arise  a  greut  out- 
cry for  replacing  it,  which  would  fom 
itself  upon  the  attention  of  the  House. 

Ma.  RYLANDS  said,  that  he  had 
always  taken  great  interest  in  this  Rule 
from  the  time  of  its  bein^  first  passed. 
Before  its  enactment  a  greUt  number  of 
private  legislative  projects  of  more  or 
less  mischievous  tendency  were  pressed 
on  in  the  early  hours  of  the  morning 
The  only  way  of  opposing  such  projects 
was  to  do  as  he  did,  and  sit  in  the 
House  night  after  night  watching  these 
Bills.  This  was  only  done  at  great 
physical  cost.  The  outside  public  were 
surprised  that  legislation  should  be  at- 
tempted by  the  House  at  untimely  hours 
with  a  small  attendance,  and  when  tiioee 
present  were  half  asleep.  If  the  Role 
were  that  no  Business  should  be  takea 
after  half-past  12,  it  would  be  of  great 
advantage  to  the  country  and  also  to 
the  interests  of  those  who  conducted  the 
Business  of  the  Government.  The  re- 
sult of  legislation  being  carried  on  at 
the  late  hours  with  a  House  half 
asleep  was  that  Bills  were  passed  fall 
of  defects,  which  had  to  be  rectified  by 
Amending  Bills.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  not  entertain  the  proposal  of  his- 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  that 
he  would  think  fit  not  to  press  his  Mo- 
tion. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  was  la 
favour  of  the  Half-past  Twelve  Rule,  and, 
supported  by  'Mr.  Bouverie,  he  had 
brought  it  forward  when  the  Select 
Committee  dealt  with  the  question  in 
1868.  In  his  opinion,  the  health  of  the 
Speaker,  the  Members,  and  the  offioen 
of  the  House  ought  to  be  consideied; 
and,  therefore,  he  should  vote  against 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet.  He  would,  however, 
be  willing  to  agree  to  the  substitutioB 
of  1  o'clock  for  half-past  12.  but  be- 
lieved the  total  abrogation  of  the  Role 
would  most  seriously  injure  the  Business 
of  the  House. 

Mb.  BRTCE  said,  he  had  been  ^tmk 
with  the  failure  of  the  arguments  against 
the  right  hon.  and  gidlant  Baronet'fl 
Motion  for  the  abolition  of  the  Half-past 
Twelve  Rule.  It  was  a  fact  that  the 
House  had  sat  later  since  the  introducti(tt 
of  the  Rule  than  before.  The  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Rylands)  amounted  to  this — that  because 
legislation  after  half-past  12  had  bees 
hMf  therefore   le^slation    by    private 
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Members  should  be  stopped  altogether. 
The  application  of  the  Rule  had  fre- 
quently resulted  in  the  total  blocking  of 
£ills  which,  in  reality,  had  the  support 
of  a  majority  of  the  House.  The  small 
change  the  Government  proposed  to  make 
was  not  sufficient.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  would  go  to  a 
division,  so  that  those  who  agreed  with 
him  might  show  that  the  Kule  was  radi- 
cally wrong.  He  thought  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lanarkshire 
(Sir  Edward  Colebrooke)  a  useful  one, 
and  that  a  Committee  should  be  ap- 
pointed for  the  arrangement  of  Busi- 
ness, 1^0  that  Bills  might  be  fixed  for 
certain  days.  Thus,  private  Members 
might  have  restored  to  them  that  power 
of  legislation  which,  under  the  existing 
Bule,  they  had  lost. 

Colonel  MAKINS  said,  that  those  pri- 
vate Members  who  promoted  Bills  were 
generally  strong  men,  itnd  rather  pre- 
^rred  late  hours.  For  instance,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk) 
seemed  to  delight  in  bringing  on  Bills 
at  a  late  hour.  But  the  majority  of 
Members  did  not  bring  in  Bills,  and  did 
not  care  about  sitting  up  till  3  or  4  in 
the  morning.  He  was  afraid  that  if  the 
Amendment  were  carried  the  scandal  of 
All-night  Sittings  would  become  the  rule, 
and  not  the  exception.  Therefore,  in  the 
interest  of  many,  it  was  desirable  that 
the  Half-past  Twelve  Eule  should  not  be 
relaxed. 

Mr.  ACLAND  said,  he  should  sup- 
port the  Amendment.  The  time  of  the 
House  was  constantly  being  wasted  by 
Members  continuing  to  discuss  questions 
which  had  been  already  fully  discussed, 
simply  in  order  to  prevent  the  discussion 
of  other  measures.  Blocking  a  Bill 
ought  to  be  rendered  impossible,  for 
surely  it  was  not  consulting  the  progress 
of  Business  or  the  dignity  of  the  House 
that  a  Member  should  be  able  to  stop  a 
measure  by  putting  a  ** block"  on  the 
Paper,  and  going  to  bed  himself. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Essex 
(Colonel  Makins)  assumed  that  the  Bule 
shortened  the  Sittings,  whereas  it  had 
been  conclusively  shown  that  the  effect 
of  the  Rule  was  to  prolong  discussions, 
by  inducing  the  House  to  debate  Busi- 
ness which  no  one  wished  to  be  carried, 
in  order  to  defeat  some  measure  in  which 
a  number  of  Members  had  an  interest. 
The  Kule  also  tended  injuriously  to  affect 


legislation,  because  Members  often 
offered  to  withdraw  a  block  provided  a 
certain  concession  was  made;  and  this 
led  to  arrangements  by  no  means  for 
the  public  interest.  At  present,  and 
even  under  the  amended  Eule,  though 
a  Bill  might  have  the  approval  of  the 
great  majority,  and  have  been  examined 
by  a  Select  Committee  upstairs,  still  it 
might  be  blocked  by  a  single  Member. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  extend 
their  Amendments  to  Bills  that  had  been 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the  Go- 
vernment  proposed  to  maintain  the  rigour 
of  the  Eule  against  private  Members, 
and  to  amend  it  in  their  own  favour. 
Although  the  change  proposed  by  the 
Government  appeared  to  be  equal  all 
round,  it  was  not  so  in  reality,  and  it 
would  operate  unfairly  towards  private 
Members.  Private  Members'  Bills,  as 
regarded  their  second  reading  and  going 
into  Committee,  would  always  be  in 
danger  of  the  Half-past  Twelve  Eule ; 
whereas  the  Government,  having  the 
power  to  choose  the  time  for  the  second 
reading  and  the  Committee  on  their 
Bills,  would  not  be  affected  by  it  at  all. 
He  should  prefer  the  entire  abolition  of 
the  Eule  to  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment, though  he  thought  the  Eule 
should  be  passed  in  a  form  that  would 
really  operate  fairly  all  round. 

Mr.  PAENELL  also  held  that,  as 
the  Government  proposed  the  Eule,  it 
would  work  very  much  in  their  own 
favour  and  against  private  Members. 
As  the  Eule  stood  now,  the  second  read- 
ings of  private  Members'  Bills  taken  on 
a  Wednesday  were  entirely  thrown  away, 
and  much  time  was  lost,  because  it  was 
impossible  for  such  Bills  to  advance  any 
further  if  any  Member  chose  to  put  a 
block  upon  them.  Surely  nobody  would 
seriously  contend  that  if  a  private  Mem- 
ber's Bill  passed  a  second  reading  it 
ought  not  to  have  a  chance  of  going 
through  Committee.  In  the  last  Parlia- 
ment a  Bill  introduced  by  the  late  Mr. 
Butt  to  extend  certain  municipal  pri- 
vileges of  Irish  Corporations  was  ob- 
structed Session  after  Session  by  the 
operation  of  the  Half-past  Twelve  Eule, 
although  almost  everybody  was  in  favour 
of  the  measure.  Finally,  by  an  accident, 
it  succeeded  in  passing  through  all  its 
stages  before  half-past  12,  and  was  sent 
up  to  the  Hguse  of  Lords,  where  it  was 
thrown  out. 
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Mb.  MACFAELANE  complained  that  strength  of  the  majority  of  the  Hoani 

it  was  in  the  power  of  one  Member  to  and  they  had  no  right  to  ask  for  aaast- 

block  any  Bill  which  might  be  desired  ance  towards  the  attempt. 

by  nine-tenths  of  the  House.     That  sys-  The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL   (Sir 

tern  was  an  intolerable  nuisance,  and  he  Henbt  James)  said,  he  considered  this 

would  suggest  that  it  should  require  at  was  an  Amendment  of  the  yery  worst 

least  six  Members  to  block  a  Bill.  description,  inasmuch  as  it  minimized 

^        .  the  operation  of  the  Bule  to  a  yery  great 

Question  put.  extent.     It  was  one  thing  to  adopt  the 

The    House    divided :  — Ayea    121);  principle  of  the   second    reading  of  a 

Noes   26:   Majority  103.  — (Div.   List,  Bill,  and  quite  another  to   allow  it  to 

No.  377.)  pass  the  Committee  stage  without  full 

tr      -mri^xTTT-     •             •        •     i*        ••  debate.     In  order  that  the   details  of 

Mb    MONK     in  moving  in  line   1,  Bills  might  be  intelligently  discussed  in 

after  "Money  Bill,'  to  insert     or  for  a  Committee,   the    facSties  of  Members 

Bill  which  has  passed  the  second  read-  ^„  j^^  ^^  ^e  at  their  best,  and  it  wu 

ing,    said  he  thought  private  Members  extremely  difficult  after  12.30  to'main- 

had  a  right  to  complain  that  one  solitary  ^^.^  the  wakefulness  requisite  for  such 

Member  should  have  the  power  to  effec-  j- ^„.„:^« 

A      n     J   V               '11  •         XT             r  discussion. 

tually  debar  a  .willing  House  from  con-  j^   A8HMEAD  -  BAETLETT  oon- 

sidermg  their  measures.     He  put  it  to  ^^^^^  ^^^^  j^  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^^  Half-past 

the  House^  whether  it  was  reasonable  twelve  Kule  BUls  of  great  import^ce 

that  the  House,  after  having  approved  would  bepassedhurriedly  through  empty 

of  the  principle  of  a  Bill  on  the  second  houses.     BiUs  were  fa/  more  likely  to 

reading,  should  be  prevented  by  a  smgle  be  thoroughly  considered  in  afuU  House 

Member  out  of  a  love  of  Obstruction,  or  y^^^^^^  12"  o'clock,  than  in  a  sleepy  As- 

from  motives  which  it  was  not  easy  to  ^^^^^    ^^^^  ^^      3^.^       ^^^^^^  ^^ 

fathom^  from  considering  it  in  Commit-  Qoveiiment  cry  for  more  legislation  was 

tee?   He  should  take  the  sense  of  the  factitious,  and  had  no  ro^t  in  pubHc 

House  on  this  Amendment.  ^^^^j^^     rptey  had  too  much  rather  than 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1,  after  too  little  legislation  already, 

the  words  "Money  Bill,"   to  insert  the  Mr.  LABOUOHERE  complained  that, 

words  '*  or  for  a  Bill  which  has  passed  at  present,  although  a  private  Member's 

the  Second  Eeading. "—(i/r.  Aionk,)  Bill   should  have  passed  the  stage  of 

Question  proposed, -That  those  words  second  reading,  it  was  in  the  power  of 

be  there  inserted."  °°®  single  Member  to  prevent  the  mea- 
sure from  becoming  law, 

Mr.  BERESFOED   HOPE  said,  he  Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,   that  his 

admired  the  gallantry  of  his  hon.  Friend,  right    hon.    and    gallant    Friend    the 

who,  after  the  division  that  had  just  taken  Member  for  Wigtown  (Sir  John  Hay) 

place,   came  forward  with  a    proposal  had  said  that  the  House  of  Commons 

which  would,  in  reality,  amount  to  a  had  sat  for  a  larger  number  of  hours 

nullification  of  theEule.     He  was  afraid  after  midnight  since  the  introduction  of 

that  about  his  hon.   Friend's  conduct  the  Half-past  Twelve  Eule  than  before  it 

there  was  something  of  the  spreta  injuria  At  first  sight  that  appeared   to  be  a 

forma — slighted  churchwardens  haunted  condemnation  of  the  Eule ;  but  it  was 

his  night  visions — so  he  hoped  that  the  not  so  really,  for  the  late  Sittings  since 

House  would  receive  the  proposal  of  the  the  adoption  of   the  Eule   had    been 

hon.  Member  in  the  way  in  which  it  caused  solely  by  the  limitations  of  it 

generally  received  his  legislation.     He  that  had  unfortunately  been  ag^reed  to. 

(Mr.   Beresford  Hope)   thought  it  was  A  weary  and  jaded  House,  after  discuss- 

unreasonable  to  demand  that  Members  ing  a  question  of  National  importance 

should  be  compelled  to  remain  in  the  for  10  hours,  was  called  on  to  enter  into 

House  till  the  small  hours  of  the  morn-  the  details  of  a  Bill  in  the  Committee 

ing,  after  a  long  and  important  debate,  stage  when,  as  the  hon.    and  learned 

while  an  hon.  Member  aired  his  peculiar  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  had 

views  on  an  important  subject  which  he  very  truly  observed,  the  faculties  of  hon. 

had  no  particular  call  to  take  up.     Hon.  Members  had  need  to  be  the  keenest. 

Gentlemen  should  not  endeavour  to  pass  Instead  of  adopting  the  proposal  of  the 

their  BiUs  to  the  injury  oi  health  and  hon.MemberforQlouceeter  (Mr.  Monk), 
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the  House  ought  to  consider  whether 
important  measures  in  the  stage  of  pro- 
gress in  Committee  ought  ever  to  be 
brought  before  them  at  an  unreasonably 
late  hour.  He  had  known  Bills  contain- 
ing 100  clauses  brought  forward  for  con- 
sideration in  Committee  long  after  the 
hour  designated  by  the  House  as  the 
hour  after  which  fcontentious  Business 
must  not  be  proceeded  with.  In  1871  a 
Select  Committee  resolved  **  that  no  fresh 
opposed  Business  be  taken  after  12.30 
a.m.,"  and  this  was  due  to  the  scandalous 
state  of  things  that  had  previously  pre- 
yailed,  when  continuous  Motions  for  Ad- 
joumpient  were  the  constant  weapons 
employed  to  prevent  measures  being 
forced  through  at  a  time  when  they 
could  not  be  fairly  discussed.  He  trusted 
the  Government  would  stick  to  the  Eule. 
If  the  House  determined  that  no  Busi- 
ness whatever  of  a  contentious  character 
should  be  taken  after  a  certain  hour  it 
would  be  so  much  the  better. .  It  was 
desirable  also  that  the  mind  of  the 
country  should  proceed  pari  paa»u  with 
the  progress  of  measures  through  the 
House;  but  it  was  perfectly  notorious 
that  the  speeches  on  Bills  taken  after 
half-past  12  o'clock  were  never  reported 
at  all.  It  was  really  legislation  tn  eamerd 
that  was  going  on  after  that  hour.  He 
hoped  the  Prime  Minister,  who  had  ap- 
proached the  question  in  a  thoroughly 
impartial  spirit,  would  see  whether  he 
could  not  introduce  further  restriction 
upon  legislation  after  that  hour. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  did  not 
agree  with  hon.  Members  opposite  that 
there  was  too  much  legislation.  He 
thought  there  was  too  little;  and  he 
believed  that  the  Resolutions  which 
they  had  passed  and  were  engaged  in 
passing,  by  curtailing  the  abuses  of 
speeches  and  eccentricities  of  Procedure, 
would  enable  the  House  to  carry  on  the 
important  legislation  that  was  required 
in  a  decent  and  orderly  manner,  and 
that  thus  a  fair  opportunity  would  be 
given  for  dealing,  not  only  with  Govern- 
ment measures,  but  with  the  Bills  of 
private  Members,  at  reasonable  hours. 
It  was  unfair  to  ask  hon.  Members 
whose  health  or  disposition  would  not 
allow  them  to  do  so,  to  stay  in  the  House 
during  the  small  hours  of  the  morning. 
At  present  there  were  far  too  many 
stages  in  Bills  ;  and  he  would  be  glad  to 
see  abolished  the  stage  of  moving  '*  That 
the  Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair,"  so  that 

VOL.  CCLXXIV.    [thi^d  series.] 


there  should  be  no  more  second-reading 
speeches  at  that  time. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  did  not 
appear  to  recognize  the  effect  of  the 
Return  which  had  been  referred  to,  or  of 
the  evidence  of  the  right  hon.  the  Speaker 
that  since  the  Half-past  Twelve  o'clock 
Rule  the  Business  of  the  House  had 
been  prolonged  very  considerably.  Nor 
did  his  right  hon.  Friend  seem  to  be 
aware  of  the  immense  amount  of  time 
of  which  the  House  was  deprived  for 
the  consideration  of  its  Business.  In 
the  five  working  days  of  the  week  there 
were  only  38  hours  devoted  to  the  work 
of  the  House;  but  in  the  old  times 
there  were  20  hours  more.  At  this 
moment,  owing  to  the  Questions  being 
very  much  prolonged,  there  were  only 
about  six  hours,  instead  of  12,  each  day 
devoted  to  the  conduct  of  Public  Busi- 
ness. [Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.]  At 
the  time  of  Lord  Palmerston,  the  most 
eloquent  speech  ever  delivered — a  speech 
of  the  late  Lord  Chief  Justice  on  the 
Don  Pacifico  quarrel  with  G^reece — 
was  made  at  an  hour  in  the  mominc^ 
when  no  speech  was  now  made  at  all. 
The  country  was  deprived  of  20  hours  a 
week  by  the  Half- past  Twelve  o'clock 
Rule. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  the  fact 
was  that  they  sat  later  at  present  than 
before  the  Half-past  Twelve  Rule  came 
into  operation;  and  it  was,  therefore, 
desirable  that  the  Rule  should  be  modi- 
fied. The  arguments  of  the  right  hon, 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  were 
really  all  in  favour  of  the  Amendment. 
The  Bills  that  were  blocked  were  the 
very  Bills  which  the  House  desired  to 
pass.  It  was  unnecessary  to  block  a 
Bill  which  would  be  defeated  on  a  divi- 
sion. The  Prime  Minister  thought  it 
a  monstrous  thing  that  a  single  Mem- 
ber should  be  allowed  to  block  a  Bill 
which  had  passed  through  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House.  But  that  argu- 
ment applied  also  to  Bills  which  were 
sent  upstairs  to  a  Committee  to  be  exa- 
mined, and  when  they  came  back  were 
not  allowed  to  proceed.  It  was  clear 
that  time  was  wasted  by  the  present 
practice.  Bills  approved  by  the  House 
were  brought  in  year  after  year;  the 
House  lost  a  great  deal  of  time  in  dis- 
cussing them  ;  they  were  read  a  second 
time,  went  through  Committee,  and  were 
then  dropped,  and  the  whole  matter  had 
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to  be  gone  over  again.  He  hoped  Her 
Majestj'B  Goyemment  would  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  21;  Noes 
76  :  Majority  55.— (Div.  List,  No.  378.) 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON,  in 
rising  to  propose  the  first  of  two  Amend- 
ments to  provide  that  the  Kule  should 
come  into  operation  at  midnight,  and 
that  the  House  should  adjourn  at  half- 
past  12,  said,  the  matter  was  one  of 
primary  importance  as  affecting  the 
nealth  of  Members  and  of  the  officers 
of  the  House.  It  was  ridiculous  that  they 
should  separate  without  making  some 
attempt  to  remedy  the  great  scandal  of 
the  inordinate  length  of  their  Sittings. 
He  could  understand  the  difficulty  of 
the  Government  initiating  any  proposal, 
because  by  the  alterations  made  in  the 
Kules  their  Business  would  be  expe- 
dited. If  Members  supported  his  first 
proposition — that  no  opposed  Business 
should  begin  after  midnight — that  would 
not  commit  them  to  the  second  proposi- 
tion for  adjournment  half-an-hour  later ; 
but  if  his  first  proposal  were  rejected 
the  second  could  not  be  submitted. 
Owing  to  the  absence  at  that  moment  of 
all  the  Members  of  the  Government  he 
felt  some  difficulty  in  stating  his  argu- 
ments, as  someone  else  would  have  to 
repeat  them  when  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment returned  from  dinner.  If  it 
were  admitted  that  the  alterations  al- 
ready made  would  expedite  the  more 
important  Business  of  the  Government 
and  of  the  House,  it  was  reasonable  to 
ask  why  Members  should  continue  to  sit 
up  so  late  as  they  had  done  to  transact 
Business  of  secondary  importance.  That 
the  country  did  not  care  about  the  Busi- 
ness transacted  in  the  early  hours  of  the 
morning  was  proved  by  the  fact  that  the 
newspapers,  both  Metropolitan  and  Pro- 
vincial, did  not  report  the  discussions ; 
whereas,  on  rare  occasions,  great  speeches 
had  been  reported  when  they  were  de- 
livered between  2  and  3  in  the  mom* 
ing.  If  the  country  cared  about  these 
debates  there  would  be  some  daily  re- 
cord of  them  in  the  public  Press,  and 
the  fact  that  no  such  record  existed 
proved  that  they  were  not  of  absorbing 
interest.  A  Return  which  had  been 
published  respecting  other  Legislative 
Assemblies  showed  that  the  average 
time  of  sitting  was,  in  the  Cape,  from 

Sir  John  Luhhock 


five  to  six  hours;  in  South  Australia, 
fours  hours  and  a-half ;  in  Tasmania, 
four  hours  and  a-half ;  in  Victoria,  six 
hours  and  51  minutes;  and  in  the  latter 
Parliament  no  fresh  Business  of  any 
kind  was  allowed  after  1 1  o'clock.  In 
the  Continental  Assemblies  the  hours  of 
sitting  were  still  shorter.  The  average 
was  in  Austria,  four  hours ;  in  Denmark, 
from  four  to  five  hours ;  in  France,  four 
hours;  in  Germany,  five  hours;  in 
Italy,  five  hours;  in  the  Netherlandf, 
from  four  to  five  hours;  in  Portugal^ 
five  hours ;  in  Spain,  four  hours ;  in 
Sweden,  three  hours;  and  in  Switzer- 
land, five  hours.  In  the  United  States 
the  average  duration  of  a  Sitting  was 
four  hours  and  a-half,  and,  if  necessary, 
the  Members  sometimes  met  for  two 
hours  longer.  A  Return  had  been  pnb- 
lished  which  purported  to  give  the  exact 
duration  of  the  Sittings  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  but  included  the  Wednesday 
Sittings,  which  could  not  extend  beyond 
six  hours.  According  to  the  Return,  the 
average  duration  of  a  Sitting  last  Session 
was  nine  hours  and  five  minutes ;  but  if 
the  Wednesdays  wc|^e  eliminated,  it 
would  be  found  that  the  average  was  10 
hours  and  10  minutes.  In  other  words,  a 
Sitting  of  the  House  of  Commons  was 
double  the  average  length  of  the  Sitting 
of  any  Continental  Assembly.  Allowing 
for  the  necessary  time  to  get  down  to 
the  House  and  home  again,  Members 
spent  nearly  1 2  hours  out  of  the  24  in 
attendance  on  the  House.  In  addition 
to  that,  the  Select  Committees  required 
a  further  attendance  of  four  hours  a-daj 
twice  a- week.  In  order  to  diminish  the 
duration  of  the  Sittings,  he  ventured  to 
bring  forward  the  Amendment  that  was 
now  before  the  House.  He  knew  he 
should  be  met  with  the  objection  that  if 
the  Sittings  were  limited  there  would 
not  be  sufficient  time  for  the  transaction 
of  necessary  Business;  but  his  own 
strong  impression  was  that  the  existing 
system  wasted  time,  and  that  the  longer 
that  they  sat  after  12  o'clock,  the  worse 
would  be  the  attendance  before  12 
o'clock.  He  had  understood  that  for- 
merly great  debates  were  carried  on 
steadily  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
evening,  and  that  Members  did  not  go 
away  simultaneously  in  great  numbers 
to  dine.  But  now,  during  the  dinner 
hour,  almost  everybody  went  away,  and 
the  greater  part  of  the  evening  was 
wasted,  because  there  was  so  small  an 
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attendance  of  Members  in  the  House. 
He  believed  one  of  the  chief  causes  of 
the  Prime  Minister's  Parliamentary  suc- 
cess was  his  extraordinary  physical 
vigour.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  not  had  an  almost  iron  constitution 
he  would  hardly  have  achieved  what  he 
had  done  in  that  House.  If,  then,  the 
vight  hon.  Gentleman  was  an  exception, 
it  was  one  of  the  duties  of  those  who 
represented  him  in  his  absence  so  to 
amend  the  Eules  that  it  might  be  pos- 
sible for  others  to  do  justice  to  the  abi- 
lities they  possessed  without  having  to 
attend  twice  as  long  as  they  ought  to  do 
the  Sittings  of  the  House.  His  sugges- 
tion was  that  they  should  put  back  to 
12  o'clock  the  period  after  which  no  new 
Business  should  be  taken.  If  the 
Amendment  which  he  proposed  did  not 
answer  its  purpose  the  House  could 
refuse  to  renew  it.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  London  (Sir  John 
Lubbock)  had  said  that  the  Half-past 
Twelve  Hule  had  failed  because  the 
House  sat  longer  than  it  used  to  do. 
But  how  much  longer  would  it  have  sat 
if  that  Bule  ha(|  never  been  passed  ? 
The  late  hours  to  which  that  House  sat 
were  destructive  alike  of  the  quality  of 
its  work  and  of  the  health  of  its  Mem- 
bers. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  2,  to 
leave  out  the  words  **  half  past." — {Lord 
G§org$  Hamilton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  half  past '  stand  part  of  the  said  Stand- 
ing Order." 

Sir  WILLIAM  H ARCOURT  said,  he 
entertained  a  sneaking  sympathy  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord;  but 
there  were  overwhelming  reasons  why  it 
could  not  be  accepted.  The  hours  during 
which  the  conscientious  Member  sat  were 
long ;  but  he  could  come  and  go  as  he 
chose.  But  the  hours  of  the  uncon- 
scientious Minister  of  the  Crown,  who 
had  always  to  be  in  his  place,  were  six 
or  seven  hours  longer.  He  always  esti- 
mated his  own  day's  work  at  19  hours. 
In  fact,  no  one  could  bear  up  against  it  ex- 
cept a  man  like  the  Prime  Minister,  whose 
physical  power  exceeded  even  his  intel- 
lectual capacity.  Foreign  Assemblies 
did  not  sit  so  long.  But  the  reason  was 
that  hon.  Members  of  that  House  talked 
ten  times  as  much  as  was  necessary. 
But  if  any  curtailment  of  that  talking 


were  suggested,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen)  denounced  the 
suggestion  as  interfering  with  freedom 
of  debate.  The  noble  Lord  had  referred 
to  the  emptiness  of  the  House  between 
8.30  and  10.  For  his  part,  he  preferred 
to  speak  in  the  quiet  of  those  hours 
rather  than  when  the  House  was  fuller, 
and  he  wished  that  the  occupants  of  the 
two  Front  Benches  had  always  to  speak 
during  that  interval.  In  the  French  As- 
sembly the  most  important  questions 
were  settled  in  two  days'  debate.  He 
had  asked  a  French  Deputy  how  they 
got  through  their  Business  so  quickly, 
and  the  answer  was  that  only  four  or  five 
Members  ever  thought  of  speaking  in  a 
debate.  In  the  House  of  Commons  a 
debate  was  carried  on  day  after  day — 
each  day  of  12  hours  long — which  might 
easily  be  compressed  into  two  days  ;  and 
many  days  were  thus  consumed,  not  only 
about  the  details  of  Bills,  but  also  on 
the  principle  of  the  Bills  themselves. 
The  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  would 
be  a  premium  upon  obstruction  of  Busi- 
ness of  all  kinds  which  would  be  per- 
fectly irresistible.  They  all  knew  how  a 
Wednesday's  debate  was  organized.  If 
there  was  an  unpopular  measure  third 
or  fourth  on  the  Paper,  the  opponents  of 
the  measure  always  talked  until  it  was 
too  late  to  bring  it  on.  The  Amendment 
would  introduce  the  same  practice  on 
all  nights.  The  evil  rested,  not  in  the 
Rules  of  the  House,  but  in  the  habits  of 
Members.  The  Amendment  would  not 
remedy  but  rather  increase  the  existing 
evil. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said,  he 
thought  the  best  mode  of  checking  the 
tediousness  of  their  proceedings  was  to 
limit  the  length  of  the  speeches.  If 
there  were  any  sincerity  in  the  minds  of 
those  who  brought  forward  these  Rules, 
a  Rule  would  have  been  devised  to 
economise  their  time  by  limiting  their 
speeches.  Every  speech  after  midnight 
must  be  tedious,  because  it  was  delivered 
to  tired  listeners.  Discussion  of  details 
with  any  approach  to  impartiality  was 
impossible  at  1  o'clock  in  the  morning. 
The  nervous  irritation  produced  by  late 
hours  seriously  affected  not  only  the 
health  but  the  temper  of  Members. 
For  the  sake,  moreover,  of  the  Speaker, 
the  Chairman  of  Committees,  and  the 
servants  of  the  House,  he  desired  to  see 
some  limit  put  upon  the  duration  of  the 
Sittings  of  the  House.     He  should  sup- 
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port  the  Amend ment|  and  hoped  the 
Gt>vemment  would  see  their  way  to  ac- 
cept it. 

Mr.  THOMASSON  said,  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  admitted  that  the 
long  hours  during  which  the  House  sat 
were  likely  to  prove  destractivo  to  health, 
if  not  to  life.  He  would,  therefore,  ap- 
peal to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
support  the  Amendment  under  considera- 
tion. He  (Mr.  Thomasson)  believed  that 
the  effect  would  be  to  prolong  the  Par- 
liamentary life  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  health  of  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  had  broken  down  under  the 
severe  strain  upon  his  time  and  energies. 
There  were  many  occasions  on  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
had  objected  to  Supply  being  taken  in 
the  small  hours  of  the  morning ;  and  yet, 
when  in  Office,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  compelled  to  consider  that  sub- 
ject during  those  hours.  In  his  opinion, 
the  Bepresentatives  of  the  people  ought 
to  exercise  their  right,  and  say  that 
Supply  should  not  be  taken  except  at  a 
reasonable  hour.  It  had  been  said  that 
if  the  Amendment  were  carried,  there 
would  not  be  sufficient  time  to  transact 
their  Business.  If  that  were  so,  he  would 
Buprgestthat  they  should  meet  at  12  or  2 
o'dook. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  said, 
he  considered  the  very  interesting  and 
comprehensive  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bolton  (Mr.  Thomasson)  a  suffi- 
cient answer  to  any  statements  from  the 
Treasury  Bench,  and  certainly  to  the 
speech  of  the  Home  Secretary.  The  fact 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Ghentlemau 
had  confessed  to  a  sneaking  sympathy 
with  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
a  proof  that  it  must  be  a  very  good  one, 
for  the  Home  Secretary's  ^mpathies 
could  not  be  considered  wide.  There  were 
three  prominent  arguments  in  favour  of 
the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord.  In  the 
first  place,  it  would  shorten  the  hours 
of  the  House  and  insure  their  delibera- 
tions being  carried  on  at  more  reason- 
able times  than  at  present.  It  was  highly 
desirable  that  all  important  questions 
should  be  debated  in  as  full  a  House 
as  possible,  and  not  hurried  through 
at  a  late  hour  of  the  morning.  There 
ought  to  be  full  and  complete  discussion 
in  a  lively  and  attentive  House,  which 
could  never  be  the  case  when  such  late 
hours  were  kept.  Secondly,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bolton    (Mr.  Thomasson) 
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had  pointed  out,  the  health  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers and  of  the  Speaker  was  injured, 
and  the  continued  presence  of  the  Frime 
Minister  in  their  midst  was  threatened. 
A  third  argument  in  favour  of  shorten- 
ing the  hours  was  that  the  country  was 
really  suffering,  not  from  too  little,  but 
from  over-legislation.  Anything  to  check 
the  stream  of  crude,  useless,    and  ill- 
considered    legislation  with   which  the 
Statute  Book  constantly  became  encum- 
bered would  be  of  benefit  to  the  coun- 
try.    He  need  only  refer  to  two  recent 
Acts— the  Land  Acts  of  1870  and  1881 
— both  of  which  were  to  be  final,  but 
neither  of  which  had  been  so.     They 
had  also  the  Arrears  Act,  a  specimen  of 
reckless  and  futile  legislation  of  the  kind 
so  dear  to  the  Liberal  Party.     There 
was  too  much  tendency  to  g^Tem  this 
great  Empire  upon  the  principles  of  a 
manufactory  and  a  counting-house ;  and 
the  time  of  Parliament  was  absorbed  by 
the  details  of  casual  and  temporary  legis- 
lation, while  great  and  Imperial  ques- 
tions were  left  untouched.     He  hoped 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  accepted  by^the  Government, 
and  that  the  Prime  Minister  would  throw 
over  the  Home  Secretary,  as  he  had  done 
on  several  former  occasions. 

Me.  THOBOLD  HOGEBS  said,  he 
must  confess  that  he  was  unable  to  dis- 
cover in  the  arguments  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  any 
special  reasons  why  the  Mouse  dionld 
prefer  half- past  13  to  12  o'clock  as  being 
the  best  hour  at  which  to  limit  opposed 
Business.  He  did  not  not  see  that  any 
case  had  been  made  out  for  retaining 
half-past  12  in  the  Rule.  He  could  not 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  George  Hamilton), 
because  it  peremptorily  closed  debate  at 
midnight ;  but  he  was  under  the  convic- 
tion that  if  debates  could  not  be  com- 
menced after  12  o'clock,  it  would  enable 
hon.  Members  to  g^  to  bed  earlier,  and 
would  thus  relieve  them  from  muidiof 
the  ill-feeling  and  irritation  which  late 
hours  produced. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  thought 
that  the  support  which  the  Amendment 
of  his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  had 
received  in  all  quarters  of  the  Houss 
sufficiently  justified  him  in  introdudng 
it.  This  Amendment  and  another  of  the 
noble  Lord^  to  the  effect  that  the  Houss 
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should  ordinarily  adjourn  at  half-past 
12,  hung  together ;  but  those  who  sup- 
ported the  one  now  before  the  House 
were  not  necessarily  committed  to  the 
second.  But  he  (Colonel  Stanley)  read 
the  two  together,  and  with  that  view 
supported  his  noble  Friend.  The  argu- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  on  this  question  had 
pointed  one  way  and  his  inference  an- 
other. They  had  gone  very  strongly  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment,  although  the 
conclusion  had  been  averse  to  it.  He 
(Colonel  Stanley)  would  once  more  im- 
press on  the  House  one  of  the  great 
points  his  noble  Friend  made — namely, 
that  legislation  had  been  conducted  in 
recent  years  during  such  late  and  pro- 
longed hours,  under  circumstances  of 
great  difficulty,  producing  such  a  degree 
of  tension  and  irritation  in  the  nervous 
system  as  to  be  iDJurious  to  those  who 
laboured  under  it.  The  inevitable  result 
of  that  was,  the  Business  of  the  country 
had  not  been  conducted  so  well  as  it 
would  have  been  if  earlier  and  more  rea- 
sonable hours  bad  been  kept.  He  would 
give  an  instance  reported  in  a  daily 
paper  in  July,  1879.  On  that  occasion 
he  and  his  Colleagues  were  kept  on  the 
Treasury  Bench,  listening  to  every  word 
that  was  said  in  the  House,  20  out  of 
36  consecutive  hours.  The  result  of  this 
was  to  throw  a  strain  upon  Members  of 
the  House  which  could  not  tend  to  sound 
legislation.  Everybody  had  not  the  cast- 
iron  physique  of  the  present  Prime  Mi- 
nister, which  enabled  him,  however  long 
the  Sitting  might  be,  to  address  himself 
to  any  subject  before  the  House  with  an 
astonishing  freshness;  and  he,  for  one, 
would  express  a  hope  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  long  preserve  such 
energy  and  vigour.  It  was  well  known 
that  Judges  frequently  complained  of 
the  manner  in  which  Acts  of  Parliament 
were  framed.  That  arose  from  the  prac- 
tice of  hurrying  them  through  in  the 
early  hours  of  the  morning.  He  thought 
his  noble  Friend  had  made  out  a  strong 
case  for  asking  the  House,  while  consi- 
dering the  subject  of  Procedure,  to  fix 
a  more  reasonable  time  for  conducting 
Business  than  existed  at  present.  The 
restriction  of  the  hours  of  debate  would 
lead  to  a  diminution  in  the  habit  of 
wasting  time  that  had  now  sprung  up, 
and  to  that  compression  of  debate  which 
the  Prime  Minister  said  was  the  object 


of  these  Besolutions.  The  Gt)vernment 
ought  to  make  some  concession  to  the 
opinions  expressed  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  in  favour  of  the  Amendment.  At 
all  events,  the  experiment  might  be 
tried.  No  doubt,  the  indirect  blocking 
of  Bills  would,  to  a  g^eat  extent,  be  pre- 
vented by  the  Besolutions  which  had  been 
discussed.  Considering  that  Business 
could  not  be  properly  transacted  at  the 
present  late  hours,  he  thought  there 
was  much  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  ;  and  he 
should,  therefore,  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment. He  thought  it  might  be  embodied 
in  the  form  of  a  Sessional  Order ;  and, 
if  the  experiment  did  not  prove  suc- 
cessful, it  would  always  be  open  to  the 
House  to  rescind  the  Besolution. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farber  Herschell)  said,  that,  while 
admitting|that  adjournment  at  an  earlier 
hour  than  at  present  would  be  a  great 
convenience  to  hon.  Members  personally, 
he  thought  that  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) would  do  more  to  obstruct  Business 
and  lead  to  a  waste  of  time  than  anything 
that  could  be  proposed.  He  also  very 
much  doubted  whether,  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  adopted,  there  would  be, 
during  the  dinner-hour,  any  greater  at- 
tendance of  hon.  Members  than  there 
was  at  present.  Neither  could  he  admit 
that  the  legislation  carried  on  after  half- 
past  12  was  bad  legislation  ;  on  the  con- 
trary, he  believed  that  the  unopposed 
legislation  taken  after  that  hour  was 
very  often  the  most  useful  work  done  by 
the  House.  He  had  known  many  in- 
stances in  which  Bills  would  not  have 
passed  into  law  at  all  had  it  not  been  for 
the  existence  of  the  Kule.  If  debate 
was  to  be  closed  at  12  o'clock,  they 
would  have  what  they  now  had  on  Wed- 
nesdays— talking  against  time.  On  those 
grounds,  he  thought  the  Amendment 
ought  not  to  be  accepted. 

Colonel  MAKINS  said,  that,  although 
one  of  the  strongest  supporters  of  the 
Half-past  Twelve  Eule.  he  had  never 
been  able  to  understand  why  half-an- 
hour  should  be  taken  out  of  the  next 
day  and  added  on  to  the  previous  Sit- 
ting. Twelve  o'clock  was,  he  thought, 
the  natural  time  after  which  opposed 
Business  should  not  be  taken ;  and  if 
they  had  a  division  on  the  first  part  of 
that  Amendment,  he  would  certainly 
vote  for  it,  on  the  simple  principle  that 
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''suffioieoi  for  the  day  was    the   evil 
thereof." 

Mb.  LABOUOHEEE  said,  he  had 
often  noticed  that  the  House  was  usually 
far  more  empty  during  the  dinner  hour 
than  it  was  late  at  night.    It  had  been 
urged  that  Business  should  be  discon- 
tinued at  12,  in  order  to  let  them  go 
home  to  bed,  otherwise  they  would  all 
die ;  but  the  Prime  Minister,  though  he 
had  undergone  many  years  of  late  hours 
in  the  House,  appeared  to  be  in  an  ex- 
ceedingly good  state  of  health.     The 
cases  of  the  late  Lord  Palmerston  and 
the  late  Lord  Bussell  also  showed  that 
late  hours  were  not  unfavourable    to 
health    and   longevity;    and    he   (Mr. 
Labouchere)  believed  it  was  a  statistical 
fact  that  those  who  wished  to  live  long 
ought  to  sit  up  late.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Southwark  (Mr.  Thorold  Eogers) 
asked  what  there  was  in  half-past  12 
that  they  should  fix  upon  that  hour  ?  He 
answered  by  asking  why  they  should 
take  12  o'clock?     [An  hon.  Member : 
It  is  the  end  of  the  day.]    It  was  not 
the  end  of  a  g^eat  many  people's  day. 
The  practical  effect  of  substituting  12  for 
half-past  12  would  simply  be  that  hon. 
Members  who  were  anxious  that  some 
particular  Business  should  not  come  on 
would  commence  obstructing    half-an- 
hour  earlier. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere) might  wish  to  sit  up  all  night  in 
preference  to  working  by  daylight ;  but 
the  ground  upon  which  he  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  desired  to  support  substantially 
the  proposal  of  his  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord   George 
Hamilton)  was  that,  as  everyone  must 
admit,  the  hours  which  the  House  of 
Commons  had  devoted  to  public  work, 
during  the  last  few  years,  nad  been  too 
long  to  allow  of  that  work  being  done 
well  and  thoroughly.  The  question  really 
was    whether,    in   the  re-arrangement 
of  the  mode  of  doing  Public  Business, 
they  could  not  arrive  at  some  under- 
standing by  which  they  might,  in  some 
degree,  lessen  those  excessive  hours.    It 
might  not  be  possible  to  adopt  the  pre- 
cise limit  which  his  noble  Friend  de- 
sired ;  but  they  had  been  of  late  pro- 
gressing, year  after  year,  in  lengthened 
Sittings  to  an  extent  which  rendered  it 
practically  impossible  for  a  Member  of 
Parliament,  and    especially  an   official 
Member,  who  desirea  thoroughly  to  dis- 
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charge  his  duties  on  all  the  questions 
whicn  came  before  the  House,  to  do  so 
with  proper  regard  to  his  own  self  and 
to  the  interests  of  his  constituents.  Mem- 
bers of  the  Ghovemment  generally  could 
not  satisfactorily  and  efficiently  perform 
both  their  official  and  their  Parliamen- 
tary duties  if  the  Sittings  of  the  House 
continued  to  be  unduly  protracted.  They 
must  either  shirk  some  of  their  work 
in  the  one  capacity  or  the  other ;  or,  if 
they  strove  to  perform  it  all,  their  health 
must  in  time  break  down.     Aa  regarded 
the  remark  of  the  hon.    Member   for 
Northampton,  a  man  possessing  the  iron 
constitution  and  great  power  of  the  pre- 
sent Prime   Minister    might,   perhaps, 
support  the  strain  which  his  official  and 
Parliamentary  work  placed  upon  him; 
but  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  ventured  to  say 
that  there  were  few  who  could  long  effi- 
ciently discharge  those  duties  under  the 
present  conditions  of  public  life.     He 
believed  it  would  be  conducive  to  the 
public  interests  that  they  should  he  able 
to  bring  a  coolness  of  intellect  and  a 
freshness  of  power  to  the  coxxsideration 
of  the  questions  that  were  brought  be- 
fore them.     But  if  they  were  kept  there 
from  4  in  the  afternoon  until  3  or  4  on 
the  following  morning,  their  work  could 
not  be  done  as  it  ought  to  be  done  ;  and, 
therefore,  they  should  endeavour  to  find 
their  way  out  of  a  difficulty  which  was 
not  creditable  to  that  great  Assembly. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CO  WEN  said,  that  the 
cases  that  had  been  quoted  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.   Labouchere)   as  to  Leaders  and 

grominent  Members  of  that  House,  who 
ad  lived  long  and  sat  up  late,  were  the 
exceptions  that  went  to  prove  the  Bule. 
If   that    was   not    so,    all    physiology 
must  be  entirely  erroneous.     A  vitiatsd 
atmosphere,   long  hours,  and  constant 
attention,  there  oould  be  no  doubt,  were 
seriously  injurious  to  the  health  of  maoy 
hon.  Members ;  and  it  was  obvious  Uiat 
they  could  not  do  their  work  as  well  as 
they  would  do  if  their  hours  were  shorter. 
The  case  had  been  so  ably  put  by  the 
noble    Lord     opposite    (Laid     Qeorge 
Hamilton)  that  it  scarcely  admitted  of 
any  further  argument.     It  was,  indeed, 
unanswerable.     One  of  the  noble  Lord*8 
points    was    that,    in    consequence   d 
these  long  hours,  when  Members  got 
home  they  were  unable  to  sleep,  or,  at 
any  rate,  to  sleep  soundly,  bo  that  when 
they  came  down  to  the  Mouse  the  next 
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day  at  4  o'clock  they  came  in  an 
irritated  condition.  That  was  perfectly 
true.  It  was  after  an  almost  sleepless 
night  that  they  came  down  to  Business 
in  a  more  or  less  heated  condition ;  and 
those  very  angry  and  acrimonious  dis- 
cussions which  distinguished  the  pass- 
ing of  coercive  legislation  had  been 
the  result  of  such  a  course.  He  was 
sure  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  would  say  that  he 
would  shorten  the  hours  of  discussion, 
the  tempers  of  hon.  Members  would  be 
considerably  sweetened,  and  the  course 
of  Public  Business  greatly  smoothened. 
A  French  philosopher  had  said  that 
most  of  the  miseries  of  the  world  were 
caused  by  a  bad  state  of  the  stomach ; 
and  he  thought  there  was  much  force 
in  the  observation.  Overwork  was  not 
conducive  to  a  good  state  of  the  stomach. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bolton 
(Mr.  Thomasson)  made  a  very  correct  ob- 
servation when  he  said  that  if  they  had 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Committees 
in  the  Chair  for  eight  or  ten  or  twelve 
hours  of  discussion,  and  that  the  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  was  suddenly  called 
upon  to  give  a  decision  at  the  end  of  that 
period,  which  might  largely  influence 
their  future  proceedings,  that  decision 
would  not  be  as  likely  to  be  satisfactory 
as  if  he  had  not  had  to  occupy  his  posi- 
tion for  so  many  hours.  It  would  be 
unreasonable  to  expect  that  any  human 
being  could,  under  those  circumstances, 
exercise  the  most  sound  judgment  in 
the  matter.  He  (Mr.  Cow  en)  was  quite 
sure  that  some  of  the  decisions  that  had 
been  given  during  the  discussions  on 
the  Coercion  Bill,  which  had  failed  to 
give  as  much  general  satisfaction  as 
was  to  be  desired,  were  largely  attri- 
butable to  the  long  hours  they  had 
sat.  The  House  was  not  consistent. 
Much  credit  had  been  claimed  for  this 
Government's  legislation,  on  the  ground 
that  it  had  restricted  the  hours  of  em- 
ployment for  children  and  workpeople  in 
mines,  workshops,  and  factories — [The 
Attorney  General  (Sir  Henry  James) : 
Not  for  adults.]  True;  but  everyone 
who  knew  anything  about  the  practical 
working  of  mining  operations  was  quite 
aware  that  the  effect  of  reducing  the 
hours  of  labour  for  youths  was  to  reduce 
it  aleo  for  men.  It  was  true  that  those 
hours  had  been  shortened ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  the  hours  which  the  House 
of  Commons   sat  had  been  gradually 


lengthened.  He  had  simply  further  to 
say  that  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord 
was  to  take  off  half-an-hour  at  the  end 
of  the  day ;  and,  surely,  there  would  be 
no  difficidty  in  adding  that  half- hour  to 
the  commencement  of  the  Sitting,  so 
that,  instead  of  commencing  Business  at 
a  quarter  to  4,  they  should  begin  at  a 
quarter  past  3  o'clock,  or  even  3.  What 
they  wanted  to  do  was  to  get  home  at  a 
more  natural  hour,  and  that  would  con- 
tribute, not  only  to  the  health  of  hon. 
Members,  but  would  facilitate  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  said,  he,  for  one, 
would  not  object  to  the  length  of  the 
hours  spent  there,  if  only  they  were 
usefully  employed  in  the  interests  of  the 
public ;  but  it  was  well  known  that  they 
were  not.  Between  12  and  4,  all  the 
great  concerns  of  this  vast  Empire  might 
be  easily  disposed  of  if  the  House  really 
set  itself  to  the  performance  of  its  duties. 
In  the  best  interests  of  hon.  Members 
and  Ministers,  both  present  and  future, 
he  would  support  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  did  not 
quite  understand  the  view  hon.  Members 
took  on  the  question.  Looking  at  the 
matter  from  an  outside  standpoint,  he 
did  not  think  it  of  much  consequence 
even  if  their  numbers  were  thinned  by 
protracted  debates.  There  were  always 
plenty  to  rush  in  from  without  to  fill 
up  the  gap.  In  the  alarming  influx  of 
middle-aged  mediocrity  with  which  they 
were  threatened,  it  was  well  that  the 
news  should  go  abroad  throughout  the 
country  that  it  required  men  of  stamina, 
men  with  whom  life  was  worth  living, 
and  that  those  only  were  the  men  who 
ought  to  come  there.  Then,  perhaps, 
they  might  see  some  of  those  vigorous 
and  energetic  natures,  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers, perhaps,  like  the  Prime  Minister, 
to  whose  principles  he  was  so  much 
opposed,  but  whose  genius  he  so  much 
admired. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  101  ;  Noes 
58  :  Majority  43.— (Div.  List,  No.  379.) 

Mr.  THOROLD  EGGERS  moved,  as 
an  Amendment,  to  insert  in  line  4,  aifter 
**  or  Amendment,"  the  words  **  signed 
in  the  House  by  20  Members  at  least." 
The  number  20  was  half  the  number  of 
Members  required  to  form  a  quorum; 
and  before  any  Bill  or  Motion  brought 
before  the  House  oould  be  excluded  from 
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debate,  it  ought  to  be  objected  to  by  that 
iiumber  at  least.  The  preeent  practice, 
by  which  a  single  individual  was  able 
to  block  a  particular  Bill,  was  the  result 
of  the  Half-past  Twelve  o'clock  Bule.  It 
practically  placed  it  in  the  power  of  any 
Member  to  arrest  the  Business  of  the 
House,  and  gave  rise  to  what  was  a  most 
offensive  and  irrational  form  of  Obstruc- 
tion. Before  such  a  power  could  be 
used,  it  oufi^ht  certainly  to  be  neces- 
sary that  there  should  be  a  plurality 
of  objection  to  the  opposed  proceed- 
ing. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  Hne  4,  after  the  word  **  Amendment,"  to 
insert  the  words  **  signed  in  the  House  by 
twenty  Members  at  the  least."— (Jfr.  Thorold 
Mogert, ) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  HENBY  HOLLAND  said,  he 
could  not  but  express  his  regret  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  South wark  (Mr. 
Thorold  Bogers)  had  thought  fit  to  move 
this  Amendment  now.  It  was  very  in- 
convenient that  Amendments  not  down 
on  the  Paper  should  be  moved  out  of 
Order,  when  Amendments  of  the  same 
kind,  though  differing  in  some  detail, 
stood  on  the  Notice  Paper  to  be  moved 
at  a  later  period.  That  was  the  more 
inconvenient  in  the  present  case,  as 
his  (Sir  Henry  HoUand's)  Amendment 
contiEuned  two  important  changes,  to  one 
of  which  only  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Southwark  was  di- 
rected. His  only  course  now  would  be, 
after  a  very  few  observations,  to  move, 
as  an  Amendment  to  the  Amendment, 
that  the  word  '*  six ''  be  substituted  for 
the  word  "twenty."  He  would  not 
detain  the  House  with  re-stating  the 
abuses  that  had  arisen  in  connection 
with  the  Half-past  Twelve  Bule;  but 
the  principal  objection  which  he  felt  to 
the  present  working  of  that  Bule  was 
that  it  enabled  one  Member  to  stop 
not  only  the  passing,  but  even  the  dis- 
cussion, of  any  measure.  The  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
had,  in  the  debate  in  1881,  in  a  few 
very  clear  and  weighty  words,  pointed 
out  the  unfairness  and  injustice  of  this 
proceeding;  and,  indeed,  it  hardly 
needed  more  than  a  bare  [statement 
of  the  case  to  convince  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House   that 

•  Mr.  Thorold  Rogers   • 


for  one  Member  to  havn  that  power 
was  unjust  and  unreasonable.  It  had 
been  said  that  already  they  had  too 
much  of  private-Member  legiBlAtio&. 
Well,  that,  if  true,  was  a  good  reason 
for  not  allowing  private  Members'  Bills 
to  paAS  into  law;  but  it  was  not  a 
good  reason  for  not  allowing  a  discus- 
sion upon  them,  so  that  the  House 
might  know  what  they  were  aboat^  and 
be  able  to  separate  the  good  from  the 
bad  measures.  The  object  of  his 
Amendment  was  to  lessen  this  abuse; 
to  prevent  a  single  Member,  whether 
influenced  by  a  desire  to  get  to  bed,  or 
because  some  measure  or  Motion  of  his 
own  had  been  blocked,  or  because  he 
had  a  personal  dislike  to  some  hon. 
Member,  being  able  to  stop  the  discus- 
sion of  a  measure.  He  would  make  it 
necessary  that  six  Members  should 
block,  and  continue  the  block.  He 
might  add  that  he  attached  great  im- 
portance to  the  second  branch  of  his 
own  Amendment,  to  which  he  would 
venture  to  refer,  though  it  was  not 
now  before  the  House.  This  provided 
that  a  Notice  of  opposition  should  lapse, 
unless  renewed  on  a  certain  day  in  tiis 
week  after  the  Notice  was  put  down. 
Oases  had  been  mentioned  in  which  a 
Member  who  had  blocked  a  Bill  had 
gone  abroad,  and  could  not  be  readied, 
so  that,  although  the  promoter  of  the 
Bill  had  accepted  Amendments  and  thus 
removed  all  real  opposition  to  the  mea- 
sure, the  block  could  not  be  removed. 
This  part  of  his  own  Amendment  he 
would  bring  forward  at  the  proper 
time,  whatever  came  of  the  Amendment 
now  under  consideration  of  the  House, 
the  further  Amendment  of  which  he 
now  moved. 


Amendment  proposed  to  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  word 
"  twenty,"  in  order  to  insert  the  word 
'<  six,"— (iSir  JTenry  BoUaHd,)^ijDat»ai 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  twenty '  stand  part  of  the  said  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  would  move 
that ''  ten  "  be  inserted,  if  he  shoold  be 
in  order  in  moving  that  Amendment 

Mb.  SPEAKJBB  said,  that  if  ths 
House  thought  proper  to  negative 
''twenty,"  the  Question  would  be  tiiat 
"six"  be  inserted,   and  if  that  were 
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negativod,  the  hon.  Member  could  move 
that  "  ten  "  be  inserted. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  'six'  be 
there  inserted." 

Mb.  FAENELL  said,  he  should  moye 
that  **ten"  be  substituted  for  **six." 
It  was  not  unreasonable  to  require  that 
where  a  Member  desired  to  block  a  Bill, 
he  should  show  his  idea  of  the  import-, 
ance  of  his  action  by  obtaining  the  sig- 
natures of  at  least  10  Members.  All 
sections  and  Parties  in  the  House  had 
suffered  firom  these  blocks,  and  the 
House  ought  not  to  allow  a  smaller 
number  than  10  Members  to  obstruct 
its  Business  after  half-past  12. 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  Amend- 
ment to  Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  six "  in  order  to  substitute  the 
word  "  ten."— (ifr.  ParnelL) 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  suppose  six  or 
10  Members  were  required  to  block  a 
Bill,  would  as  many  be  necessary  to  take 
off  the  block  ? 

OoLONEL  MAKTNS  said,  he  should 
prefer  six  to  10.  The  point  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  was  important,  because,  in  the 
beginning  of  the  evening,  it  might  be 
easy  to  get  six  or  10  Members  together 
to  put  down  a  Notice  of  opposition ; 
and,  at  a  later  period,  when  Amend- 
ments were  accepted,  it  might  not  be  so 
easy  to  get  them  together  again  to  take 
the  block  off. 

Mb.  EDWAED  CLARKE  said,  he 
should  much  prefer  three  to  six.  The 
second  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  would 
meet  the  difficulty  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn), 
because  the  opposition  would  lapse  un- 
less it  were  renewed  on  the  Friday  fol- 
lowing. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he 
hoped  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henry  Hol- 
land) would  be  accepted.  There  was 
no  difficulty  in  the  point  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dill- 
wyn) ;  for,  if  one  of  the  Members  waived 
his  objection,  then  there  would  not  be 
left  the  full  number  required  to  block 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  that  the  more 
the  discussion  was  prolonged,  the  greater 
the  difficulty  and  confusion  seemed  to 


be.  The  proposal  of  10,  20,  or  6  to 
make  a  block  was  open  to  the  objection 
that  Members  would  be  induced  to  com- 
bine, one  saying  to  another — **If  you 
assist  me  in  blocking  such  a  Bill,  I  will 
assist  you  in  blocking  another."  Then, 
was  the  promoter  of  a  Bill  to  get  rid  of 
the  block  by  getting  at  one  of  the 
blockers  ?  If  so,  it  became  almost  the 
same  as  the  present  state  of  things ;  or 
if  they  wished  to  get  the  block  taken 
off,  were  they  to  get  the  consent  of  the 
6,  10,  or  20  Members  ?  If  so,  the  block 
would  be  almost  irremovable.  If  they 
allowed  the  system  of  blocking  at  all,  they 
had  better  retain  the  simple  system  that 
one  Member  could  block.  The  second 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  was  well  worthy  of  consi- 
deration— that  at  the  end  of  the  week  the 
block  should  lapse,  unless  it  were  re- 
newed ;  because,  after  blocking  a  Bill, 
a  Member  might  go  down  to  the  country, 
and  then,  unless  he  attended  in  person, 
he  could  not,  even  if  he  desired,  by  let- 
ter or  through  another  Member,  get  the 
block  taken  off.  There  was  a  case  of  a 
Bill  blocked  by  a  Member  who  went  to 
America,  and  left  it  blocked  to  the  end 
of  the  Session,  and  no  human  being 
could  take  the  block  off. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  Amendments  would  be 
withdrawn,  as  there  was  another  Amend- 
ment on  the  Faper  which  more  con- 
veniently dealt  with  both  the  points  that 
had  been  mentioned. 

Amendment  of  Amendment  to  said 
proposed  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Amendment  to  Amendment,  and 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  insert,  in  line  4,  the 
words  *'  including  an  Amendment  in 
Committee  unless  standing  in  the  name 
of  a  Member  in  charge  of  a  Bill,"  the 
effect  of  which  would  be  to  bring  under 
the  operation  of  the  New  Rule  Bills 
with  which  Frogress  had  been  made  in 
Committee.  The  Attorney  General  had 
already  called  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  there  was  no  stage  of  a 
Bill  at  which  it  was  more  essential  that 
Members  should  have  their  faculties  in 
full  vigour  than  during  its  passage 
through  Committee,  and  this  Amend- 
ment would  insure  a  reasonable  chance 
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of  fuch  beinfj^  possible,  wluch  could  not 
be  the  case  if  Bills  were  rushed  through 
Committee  during  the  small  hours  of  the 
morning. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  4,  tAihT  the  word  "  Amendment,**  to 
iniert  tho  words  "  including  an  Amendment  in 
Committee  nnlets  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill."-^Jfr.  Jame* 
L<fwthir.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  that,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  he  must  decline  to 
accept  the  Amendment.  It  was  desired 
rather  to  relax  the  Half-past  Twelve 
o'clock  Kule  than  to  make  it  more  strin- 
gent, and  the  Amendment  would  be  a 
material  impediment  to  the  transaction 
of  Business. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  lino  6,  to  loavo  out  tho  words  '*  been  ^ven 
the  next  prorious  day  of  sitting,"  and  insert 
the  words  **  appeared  for  tho  first  time  on  the 
Notice  Paper/'— (iff.  Warton,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proponed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  Standing  Order.'' 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  DTLLWYN  moved  to  amend  the 
Bule  by  adding  words  to  require  that  a 
Member  giving  Notice  of  objection  to 
an  Order  or  Motion  should  rise  in  his 
place  to  object  to  its  being  taken. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  7,  after  tho  word  **  called,'*  to  insert 
the  words  "  and  tho  Member  giving  such  Notice 
shall  rise  in  his  place  and  object  to  such  Order 
or  Notice  of  Motion  boing  taken."— (ifr.  Dili- 
wyn.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  R.  A88HETON  CROSS  said,  he 
hoped  the  Amendment  would  not  be 
accepted.  One  object  of  the  Rule  was 
that  if  a  measure  were  really  opposed, 
it  should  not  come  on  at  an  unreason- 
able hour.  If  so,  why  should  the  House 
inflict  a  penalty  on  the  person  giving  a 
Notice  ? 

Db.  CAMERON  said,  he  thought  it 
undesirable  to  insert  the  Amendment, 
because  it  would  render  impossible  the 
adoption  of  a  more  practical  Amend- 
ment of  which  Notice  had  been  given, 

Mr.  J.  Lowth$r 


to  the  effect  that  a  certain  number  cf 
names  should  be  required  in  order  to 
block  a  BilL 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  believed 
that  the  only  result  of  paasing  the 
Amendment  would  be  to  make  it  neces- 
sary for  each  Party,  in  self-defence,  to 
choose  one  of  its  Members  every  wesk 
to  do  the  work  of  blocking.  In  the 
last  Parliament  he  had  himself  had 
considerable  experience  of  blocking  with 
the  aid  of  certain  eminent  politicians. 
In  his  judgment,  the  only  obstacle  to 
improper  blocking  would  be  to  deter- 
mine that  it  should  expire  at  the  end  of 
a  certain  period. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
point  out  that  the  Amendment  would 
introduce  a  mixed  form  of  proceeding 
which  was  new  to  the  House.  On  a  Wed- 
nesday at  a  quarter  to  6  o'clock  a  Mem- 
ber might  oppose  a  Bill;  but  then  he 
need  not  have  g^ven  Notice  of  his  inten- 
tion to  oppose.  In  the  after-midnight 
proceedings,  however,  the  House  had 
adopted  the  other  method.  If  the  House 
were  to  say  that  a  Member  should  be  in 
his  place  to  oppose  a  Bill,  it  ought  not 
to  say  that  he  must  also  have  given  No- 
tice of  his  intention. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  rose  now 
to  propose  the  Motion  which  he  had 
described  in  the  early  part  of  the  even- 
ing. He  proposed  to  amend  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  of  the  18th  February,  1879, 
and  9th  May,  1882,  which  provided— 

**  That  Motions  for  the  appointment  or  nomi- 
nation of  Standing  Committees  and  FrocMdingi 
made  in  accordance  with  the  proyisiona  of  any 
Act  of  Parliament  or  Standing  Order  be  ex* 
copted  from  the  operation  of  this  Order," 

by  inserting,  after  "Standing  Order," 
the  following  words : — 

"  Motions  for  leave  to  bring  in  Bills,  and  Billi 
which  have  passed  through  Committee  of  the 
whole  House.'* 

He  felt  bound  to  admit  that  the  subject 
was  a  very  difficult  one.  It  had  been 
discussed  by  a  large  number  of  Memben, 
and  it  was  satisfactory  to  perceive  that 
neither  the  discussions  nor  the  divisions 
that  evening  had  been  of  a  Party  cha- 
racter. Personally,  he  was  attached  in 
substance  to  the  Standing  Order.  At 
the  same  time,  he  could  not  deny  that 
in  the  matter  of  blocking  there  had 
been  a  great  abuse,  and  that  it  was  de- 
sirable to  do  something  to  remedy  the 
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evil.  He  was,  nereTtheleae,  ertremel 
anzions  that  that  something  ahould  no 
be  of  a  oature  to  weaken  the  Bule.  H 
had  alreadj'  explained  the  ground  of  th 
proposed  Amendment  of  the  Standinj 
Order,  and  it  was  scarcely  neceasary  i 
r&-etat8  it;  but  it  did  appear  to  th' 
Goveniment  to  be  reasonable  that  m 
subject  should  be  prevented  by  thi 
Bule  from  coming  before  the  House  ii 
the  shape  of  a  Bill,  and  also  that  whei 
the  House  had  taken  the  paius  to  gi 
through  the  details  of  a  Bill  in  Com 
mittee,  an  opportunity  should  be  aSbrdei 
to  the  House  of  deciding  on  the  eubse 
quent  stages  of  the  measure  withoa 
being  subject  to  a  block. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  10,  after  tbe  words  "  Standing  Order,' 
to  iniert  the  words  "  Motions  for  lenre  to  brine 
in  Bills,  and  Bills  which  have  passed  througt 
Committ«e  of  the  whole  House?'— (ifr.  Qlad- 

M.) 


Dixon-Hartland)  had  hardly  realized  the 
effect  of  this  Amendment.  He  (Mr.  J. 
Lowther)  sympathized  with  those  who 
were  sufferers  from  the  state  of  things 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member;  but  it 
might  be  the  case  that  the  Government 
were  disposed  to  agree  to  a'Betum  in 
regard  to  which  the  House  itself  might 
take  a  veiy  different  view,  or,  at  any 
rate,  some  hon.  Members  might  desire 
to  state  their  reasons  for  opposing  it.  It 
would  be  within  the  recollection  of  the 
House  that  the  Ot>Temment  assented 
the  other  day,  or  rather  declared  their 
intention  of  assenting,  to  &  Motion ;  but 
a  certain  hon.  Member  on  their  own  side 
of  the  House  at  once  intimated  his  in* 
tention  of  dissenting  from  it ;  and  al- 
though in  the  particular  instance  re- 
ferred to  he  (Mr.  Lowther)  happened  to 
be  in  favour  of  the  Motion  in  question, 
he  hardly  thought  it  would  be  right  to 
accept  this  Amendment  without  further 


Question  proposed, ' '  That  those  vordf    consideration. 

"  "  Ma.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was 

clined  to  agree  witb  the  right  hon.  Gen- 


be  there  inserted. 

Mb.  DIXON-HAETLAND  moved  tc 
amend  the  said  Amendment  by  leaving 
out  tlie  word  "  and,"  in  order  to  insert, 
at  the  end  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  the  words  "and  Mo- 
tions for  Betums  unopposed  by  the  Qo- 


tleman  opposite  (Mr.  J.  Lowther).  It 
had  happened  to  him  more  than  once, 
when  a  Motion  had  been  made  for  a 
Return,  to  state  that  it  was  not  a  Return 
which  the  Oovemment  had  to  refuse  as 
a  Department,  and,  therefore,  as  far  as 
V^"'"j""'  1  ""  ""*""'  '".^Y'-^"*  "'-  tie  was  concerned,  he  did  not  object  to 
Amendment  was  to  insure  that  Betums  ^  ■.    i.  .     .A  .-        ■•     ■  u. 

which  the  Government  consented  to  ff^-t 't  j  but,  at  the  satne  t.me,  it  might 
grant  should  not  be  blocked  by  being  be  <i  matter  upon  which  the  House  would 
opposed  by  private  Members,  'a  few  l«te  a  very  different  view  and  sntertam 
months  ago,  he  gave  Notice  of  a  Motion 


decided  objection.  If  so,  he  did  not 
)ee  why  Motions  for  Betums  should  be 
Bxempted  from  the  operation  of  the 
Rule. 

Amendment  to  said  proposed  Amend- 
nent,  hy  leave,  withdrawn. 


for  a  Betum  which  the  Government  en- 
tirely approved  of;  but,  because  an  hon. 
Member  on  his  side  of  the  House  had 
blocked  the  proposals  of  some  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side,  all  the  pro- 
posals emanating  from  the  Oonservative 
aide  of  the  House  were  blocked  in  return. 
He  thought  the  Government  would  not 
have  any  objection  to  insert  the  words 
he  proposed  after  the  words  "Commit- 
tee of  the  whole  House." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

To  laare  out  the  word  "and,"  In  order  to 
add,  at  the  end  thereof,  the  worda  "  and  Motions 
for  Returns  unopposed  bj  the  QoTemment." — 
{Mr.  Lixm-Harlland.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word  _^  ^  .uuiuhl  uu  lucoc  u.c>.i.<»»  «..« 
•and'  stand  part  of  the  said  proposed  '^^  tb^"they  ^"ouidTav71iiI""^uiaiy 
Amendment.  ,,,^   opportunity   of   discussing    Bills 

Mk.  J.  I/>WTH£IB  thought  bis  hon.  a.  the  stage  of  going  into  Commit- 
Friend  the  Member  for  Evesham  (Mr.     ee,    instead    of  tne  second   reading. 

\TuMty-fmtrth  N%ihA\ 


nent  had  been  amended  by  the  putting 
n  of  the  words  "  of  the  whole  House," 
lome  of  the  objections  to  it  had  been 
■emoved ;  because,-  if  they  had  Grand 
Dommittees,  a  measure  irould,  of  neces- 
lity,  have  to  pass  through  a  Committee 
if  the  whole  House.  He  thought  the 
louse  bad  been  making  a  great  mistake 
ately  with  regard  to  legislation.  Even 
he  Prime  Minister,  who  was  a  very 
ligh  authority  on  these  matters,  told 
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Now,  he    had    always  considered    the 
second  reading  to  be  the  most  impor- 
tant stage  of  a  Bill ;  and  it  was  a  grave 
mistake  in   any  ease,   in   his  opinion, 
that  the  discussion  should   be  shifted 
to    the  Motion    for   going  into    Com- 
mittee.    K    must  further  be   borne  in 
mind    that    in   Committee,  when   they 
came  to  any  difficult  point,  or  to  some 
clause  or  Amendment  that  was  disputed, 
or  to  which  no  definite  answer  could  be 
given,  the  discussion  was  generally  put 
off  until  the  Report.     This  was  not  the 
case  in  regard  to  one  Bill  only,  but  in 
the  case  of  a  large  number  of  Bills,  and 
the  most  important  which   the   House 
had  to  deal  with.     The    consequence 
would   be  that  they  might  have,   and 
most  likely  would  have,  under  this  state 
of  circumstances,  very  little  discussion 
at  all  upon  the  introduction  of,  or  the 
second  reading  of,  a  measure,  and  then 
the  main  provisions  of  the  Bill  relegated 
to  the  Report;    and   in   that  case  the 
Report,  if  the  Resolution  as  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman   the   Prime 
Minister  were  agreed  to,  might  be  taken 
at  a  time  of  the  night  when  there  would 
be  few  Members  present  to  discuss  it, 
and  when  the  Government  themselves 
would  have  every  opportunity  of  dealing 
with  the  measure  in  a  manner  which 
would  not  be   submitted  to  in   a  full 
House.     Therefore,  he  thought  it  would 
be  a  disadvantageous  thing  to  do  away 
with  this  check,  and    allow  important 
Amendments  to  be  taken  at  a  time  of 
night  when  they  could  not  be  fairly  and 
properly    discussed.      The    right    hon. 
Gentleman  might  not  assent  now  to  what 
he  was  stating ;  but   if  the  Rule  were 
passed  as  it  was  now  proposed,  he  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  was  not  at  all  cer- 
tain that,  on  some  future  occasion,  the 
very  essence  of  a  Bill  might  be  discussed 
on  the  Report.     It  was  because  he  en- 
tertained a  strong  belief  in  this  matter, 
and  because   he   was    satisfied  that  it 
would  be   mischievous  to   require   the 
House  to  discuss  grave  Amendments  at 
a  late  hour  of  the  night,  that  he  had 
ventured  to  place  an  Amendment  upon 
the  Paper  to  exclude  Bills  which  had 
passed  through  Committee.     He  begged 
to  move  that  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
words  **  and  Bills  which  have  passed 
through  Committee  of  the  whole  House." 
{8w  Walter  B.  Barttelot.) 


Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word^ 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  proposed  Amendment." 

Sib  R.   A88HETON  CROSS  hoped 
that    the    Government    would    give  a 
favourable  consideration  to  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend   (Sir   Walter  B.  Barttelot).    It 
seemed  to  him  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
to  be  a  matter  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance.    It   was  quite   true  that  if  they 
allowed  Motions  for  Leave  to  introduce 
Bills  to  escape   the  operation  of  this 
Rule,  no  harm  would  be  done ;  and  he 
imagined  that,  as  far  as  the  Rule  was 
concerned,   its  primary   object   was  to 
prevent  opposition  to  the  introduction 
of  legislation,    and   to   the  passing  of 
measures  which   had   been   practically 
disposed  of.     It  had  been  recently  dis- 
covered that  the  Standing   Order  en- 
abling hon.  Members  to  block  the  intro- 
duction of  Bills  operated  to  the  great 
injury  of  the  Public   Service.     It  had 
already  been  found  necessary  to  relax 
this  Rule  in  the  case  of  Money  BiUs, 
such   Bills  having  been   specially  ex- 
empted.     They  were  now   going  one 
step  further — and  he  took  no  exception  to 
it — by  relaxing  the  Rule  in  favour  of 
the  bringing  in  of  Bills.     It  was  only 
of  late    that    the   custom    had    g^wn 
up    of    blocking    the    introduction   of 
Bills,   possibly  to   the  great   injury  of 
the  State,  because  he  thought  it   was 
only   right   that  hon.  Gentlemen   who 
wished    to    bring    forward    legislation 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  stating 
their  case.     But  it  was    also  asked  to 
relax  the  Rule  in  favour  of  a  totally 
different  change,  by  including  all  Bills 
which  had  passed  through  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House.     Now,  it  was  weU 
known  that  a  Bill  in  its  passage  through 
a  Committee  frequently  underwent  very 
important  changes,   and  that  many  of 
its  provisions  were  entirely  altered  from 
what  they  were  when  originally  intro- 
duced.   It  was  almost  imperative,  there- 
fore, if  they  desired  to  discuss  changes 
which  had   been  effected  in   a  Bill  in 
Committee,  that  the  Bill  itself  should 
be  brought  forward  at   a   time  when 
there  was  a  reasonable  hope  that  a  dis- 
cussion could  take  place.     One  observa- 
tion which  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  deserved  the  most  serioas 
consideration.     It  was   this.     When  a 
Member  or  the  Government  was  hardly 
pressed  in  regard  to  a  particular  portion 


Sir  Walter  B,  Barttelot 
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of  a  Bill,  it  had  become  a  g^wing  prac- 
tice— and,  personally,  he  did  not  find 
fault  with  it — to  defer  that  particular 
portion  until  the  Report ;  but  when  the 
Keport  was  brought  up,  the  House  did 
not  possess  the  same  opportunities  of 
discussing  the  question  as  it  did  when 
the  Bill  w.as  in  Committee.  Therefore, 
what  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had 
])ointed  out  was  perfectly  true ;  and  if 
this  Besolution,  as  proposed  to  be 
amended  by  the  Government,  were 
agreed  to,  there  would  be  an  enormous 
temptation  to  the  Government  to  throw 
over  all  complicated  points  in  Commit- 
tee until  the  Beport.  At  present  the 
House  attached  great  value  to  the 
opportunity  it  possessed  of  discussing 
the  details  of  a  Bill ;  but  anyone  would 
Bee  that  if  this  Standing  Order  were 
passed  as  it  was  now  proposed  to  be 
amended,  that  privilege  would  be  taken 
away  altogether,  and  that,  instead  of 
there  being  an  opportunity  in  future  of 
discussina^  all  the  details  of  a  measure, 
whether  introduced  by  the  Government 
or  by  a  private  Member,  the  discussions 
upon  the  most  important  points  would 
be  relegated  to  the  Report  stage,  and 
the  Report  itself  would  be  introduced  at 
an  hour  of  the  night  when  important 
details  could  not  possibly  be  discussed. 
Upon  those  grounds,  he,  for  one,  was 
entirely  opposed  to  the  latter  part  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister;  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  consider  the 
matter  carefully  before  they  accepted  it. 
Db.  CAMERON  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  not  accede  to 
the  Amendment.  So  far  as  the  relaxa- 
tion in  regard  to  the  introduction  of 
Bills  was  concerned,  both  sides  of  the 
House  were  perfectly  agreed ;  and  the 
Amendment  would  bring  them  back  to 
the  state  of  things  which  existed  a 
couple  of  Sessions  ago,  before  the  Half- 
past  Twelve  o'clock  Rule  was  made  a 
Standing  Order.  It  was  even  found  at 
the  commencement  of  the  Session,  be- 
fore that  Rule  became  a  Standing  Order, 
that  it  did  not  interfere  with  the  intro- 
duction of  Bills ;  but  latterly  hon.  Mem- 
bers adopted  the  practice  of  blocking 
Motions  for  the  introduction  of  Bills; 
and,  therefore,  in  relaxing  the  Rule  as 
far  as  the  introduction  of  Bills  was  con- 
cerned, they  were  virtually  going  back 
to  the  state  of  things  which  existed  a 
few  years  ago.     It  appeared  to  him  that 


this  was  a  most  important  Rule,  and  its 
object  was  to  meet  what  had  been  ex- 
pressed as  a  g^eat  evil  by  the  House— 
namely,  that,  under  the  operation  of 
this  and  other  Rules,  legislation  which 
the  country  demanded  could  not  be 
carried  forward.  Now,  there  was  no- 
thing divine  in  any  of  their  Rules; 
there  was  nothing  sacred  in  a  Rule  that 
they  should  be  able  to  apply  it  to  every 
stage  of  a  Bill.  All  that  they  wanted 
was  to  get  through  a  certain  amount  of 
Business  during  a  Session.  The  Go- 
vernment did  not  propose  to  do  away 
with  the  favourable  opportunities  which 
now  existed  of  discussing  Bills,  but 
simply  to  remove  two  stages  of  a  Bill 
from  vexatious  opposition.  It  was  said 
that  the  Government,  being  pressed 
with  Amendments,  might  relegate  every- 
thing to  the  Report  stage;  that  they 
could  bring  on  Report  at  any  hour 
of  the  night,  and  thus  get  rid  of  the 
necessity  of  discussion  in  Committee. 
But  hon.  Members  who  laid  stress 
upon  that  point  seemed  to  forget  that 
Amendments  in  Committee  could  be 
brought  up  at  any  hour  of  the  night, 
because  no  Half-past  Twelve  o'clock 
Rule  applied  to  the  stage  of  Com- 
mittee. The  blocking  of  the  Report 
stage  simply  amounted  to  this — that 
the  House  was  deprived  of  the  op- 
portunity of  considering  the  Amend- 
ments which  had  been  made  in  a  Bill  in 
Committee.  If  a  Bill  had  not  been 
amended  at  all,  then  there  could  be  no 
Amendments  on  the  Notice  Paper,  and 
there  was  no  possibility  of  blocking  a 
Bill  upon  the  Report  stage.  A  Bill 
could  be  blocked  on  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee ;  but  if  it  had  once 
been  in  Committee,  then  no  Amendments 
which  had  been  given  Notice  of  in  Com- 
mittee could  prevent  it  from  going  into 
Committee.  But  what  did  stop  it  was 
when  the  Report  stage  was  reached,  and 
a  Motion  was  placed  upon  the  Paper 
that  the  Report  should  be  taken  into 
consideration  that  day  six  months,  or 
something  of  that  sort.  With  all  de- 
ference to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross),  he 
(Dr.  Cameron)  thought  the  arguments 
he  had  adduced  fell  entirely  to  the 
gpround.  In  his  opinion  the  Govern- 
ment appeared  to  have  hit  a  happy 
mean.  They  had  allowed  two  oppor- 
tunities for  full  discussion,  and  they  had 

[^Twenty-fourth  N%%Kt\ 
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removed  tlie  power  of  blocking  the  pro- 
gress of  a  Bill  upon  other  stages,  so  as 
not  to  render  legislation  altogether  im- 
possible. He  thought  they  would  do 
well  to  stick  to  their  proposal. 

Mr.  BERESFOED  HOPE  said,  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken  (Dr. 
Cameron)  seemed  to  have   misHed  the 
point  in  his  objection.     He   said,   and 
said  truly,  that  the  point  at  which  block- 
ing in  opposition  to  a  Bill  could  be  re- 
sorted to,  so  far  as  the  Committee  stage 
was  concerned,  was  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee, and  not  in  regard  to  any  clause 
contained  in  the  Bill.     It  was  just  the 
same  in  the  case  of  Eeport.      Blocking 
Notices  would  apply  only  to  the  Beport 
being  taken  into  consideration.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  also  overlooked  the  point 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for     South- West    Lancashire    (Sir    R. 
Assheton  Cross)  had  argued  with  mode- 
ration, but  with  great  clearness.  The  rea- 
son of  the  demand  now  made  was  that  the 
Bill  might  be  changed  at  any  stage  in 
Committee.   When  a  Bill  went  into  Com- 
mittee the  discussion  did  not  go  on  cer- 
tain fixed  lines  and  principles.   The  only 
restriction  apparently  was  that  the  Bill 
which  came  out  of  Committee  should  be 
one  that  could,  by  a  certain  reasonable 
stretch    of   language,   bear    the    same 
title  which  it  bore  when  it  went  into 
Committee.     It  might    be  changed  in 
most  important  points ;  very  important 
clauses  might  have  been  omitted,  or  im- 
ported into  it,  so  that,   for  all  ready- 
money  purposes  and  considerations,  so 
to  speak,  there  was  some  equitable  right 
to  consider  it  fully  and  fairly  on  the  Re- 
port stage,  on  the  same  basis  as  that  on 
which   it  went  into   Committee.     That 
was  all  that  was  now  asked.     An  equit- 
able claim  might  also  be  set  up  to  ex- 
tend the  Rule  to  the  third  reading  of  a 
Bill ;  but  they  did  not  ask  for  that  con- 
cession.     They  were    desirous    of   co- 
operating with  the  Government  in  re- 
laxing the  stringency  of  the  Half-past 
Twelve  o'clock  Rule  by  agreeing  that 
it  should  not  apply  to  the  introduction 
of  Bills.     Both  sides  of  the  House  were 
also,  without  debate,  able  to  agree  to 
the  proposal  that  it  should  not  apply 
to  the   third  reading  of  Bills.      Those 
were  both  of  them  very  substantial  con- 
oessions.   On  the  other  hand,  he  thought 
the  reciprocal  concession  of  the  stage  of 
Report  was  co-relative  to  the  liberty  of 
oLange  in  Committee.    If  they  relaxed 


the  Half-past  Twelve  o'clook  Role  in 
respect  to  Report,  they  at  once  brought 
into  question  the  right  of  extensive 
change  in  Committee ;  and,  for  one,  he 
should  be  very  sorry  to  concede  tiiat 
there  could  be  any  doubt  upon  that.  He 
thought  it  would  be  a  very  g^at  blunder 
in  legislation,  and  a  very  great  limita- 
tion of  the  Privileges  of  the  House,  to 
check  the  almost  unlimited  power  pos- 
sessed by  a  Committee  of  handling  any 
Bill  that  came  before  it.  That  being 
granted  on  all  sides,  then  the  complemen- 
tary proposition  came  in,  that  a  Bill  so 
changed,  and  it  might  be  in  many  vital 
points,  should  not  be  smuggled  through 
Report  at  a  very  late  hour  of  the  night, 
or  very  early  hour  of  the  morning,  in  a 
very  thin  House.  He  trusted  that  upon 
these  considerations,  not  with  a  view  to 
Obstruction,  but  to  meet  the  new  state 
of  things  and  the  New  Rules  of  Pro- 
cedure, his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime 
Minister  would  allow  the  Rule  still  to 
apply  to  the  Report  stage  of  a  BiU. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  arga- 
ment  urged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  in  sup- 
port of  the  Amendment  now  before  the 
House  was  that  Bills  might  be.  funda- 
mentally changed  in  Committee,  and 
that,  therefore,  it  was  necessary  to  have 
them  discussed  before  half-past  1 2  o'clock. 
That  was  possible ;  but  they  must  look 
at  the  general  practice,  and  they  would 
find  it  was  a  tlung  that  was  extremely 
rare.  As  a  general  rule,  Bills  in  Com- 
mittee only  underwent  changes  and 
modifications  in  detail  that  were  com- 
patible with  their  principles.  They 
must  look,  in  this  matter,  at  the  general 
rule,  and  not  at  the  exceptions.  Sup- 
posing there  might  be  a  case  of  a  Bill 
which  had  undergone  fundamental 
changes  in  Committee,  so  as  to  make  it 
virtually  a  new  Bill — and  he  did  not 
deny  that,  very  rarely,  cases  of  that  kind 
did  occur — what  would  happen?  Not 
that  the  Bill  would  be  smuggled  through 
legislatively,  not  that  they  were  noir 
going  to  say  tliat  such  Bills  should  pass 
without  any  opportunity  of  debate ;  but 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  very  naturally 
rise  in  their  places  and  say — **  This  is  a 
Bill  that  has  been  fundamentally  changed 
in  Committee,"  and  would  give  Notice 
that  if  it  was  brought  on  at  a  late  hour 
it  would  be  opposed.  A  question  would 
be  put  to  the  hon.  Member  in  charge  of 
the  Bill,  as  to  when  he  proposed  to  bring 
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it  on;  and  if  lie  declined  to  bring  it 
on  at  a  reasonable  hour,  Notice  would 
be  given  that  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  or  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  would  be  moved,  so  that  the 
Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill  would 
know  that  he  would  obtain  no  facilities 
for  carrying  it  through.  But,  looking 
at  the  general  rule,  that  general  rule 
was  that  a  Bill  was  not  fundamentally 
changed  in  Committee;  and  the  argument 
was  that,  after  all  the  labour  spent  upon 
a  Bill,  was  it  worth  while  to  undergo  all 
this  inconvenience  in  order  to  prevent 
the  risk  of  some  particular  point  being 
got  rid  of,  in  some  exceptional  measure, 
without  adequate  discussion  ?  The  other 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Gam- 
bridge  was  that  it  often  happened  that 
points  were  postponed  from  the  Com- 
mittee stage  to  the  Beport,  and  that, 
consequently,  that  stage  was  very  im- 
portant, and  should  be  carefully  watched, 
and  not  taken  at  a  late  hour  of  the  night, 
Now,  so  far  as  his  own  experience  went, 
it  was  not  at  all  unf  requent,  in  regard  to 
large  and  difficult  Bills;  that  points  were 
postponed  from  the  Committee  to  the 
Beport.  The  re- adjustment  of  them 
often  required  it;  but  they  were  not 
dealing  with  the  case  of  large  and  difficult 
Bills,  but  with  all  kinds  of  Bills ;  and  he 
could  not  recollect,  in  the  case  of  a 
minor  Bill,  such  a  concession  having 
been  made  as  to  the  postponement  of 
such  a  point  to  the  Beport.  It  might 
have  happened  occasionally ;  but,  if  so, 
it  had  only  occurred  in  the  very  rarest 
cases.  The  Beport  of  Bills  of  a  second- 
ary character  might  be  taken  with  very 
great  facility ;  and,  as  a  rule,  the  House 
had  very  little  matter  to  consider  with 
regard  to  them,  because  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  all  the  details  would  have 
been  dealt  with  already  in  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  at  the  usual  hour. 
The  only  question  was  one  of  com- 
parative convenience.  The  Government 
believed  that  the  proposition  they  made 
was  a  reasonable  one,  and  they  were 
entitled  to  believe  that  they  had  good 
authority  for  the  Motion,  because  when 
the  question  was  raised,  on  a  previous 
occasion,  there  was  no  doubt  about  it 
that  the  general- sentiment  of  the  House 
was  expressed  in  its  favour ;  he  alluded 
to  the  occasion  when  the  question  was 
brought  before  the  House  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk). 


Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  had  no  dcubt 
that  what  the  Prime  Minister  had  said 
was  true,  and  that  the  question  must  be 
decided  as  a  matter  of  convenience  or  in- 
convenience. The  Bule,  however,  had 
been  approached  by  the  Government 
and  by  the  Opposition  in  two  different 
ways.  It  had  been  pointed  out  that  the 
Bule  had  worked  to  the  inconvenience 
of  real  legislation,  and  it  was  proposed 
to  grapple  with  that  inconvenience  by 
two  different  methods,  one  of  which  was 
to  modify  the  whole  principle  of  opposi- 
tion, and  the  other  was  to  exclude  the 
power  of  opposition.  Personally,  he 
thought  the  first  was  the  soundest  and 
the  most  reasonable,  if  it  was  found 
that  the  power  of  blocking  or  of  op- 
posing under  the  Bule  had  worked  in- 
juriously, unfairly,  and  inconveniently. 
Then  it  was  reasonable  that  it  should 
be  re-examined  and  placed  upon  a 
sounder  foundation.  The  other  method 
was  the  one  which  was  now  under  the 
examination  of  the  House,  and  that 
was  to  exclude  the  possibility  of  having 
the  Bule  applied  at  all  to  a  certain  class 
of  Public  Business.  The  Government 
proposed  to  exclude  two  classes — one, 
the  introduction  of  Bills  on  the  first 
occasion ;  and  the  other  applied  to  the 
class  of  Bills  now  under  discussion  — 
namely.  Bills  which  had  passed  through 
Committee.  He  was  himself  entirely 
in  favour  of  allowing  Bills  to  be  brought 
in  on  the  first  occasion  without  opposi- 
tion. He  thought  it  was  reasonable, 
not  only  on  the  ground  of  courtesy,  but 
on  the  ground  of  convenience,  that  hon. 
Members  should  be  able  to  place  their 
legislative  proposals  before  their  fellow- 
Members  and  the  country,  and  he  would, 
therefore,  willingly  assent  to  any  modifi- 
cation of  the  Bule  which  would  allow 
that  to  be  done ;  and  he  thought  it  was 
better,  for  many  reasons,  if  a  Member 
had  views  upon  important  questions, 
that  he  should  have  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity of  making  them  known  to  the 
House  and  to  the  country  generally. 
Practically,  that  applied  to  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  also  ;  for  he  had  known  instances 
where  a  Minister  desired  to  lay  the 
views  of  the  Government  before  the 
country,  and  he  had  been  prevented 
from  doing  so  by  this  system  of  blocking. 
Of  course,  in  the  case  of  a  Government, 
blocking  was  only  of  a  formal  character ; 
because,  sooner  or  later,  facilities  would 
be  given  for  circulating  information  to 
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the  country,  by  enabling  the  Minister  to 
bring  in  his  Bill.  What  was  proposed 
to  be  done  in  the  second  case,  covered 
by  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)— 
namely,  when  Bills  had  been  introduced, 
and  read  a  second  time  and  passed 
through  Committee  ?  It  would  be,  if  the 
Oovemment  proposal  were  adopted,  no 
longer  possible  to  insist  upon  such 
Bills  being  discussed  before  half-past 
12  o'clock.  He  (Mr.  Gibson)  thought 
that  would  be  a  grave  and  serious  inno- 
vation upon  the  practice  of  the  House. 
He  readily  admitted  that,  with  regard  to 
some  Bills,  it  might  be  done  with  con- 
venience, and  possibly  with  advan- 
tage. It  was  not  desirable  that  the 
Business  of  the  House  should  be  dis- 
cussed in  the  absence  of  the  Press,  or 
brought  on  at  such  an  inconvenient 
hour  that  it  would  be  left  in  the  hands 
of  those  whose  business  it  was,  by  their 
official  position  and  strong  Party  ties, 
to  support  the  Government.  It  was 
desirable  that  Bills  should  be  brought 
on  at  a  time  when  the  House  was  gene- 
rally represented,  and  that  could  not  be 
if  discussions  were  to  be  brought  on  after 
half-past  12  o'clock.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter said,  with  obvious  truth,  that  it  was 
difficult  to  discriminate  between  Bills. 
He  (Mr.  Gibson)  readily  admitted  that 
assertion ;  but  the  Gt>vemment  got  over 
the  difficulty  by  including  all  Bills  in 
one  category ;  and  what  he  contended 
was  that  they  had  better  subject  the 
few  to  inconvenience,  rather  than  de- 
stroy the  check  to  which  the  larger 
number  of  Bills  were  required  at 
present  to  be  subjected.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  Prime  Minister  had 
answered  the  argument  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bouth- 
West  Lancashire  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Gross)  as  to  matters  being  left  over  until 
the  Report.  The  House  must  not  only 
take  advantage  of  what  their  experience 
taught  them,  but  what  was  likely  to  be 
the  case  in  future,  if  this  Rule  were 
passed.  Experience  showed  them  that 
on  all  important  Bills,  whether  they 
called  them  fundamental  measurea  or 
not,  many  matters  of  importance  were 
now  necessarily  allowed  to  stand  over 
until  the  Report.  Sometimes  the  Minis- 
ter, or  the  Member  in  charge  of  a  Bill, 
Sromised  to  bring  up  new  clauses, 
ometimes  he  promised  that  the  drafting 
of  a  clause  should  be  seriously  changed, 
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and  should  present  a  different  point  of 
view.  That  was  the  experience  of  the 
past ;  but  what  would  be  the  practice  in 
the  future  ?  Not  only  would  that  expe- 
rience be  reproduced,  but,  as  a  matter 
of  practice  or  policy,  the  Minister  or 
Member  in  charge  of  a  Bill  would  find 
it  very  convenient  only  to  amend  the 
Bill  in  minor  details,  and  keep  all  the 
fundamental  changes  for  the  Report 
stage.  He  apprehended  that  that  would 
be  a  matter  of  grave  inconvenience  to 
the  House  and  the  country,  and  that  it 
would  lead  to  a  frame  of  mind  on  the 
part  of  a  Member  in  charge  of  a  Bill, 
which  would  induce  him  to  say — "  Let 
us  get  the  measure  through  Committee 
anyhow,  and  then  we  can  do  pretty 
much  what  we  like  on  the  Report  stage." 
He  was  not  impressed  with  the  inge- 
nious answer  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron), 
who  said  that  already  they  could  get 
into  Committee  at  any  hour,  when  once 
the  Speaker  had  been  got  out  of  the 
Chair.  That  was  quite  true;  but,  by 
way  of  compensation,  hon.  Members 
could  speak  as  often  as  they  pleased  on 
that  stage.  That  was  not  the  case  on 
the  Report  stage.  In  the  future,  if  this 
Amendment  passed  unamended,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  most  important  details  of 
a  Bill  would  be  brought  forward  in  Com- 
mittee. The  matter  lay  in  a  very  nar- 
row compass.  He  admitted  that  many 
arguments  could  be  adduced  both  ways, 
and  that  the  question  could  only  be  de- 
cided on  the  balance  of  those  arguments. 
The  arguments  in  favour  of  the  Prime 
Minister's  proposition  had  been  sup- 
ported by  reference  to  minor  and  unim- 
portant Bills.  The  arguments  upon 
which  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  wished  to  rest 
his  opposition  to  the  proposition  were 
supported  by  a  reference  to  what  might 
happen  in  regard  to  larger  measuras 
which  were  of  interest  to  the  country, 
and  which  were  introduced  in  order  to 
promote  sound  legislation.  He  was 
strongly  of  opinion  that  such  measarss 
should  be  discussed  in  a  full  and  com- 
plete House. 

Mr.  monk  said,  that  if  that  pxopossl 
only  affected  the  Government  measarss, 
he  should  allow  the  duel  to  be  carried 
on  between  the  Front  Benches;  but 
with  regard  to  what  had  fallen  £nm  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dahlia 
(Mr.  Gibson),  ho  (Mr.  Monk)  wished  to 
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point  out  that,  in  the  case  of  Govem- 
ment  Bills,  they  were  rarely  or  never 
brought  on  at  a  late  hour  of  the  night. 
Of  course,  he  alluded  to  Bills  that  were 
opposed.  The  consequence  was  that, 
when  important  Amendments  were 
moTed  on  the  Eeport,  the  Bill  was 
brought  up  at  an  early  hour.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  pointed  out  that  if  mea- 
sures of  that  kind  were  not  brought  on 
at  a  reasonable  hour,  Notice  would  be 
giYen  that  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
or  the  adjournment  of  the  House  would 
be  moyed.  He  (Mr.  Monk)  wished  to 
point  out  that,  in  regard  to  what  were 
called  minor  Bills,  Amendments  were 
rarely  or  never  left  over  for  the  Report. 
It  might  occasionally  occur  that  some 
question  had  to  be  referred  to  the  drafts- 
roan,  and  was  necessarily  relegated  to 
the  Report ;  but  that  was  quite  an  ex- 
ception to  the  rule.  He  was  extremely 
glad  to  hear  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  that  he  in- 
tended to  adhere  to  the  views  expressed 
last  Session  by  his  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington),  in  regard  to  the 
relaxation  of  the  Half-past  Twelve 
o'clock  Rule  to  the  full  extent  of  the 
Resolution  which  he  (Mr.  Monk)  then 
moved,  and  which  he  believed  met  with 
the  approval  of  the  House. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
bad  an  extremely  strong  objection  to  the 
Resolution  as  it  stood ;  but  the  words 
which  the  Prime  Minister  proposed  to 
add  minimized  that  objection.  As  a 
matter  of  principle, 'the  proposed  altera- 
tion would  be  a  serious  innovation  upon, 
and  a  very  great  relaxation  of,  the  Half- 
past  Twelve  o'clock  Rule ;  and  he  was 
entirely  opposed  to  any  relaxation  of 
that  Rule,  except  in  regard  to  formal 
matters,  sucb  as  the  introduction  of 
Bills.  And  if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  went 
to  a  division,  he  should  feel  bound  to 
support  him.  He  only  desired  to  say 
one  word  more.  The  argument  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Dr.  Cameron)  seemed  to  him  to  be  a 
fallacy,  because  the  only  opportunity 
afforded  for  a  full  discussion  of  a  Bill 
would  be  before  the  House  knew  exactly 
what  that  Bill  was  eventually  to  be.  On 
the  other  hand,  they  would  have  no  real 
opportunity  of  discussing  a  Bill  after 
it  had  assumed  its  final  shape.  For  his 
own  part,  he  would  prefer  to  get  rid  of 
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one  of  the  stages  before  going  into  Com- 
mittee, rather  than  to  be  called  upon  to 
discuss  seriously  a  Bill  after  half-past 
12  o'clock  at  night. 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLET  said,  the 
Prime  Minister  had  based  his  resistance 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  upon  the  consi- 
deration that  the  occasions  on  which  im- 
portant matters  would  be  relegated  to 
the  Report  stage  would  only  occur  in 
regard  to  large  Bills.  But  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  were  proposing  to  let  in  both  the 
small  Bills  and  the  large  after  half-past 
12.  He  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  leave  the  Rule 
alone.  With  regard  to  the  larger  and 
more  difficult  measures,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  it  would  be  in  the  power 
of  the  House  to  insist  on  adequate  dis- 
cussion, because  the  power  of  moving 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  or  of  the 
House  would  be  resorted  to.  But  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  by  the  Resolu- 
tions already  passed,  they  had  materially 
curtailed  the  power  of  that  weapon,  and 
that  in  future  it  would  only  be  of  nominal 
value. 

Colonel  MAKINS  said,  the  bon.  and 
medical  Member  for  Glasgow — [Cries  of 
"Order!"  and  **  Withdraw  !"]— said 
that  the  Resolution  was  desirable  to  the 
extent  in  which  it  put  down  Obstruction 
to  legislation.  [  Cries  of  **  Withdraw  !  "] 
He  really  did  not  understand  what  the 
interruption  meant.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
It  refers  to  the  reference  you  made  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow.]  Then 
he  would  say  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow. He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  that  this  Rule  was  desirable  in 
so  far  as  it  put  an  end  to  Obstruction. 
It  was  clearly  objectionable  to  allow  a 
Bill  to  be  opposed  before  it  was  brought 
in,  and  before  the  nature  of  it  was  made 
known  to  the  House.  All  that  was 
clearly  Obstruction,  and  it  was  also 
clearly  Obstruction  to  oppose  a  Bill  on 
the  third  reading,  for  then  it  had  been 
discussed  and  settled.  He  had  no  ob- 
jection, therefore,  to  prevent  a  Bill  being 
olocked  on  either  of  those  stages.  But 
opposition  to  a  Bill  before  it  was  settled, 
and  while  it  was  in  the  process  of  dis^ 
cussion,  could  not  be  termed  Obstruc- 
tion; and  he  thought  the  Government 
might  fairly  accept  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bart- 
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telot)  in  regard  to  tWs  particulBr  stage,  mittee  pre  formA,  and  the  Hotwe  vould 

The  difficulty  which  had  been  pointed  out  find    tliey    had     fallen     into    a    trap, 

by  hia  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  E.  Asuhe-  being  informed,  when  they  were  anxioas 

ton  Cross)  and  theright  hon.  and  learned  to  discuss  the  measure,  that  it  had  al- 

Member  for  the  UniTersity  of  Dublin  ready  passed  through  Committee.  Then, 

(Itfr.  Qibson),  was  a  real  difficulty,  and  also,  when  they  came  to  conaidn  the 

the  Amendment  was  not  brought  for-  proposal  of  the  GoTemment  in  regard 

ward   with   any  desire  to  obstruct    the  to  Grand  Committees,  they  would  find 

BasinesB  of  the  House.  this  further  Besolution — 

Me.     NEWDEGATE    said,     the  .<  That  nil  Bills  compriBod  in  eaeh  of  Uio  nid 

proposal  of  the  Government  was  to  omit  clHsses  «hall  bo  Committed  to  one  of  the  nid 

from    the    operation    of  the    Half-past  Standing  Committee.,  anlees  the  Hoiue  ah^ 

Iw,lv.o;cl«k  B,;l.a.,i..r<.du«io„  „t  S^" X^pili'wi.r^'S'C  W 

Bille,  and  Bills  which  had  paased  thronRh  i^^  reported  from  a  Committee  of  the  whole 

Oommittea.     Now,  in  the  caae  of  Bille  Hooae." 

intioduoed  by  private  Memhori,  ha  (Mr.  jj,  ^oubi  would,  tiarafo.*.  be  plaaed 
Nawdegata)  had  known  many  in.tance.  j„  ,y,  p„ri,i„„_,h„  Bill,  whial  had 
in  wh.ah  the  Oovornment  had  con.ontad  ^^^  through  a  Grand  Oommitte., 
to  the  .econd  reading,  on  the  under.  r,„,  „„  „„|  j„„  ^t,„  would  la 
atand.ng  that  the  Bill  ahould  be  mate-  h,„„|ht  in,  and  the  Emiort  taken  after 
naly  aWd  m  Committee.  If  they  half.pa.t  12  o'olook,  aTSiat  the  Hon«i 
eiolnded  the  Eeport,  which,  m  fact,  was  ^^^5  j,  ,j„„  „,  ,„  „rtnmtr  af 
cognate  to  the  Committee  atage,  from  ,,|^,  ^^^  j„,  ^^.ideSVg  it.  Ha 
the  Half-paet  Twelve  o'clock  Enia  they  ,^  '^,  ;,  ^^^{^  ^^  f„  battar  to  eon- 
would,  in  auoh  caae.  aa  Ih™  he  referred  j„,  g,,  relaiation  of  the  Eule  to  the  ia- 
l°;i°""';L?"  ill  !«?.!  ?",£""  trodnclion  and  the  third  reading  of  Bill* 
ni.  nt.       nan      i     a    a-r  i      a      obiitti  j,^^  j^  must  be  remembered  tiiat  eren 


o'clock  Bule  a  Bill  after  it  had  assumed 
a  new,  but  a  different,  form.     On  that 
ground,  he  supported  the  Ai 
of    his   hon.    and   gallant    Friend 
Walter  B.  Barttelot). 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  should  not 
have  thought  of  interposing  in  the  de- 
bate if  it  were  not  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  two  points  which  had 
not  yet  been  mentioned.  The  first  point 
was  that  the  words  "passed  through 


"  ™*;    then  tbey  would  be  taking   away  two 
idment    ^t^ggg  jo  which  the  ayatom  of  blocking 
now  applied. 
Question  put. 

The  House  dmdfS:—AjM  129  ;  Nom 
62  :  Majority  CO.— (Div.  List,  No.  380.) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  '  Motinu 
for  leave  to  bring   in  Bills,  and  Billi 


Committee"  might  be  applied  to  cases  which  have  paMed  through  Committsa 
of  Bills  which  had  passed  through  Com-  o*  the  whole  House '  be  there  inserted," 
mittee  pro  formd.     Only  that  Session  a    P"t.  "nd  affr*gd  to. 


very  important  Bill — the  Arrears  of 
Bent  (Ireland)  Bill—was  brought  in  by 
the  Government  and  passed  through  the 
Committee  pro  formd,  and  it  asHumed  a 
very  different  shape  from  that  in  which 
it  was  originally  introduced.  Now,  he 
took  it  that  if  the  proposal  of  the  Prime 
Minister  were  adopted,  any  Bill  which 
had  once  passed  through  Committee  j>ro 
formd  would  be  considered  to  have  passed 
through  Committee  ;  and  it  would  be 
impossible  to  object  to  its  being  taken 
after  half-past  12  o'clock.  He  was 
afraid  that  that  construction  would  be 

£  laced  upon  the  proposition  of  the  Prime 
[ininter.  And  in  rognrd  to  Bills 
introduced  by  private  Members,  the 
House  might  find  itoelf  landed  in  a  diffi- 
culty. The  hon.  Member  in  charge  of 
a  Bill  might  move  the  Bill  through  Com- 


Further  Consideration  of  the  Stud* 
ing  Order  (Half-past  Twelve  o'do(i 
Itule)  Itt  February  1879,  amended  9 
May  lBtt2,  deferred  till  Monday  next 

PARLIAMENT  —  PEIVILEGE  (ME. 
EDMOND  DWYER  GRAT,  M.P.). 
REPORT    or    SSLECT  COHUITTEE. 

[adjourned  debate.] 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [14th  November], 
"  That  the  Beport  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee do  lie  upon  the  Table." 
Question  again  propoaod. 
Debate  reivmed. 
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had  taken  place  in  the  Committee.  The 
Committee  had  been  misinformed  to  the 
effect  that  the  Previous  Question  could 
he  moved  in  Committee,  and  a  para- 
n'aph  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  been  set  aside 
by  that  Motion  having  been  made.  The 
proceeding  was  undoubtedly  irregular, 
and  therefore  he  would  move,  as  the 
proper  course  to  be  taken  under  the 
circumstances,  that,  so  far  as  the  para- 
graph of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  waa 
concerned,  the  Report  be  re-committed. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the 
«nd  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  the  Report  and  Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  be 
re-committed  to  the  Select  Committee,  so  far  as 
they  relate  to  a  paragraph  referring  to  the  Law 
of  Contempt  proposed  to  be  added  to  the  Report 
^'  "^T.  Sexton,*^— (Jf>.  Oladttone,) 

tead  thereof. 

estiou  proposed,  '*That  the  words 
eed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 


ion." 

..  SEXTON  said,  the  object  he  had 
ew  in  placing  on  the  Paper  the 
e  of  Motion  standing  in  his  name 
)rimarily  the  same  as  that  stated  by 
*rime  Minister — namely,  to  secure 
nrence  back  to  the  Committee  ;  but 
fio  wished  to  place  on  record  the 
e  of  the  irregularity  which  caused 
lecessity  for  a  second  Heference, 
le  wished  to  assure  himself  that 
ommittee  would  direct  their  atten- 
to  that  irregularity.      From    the 
ading  words  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
id  no  doubt  that  his  object  would 
tained ;  and,  therefore,  he  did  not 
)6e  to  trouble  the  House  by  moving 
.mendment.     But  as  the  language 
)  Eeference  of  the  Prime  Minister 
•xtremely  vague,  he  would  like  to 
question  upon  it.     The  right  hon. 
Oman's  proposal  was  that  the  Ee- 
and  Minutes  be  referred  back,  so 
lar  ttd  they  related  to  a  paragraph  refer- 
ring to  the  Law  of  Contempt  which  he 
(Mr.  Sexton)  proposed  to  add.     He  be- 
lieved certain  eminent  Members  of  the 
Committee  were  in  favour  of  his  para- 
graph,  which  simply    stated    that  the 
anomalous  condition  of  the  Law  of  Con- 
tempt demanded  the  further  attention 
of  the  House ;  but  those  eminent  Mem- 
bers believed  that  the  paragraph  was 
outside  the  scope  of  the  Heference  to 
the  Committee.    They  believed  that  any 


declaration  on  the  Law  of  Contempt  was 
outside  the  scope  of  the  Committee ;  and 
he,  therefore,  thought  it  would  be  de- 
sirable that  the  Committee  should  be 
relieved  from  any  misconception  as  to 
the  nature  of  the  Heference  made  to 
them  now.  Was  it  to  be  a  Heference 
with  regard  to  the  error  of  form  simply, 
or  were  hon.  Gentlemen  to  be  precluded 
from  voting  **  Aye  "  or  '*  No  "  upon  the 
paragraph  which  he  proposed  to  add  ? 

The  ATTOHNEY  GENEHAL  (Sir 
Henky  James)  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
point  of  Order  which  has  been  raised,  I 
wish  to  state  that,  in  my  opinion,  we 
shall  be  exactly  in  the  same  position 
when  we  meet  again  as  we  were  when 
we  met  on  the  first  occasion.  What- 
ever the  Order  of  Heference  was  when 
we  first  met,  that  same  Order  of  Hefer- 
ence will  continue  in  force  when  the 
Committee  meets  again ;  and  we  shall, 
when  we  meet,  have  to  determine  in 
Committee  what  the  powers  given  to  us 
by  this  House  were  on  our  appointment. 
I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  the  subject 
further.  Now,  as  the  Committee  itself 
will  determine  what  the  Heference  was 
when  the  power  was  given  to  us,  I 
think  that  determination  will  be  arrived 
at  by  the  Committee  without  much  diffi- 
culty. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  :  Sir,  I  do  not  wish 
to  prolong  the  discussion  already  car- 
ried on  with  regard  to  this  matter ;  but 
I  wish  to  make  an  explanation.  As  this 
Motion  is  to  the  effect  that  the  whole  of 
this  paragraph  be  referred  back  to  the 
Committee,  and  it  might  appear  to  the 
House  that  the  Previous  Question  had 
been  moved  and  supported  with  regard 
to  the  whole  of  that  paragraph,  the  por- 
tion of  the  paragraph  to  which  I  took 
exception  was  that  which  referred  to  the 
general  Law  of  Contempt. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  pardon.  Be- 
fore  the  Previous  Question  was  moved, 
I  had,  on  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  agreed  to  withdraw 
that  portion  of  the  paragraph  referring 
to  the  general  Law  of  Contempt. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Hear,  hear ! 

Mr.  PLUNKET  :  Exactly.  It  was  to 
that  portion  of  the  paragraph  which  re- 
ferred to  the  anomalous  condition  of  the 
Law  of  Contempt,  and  which  was  out- 
side the  question  of  Privilege  involved 
in  Mr.  Gray's  case,  that  I  objected,  and 
it  was  on  that  account  I  supported  the 
Previous  Question.    I  did  so  because 
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ihia  matter  of  the  general  Law  of  Con- 
tempt was  separated  from  the  other  con- 
siderations in  the  case. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Ordtred,  That  the  Report  and  Minates  of 
the  Proceedings  be  re-eomniitted  to  the  Select 
Committee,  00  far  as  they  relate  to  a  paragraph 
referring  to  the  Law  of  Contempt  proposed  to 
be  added  to  the  Report  bj  Mr.  Sexton. 


EOYPT  (THE  EXPEDITIONARY  FORCE) 
—THE  REVIEW  IN  ST.  JAMES'S 
PARK.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  E.  N.  FOWLEE  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  At  what  hours 
hon.  Members  who  held  tickets  for  the 
Eeview  would  be  admitted  at  the  Horse 
Guards  on  the  morrow  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  giyen  orders  that  the 
holders  of  tickets  were  to  be  admitted 
up  to  any  houi:. 

Hoiife  adjourned  at  half  after  Twelve 
o*clook  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Mfonday,  20 fh  November,  1882. 


Their  Lordships  met  this  day  at  Eleyen 
of  the  clock  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial 
Business  only. 

Honae  adjourned  at  Four  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Monday,  20th  November,  1882. 


Q  UESTIONS. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)-BELFAST 
BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 

Mr.  BIGOAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

Mr  Plunket 


If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
Correspondence  which  has  taken  place 
between  the  Belfast  Board  of  Guardians 
and  the  Local  Oovemment  Board,  where- 
in it  has  been  distinctly  charged  and  not 
denied  that  the  duties  of  the  entire  Board 
of  Ouardians  has  for  some  time  past  been 
discharged  by  the  Chairman  himself  in 
the  absence  of  a  quorum  of  the  Board, 
and  one  hour  before  the  appointed  time 
fixed  for  the  weekly  meetings  of  the 
Board  ;  if  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  deputy  clerk's  explanation  rela- 
tive to  his  conduct  on  the  12th  and  Idth 
September  1883 ;  and,  if  he  has  official 
knowledge  of  the  Local  GK>Temment 
Board  having  declined  to  order  an  in- 
yestigation  into  the  circumstances? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  Sir.  I  have  seen 
the  Correspondence  referred  to  in  this 
Question,  and  find  from  it  that  in  Sep- 
tember last  Mr.  Stewart,  one  of  the 
Guardians  of  the  Belfast  Union,  repre- 
sented to  the  Local  Government  Board 
that  the  Chairman  had  transacted  some 
of  the  business  before  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians assembled  and  before  a  quorum 
was  formed.  The  Local  Government 
Board  thereupon  communicated  with 
the  Guardians;  and,  finding  that  this 
practice  existed,  they  pointed  out  its 
irregularity,  and  it  was  at  once  discon- 
tinued. When  this  subject  was  brought 
before  the  Guardians  they  passed  a  re- 
solution expressing  entire  confidence  in 
their  Chairman  by  a  majority  of  24  to  1, 
Mr.  Stewart  alone  dissenting.  The 
charge  against  the  Assistant  Clerk  was, 
that  he  read  the  minutes  before  there 
was  a  quorum ;  and  he  has  explained 
that  this  was  part  of  the  business  dis- 
posed of  by  the  Chairman  before  the 
proper  time.  The  proceedings  referred 
to  were  irregular;  but  there  are  no 
grounds  for  supposing  that  the  Chair- 
man and  Assistant  Clerk  were  influenced 
by  any  improper  motives;  and  as  the 
statements  made  were  not  denied,  and 
as  there  were  no  facts  in  dispute  and  the 
practice  was  discontinued  when  the  at- 
tention of  the  Guardians  was  called  to 
its  irregularity,  the  Local  Gk>vemment 
Board  saw  no  necessity  for  the  investi- 
gation asked  for  by  Mr.  Stewart,  and 
declined  to  grant  it. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— BELFAST 
ASYLUM— R.  NELSON. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  XreLand, 
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If  it  bs  true  ttat  an  inmate  of  the  Bel-  moTed  him  from  the  workhouse  on  the 

fiut  Asylum  uamed  Nelson  was,  without  14thof  lastmonth.     I  do  not  think  there 

naj  application  from  his  friends,  or  writ-  is  any  reason  for  laying  the  Correspon- 

ten  authority  from  the  Belfast  Board  of  lence  on  the  Table. 
Guardians, removed  to  the  Belfast  Work- 
bouse  in  May  1879,  and  has  been  since         AFKICA  (WEST  COAST)— CONGO, 
kept  there  ae  a  permanent  charge  on  the       SiE  HENET  HOLLAND  aeked  the 

ratss,  although  the  expoBS.  of  bis  keep  g„j„  S»n-etarj  of  Stat,  for  Torsign 

in  the  Asylum  was  compar.t.rolj  n.l.  and  ^^^    Wbethel  any  eommunioation  hae 

h.e  transfer  to  the  Workhous.  was  die-  ^^^  ^,^,  ^     g^'  Maiost/s  Qovem- 

approved  of  by  Ne  son.  relaores;  itit  ,„,„,  „  ,^,  'y,.,^,.,,  g,;„^„„,  „i^ 

be  true  that  Nelson  s  relatives  are  highly  „        ;  ^  ,^,  j,       j  ,„,„^,  ^,j,  ^ 

lespeolable,  and  Nelson  himself  ha.  a  j[.1e  Brarsa  on  behalf  of  the  lalteV 

large  sum  »/  money  in  the  bank  ;  if  it  |3„,„„„,  „a  ,„„„  ,ii,,,  „,  gongo  ; 

be  true  that  the  Gu.rdians  refused  to  ,„j     whether  he  can  .tat.  the  nature 

hand  over  Nel.on  to  his  relatives,  al-  „f  ,„,h  communication?     Perhap.  the 

though  bis  fitness  to  be  removed  had  hon.  Baronet  will  al.o  kindly  state  whe- 

been  previously  certified  for;  and,  if,  ;,,„  ;,  j,  ,„  „  ,j„|,j  ,/,,,,  p^^^^h 
underlbesecircumstaneee,  he  will  kind  y  ,h„  Urgency  has  b.en  voted  in 

furnish  and  have  placed  upon  the  Table  !i,'^F„„h  Chamber,  tor  the  disou.aion 

of  the  House  Copies  of  any  and  all  Oorre-  „,,  b,,,  ,„p„wering  the  French  Oovem- 

spondence  which  ha.  pa.sed  between  the  „„,  ^  „,f,  ,|,„„"i„„i„,  , 
Local  Qovernmont  Board,  and  the  Bel.        g„  CHA»LE3   W.    DILKE :    Sir, 

ftist  Ouardians   and  the  Belfast  Asylum  ,;,h        ^  ,„  ,h,  ,„,  Q„„i„„  „f  n, 

Oovernots,  and  of  all  resolutions  adopted  h„„  j^'^^,,  j  h„,  ,„„  ,h,  ,„tement 

by  either  or  all  of  these  poblio  bodie.  j„  ,he  p„„,,h  .,„„  ,„  „hich  he  refer.  ; 

in  any  way  dea  ing  with  the   original  h„,    ;   ^„,   ^^^  „„    ^^^    j,        ,. 

cause  of  removal  from  the  Asylum,  or  „p„„„„,hs  .nbjeot.     With  re.pect  to 

subeequent^miuion  or  m.intonanoe  in  nrQuestion  which  the  hon.  Baronet  baa 
the  Belfast  Workhouse;  and  also  furnish      ,„.„j  „^  ,h,  !,„(;„  p  j  ^„,  ^, 

such  other  eiplanations  and  statements  '     ,h,i  communication,  are  pae.ing  be- 

"■  7.4.  '»'  '''■?  ^  lo  satisfy  the  public  „■;,„  ,h,  ,„„  Q„„„„,„ts  on  the  snb- 

mind  that  the  Local  aovernmonl  Board  j„,  „,  ,h,  T„„i„  ^Ml  to  have  been 

for  Ireland   in  this  case  has  done  ite  „,j,  ^j  j,  j,  3,^, .  (,„,  ,h,  (j„„,^ 

ir     mTiT7TTT-T  TT 1  XT    c-     T  L             1  soondenoe  is  not  yet  in  a  state  for  pub- 
Ma.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  I  have  made  li^a^Qti 
inquiry  into  the  subjsct  of  this  Question, 

ana  and  that  Robert  Nel.on,  the  person  ^^  (lEKLAND)  ACT,  1881- 

referred  to  in  it,  was  discharged  from  „„,,„.„,„„„  „„„,„   ™ 

the  BelfaBt  Lunaiic  Aeylum  on  the  30th  APPLICATIONS  FOR  LOANS, 

of  May,  1879,  hia  mama  having  assumed        Mr.  FABNELL  asked  theChiefSeore- 

a  harmlesB  character  ;  and  on  the  same  tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

dftt«  was  admitted  into  the  Belfast  Work-  Whether  he  can  inform  the  House  of  the 

house,  as  it  appeared  that  he  was  desti-  number  of  applications  that  have  been 

tute.     It  appears  to  be  the  practice  tc  made  by  tenants  for  loans  to  improve 

receive  into  tbe  vorkbouse  from  the  their  holdings  under  the  Land  Act  of 
asylum    a  harmless    lunatic   \rhen   the     1881 ;  and,  how  many  of  these  applioa- 

Ouardians  desire  to  transfer  a  dangerout  tions  have  been  granted? 
lunaticfromtheworkUousetotheaHylum;        Ma.  COUBTNBY :  Sir,  I.may,  per- 

and   it  seems    probable  that    Nelaon'c  haps,  be  permitted  to  answer  this  Quea- 

transfer  was  effected  under  this  arrange-  tion.     The  number  of   formal  applica- 

ment,  as  the  records  show  that  an  in-  tions  for  loans  to  occupiers  under  the 

mate  of  the  workhouse  was  taken  to  the  Land  Act  of  1861  received  up  to  Satur- 

asylum  on  the  30tb  of  Hay.     TheOuar-  day  last,  November    18,  was  625;    of 

dians  did  not  refuse  to  hand  over  Nelson  these  310  have  been  sanctioned,  114  are 

to  his  relatives ;  but  in  September  lasl  still  under  investigation,  and  201  have 
they  were  informed  that  he  had  a  sun:  beenfoundinadmissible.  ButI  am  happy 
of  money  deposited  in  the  bank,  and  tostatethat,  undertherecentreductionof 
having  ascertained  that  this  was  so,  ht  the  minimum  amount  of  a  loan,  about 
was  handed  over  to  his  friends,  who  re     75  of  the  last  class  will  become  admia- 
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Bible,  and  it  is  expected  that  they  will 
come  in.  It  is  also  believed  that  the 
number  of  applications  will  soon  show  a 
considerable  increase. 

THE    OATHEDBAL    COMMISSION— THE 
FINAL  REPORT. 

Mr.  monk  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther he  can  inform  the  House  when  the 
Final  Beport  of  the  Cathedral  Commis- 
sion will  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  In  the  absence  of 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Home  Secretaiy,  I  have  to  remind  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Gloucester 
that,  by  the  terms  of  its  appointment, 
the  Cathedral  Commission  is  bound  to 
present  separate  Beports  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty on  the  case  of  each  cathedral. 
JBUght  of  these  Eeports  are  now  nearly 
completed,  and  are  expected  to  be  pre- 
sented before  the  end  of  the  year,  and 
there  will  be  no  avoidable  delay  in  the 
completion  of  the  remainder.  When  all 
have  been  finished  the  Commission 
will  probably  issue  a  final  Beport  em- 
bracing matters  which  could  not  be  so 
conveniently  dealt  with  in  the  separate 
Beports. 

JURY  LAWS  (IRELAND)-DUBLIN 

JURIES. 

Sir  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true  that,  in  a 
very  important  criminal  trial  just  com- 
menced at  Dublin,  no  less  than  thirty- 
eight  special  jurors  drawn  from  the  panel 
were  ordered  by  the  representatives  of 
the  Crown  to  stand  aside  before  a  jury 
was  made  up;  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  no  present  intention 
of  availing  themselves  of  the  Law  passed 
by  Parliament,  after  much  labour,  en- 
abling them  to  transfer  to  three  judges 
the  duty  of  trying  prisoners  in  cases 
where  there  are  oojections  to  trial  by 
jurors ;  and,  if  not,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  reduce  the  number  and 
salaries  of  Irish  Judges  ? 

Ma.  TBEVELYAN  :  Sir,  I  find  that 
at  a  recent  trial  in  Dublin— that  of 
Patrick  Joyce — 36  jurors  were  ordered 
by  the  Crown  to  stand  by.  So  long  as 
juries  can  be  obtained  who  do  their 
duty  honestly  and  fearlessly  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  avail  themselves  of  the 

Mr.  Courtney 


Special  Commission  Court  of  ihree 
Judges,  authorized  by  the  Preventicm  of 
Crime  Act.  The  Government  do  not 
contemplate  making  any  proposal  with 
regard  to  the  number  and  salaries  of 
the  Irish  Judges. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLANB)— WHITE- 
CHAPEL  UNION  —  BOARDED  -  OUT 
CHILDREN. 
Lord  GEOBGE  HAMILTON  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  If  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  unsatisfactory  result  of  the  corre- 
spondence of  the  two  past  years  between 
the  Local  ^Government  Board  and  the 
Guardians  of  the  Whitechapel  Union 
upon  the  subject  of  a  proposal  by  the 
latter  for  the  periodical  inspection  of  the 
homes  of  boarded  out  children ;  and,  if 
the  Local  Government  Board  intend  to 
adhere  to  their  refusal  to  allow  these 
Guardians  the  means  of  obtaining  such 
a  periodical  inspection  of  the  homes  of 
these  poor  children  as  will,  in  their 
opinion,  alone  enable  them  to  satisfac- 
torily discharge  this  portion  of  their 
public  duties  ? 

Mr.  BBYCE  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether, 
seeing  that  it  is  the  duty  of  Poor  Law 
Guardians,  who  have  sent  pauper  child- 
ren to  be  boarded  out,  to  ascertain  thai 
such  children  are  properly  cared  for,  and, 
seeing  that  such  Guardians  are  accus- 
tomed to  exact  an  engagement  from  those 
who  receive  such  children  to  permit  them 
to  be  visited  on  behalf  of  the  Guardians, 
he  will  consider  the  propriety  of  per- 
mitting Poor  Law  Guardians  to  provide, 
where  they  may  think  it  advisable,  for 
the  inspection  of  the  places  in  which 
such  pauper  children  are  boarded  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  Correspondence  which 
has  passed  between  the  Local  GoTezn- 
ment  Board  and  the  Whitechapel  Board 
of  Guardians  upon  this  subject  f 

Mr.  DODSON:  Sir,  my  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  Correspondence  be- 
tween the  Local  Government  Board  and 
the  Whitechapel  Guardiana  aa  to  the 
proposal  of  the  latter  to  appoint  and 
pay  an  oiBcer  periodically  to  inspect  the 
homes  of  children  boarded-out  by  them 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  Union.  It  is 
a  misapprehension  to  suppose  that  it 
forms  any  part  of  the  pubiio  duties  of 
the  Guardians  to  make  we  proposed  in- 
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■peotion.    The  regulationB  of  the  Board  licensed  premise!  of  Miss  OusacV,   at 

provide  that  the  children  shall  be  visited  Draugan,  county  Tipperary,  on  the  7th 

at  least  once  in  six  weeks  by  a  member  instant,  underBection'iSoftheLioensing 

of  the  Soarding-out  Committee,  to  vhom  Act  of  1874.     They  did  not  enter  any 

they   are   entrusted  by  the  Guardians,  private  room.     Tbey   entered  the  tap- 

ano  the  member  making  the  visit  is  re-  room,  where  people  usually  drink,  and 

quired  to  report  the  result.    Besides  this,  there  found  an   evicted  tenant   named 

the  children  are  from  time  to  time  visited  Burke,  and  the  other  person,  Mr.  Croke, 

by  the  Inspectors  of  the  Local  Govern-  referred  to  in  the  Question,  nho  was 

mentBoard.  Under  these  circumstances,  filling  up  an  eviction  form,  headed  "  The 

it  appears  to  us  unnecessary  tfaat  the  Ladies'  Irish  National  Land  League." 

ratepayer^  should   be  subjected  to  the  The  constable  asked  whether  he  might 

expense  of  providing  for  any  further  in-  see  the  forms,  and   Croke  immediately 

spection,  especially  aa  the  cost  would  in  handed  them  to  him.     One  was  partly 

some  cases  De  considerable.     Moreover,  filled,  and  this  the  constable  returned, 

it  might  tend  to  discourage  the  Board-  He  did  not  otherwise  interfere.    He  did 

ing-out  Committees,  who  are  composed  not  say,  aa  alleged  in  the  Question,  the 

of  persons  of  well-known  character,  and  form  was  illegal,  or  that  he  would  send 

vho  voluntarily  undertake  their  work  it  to    Dublin   Castle,  and    he   did  not 

frtim  purely  benevolent  motives.     If  the  threaten  Misa  Ousack  that  her  licence 

Correspondence  between  the  Board  and  would  be  withdrawn ;  fur,  as  a  matter 

the  Guardians  is  moved  for,  I  shall  have  of  fact,  he  did  not  see  her  at  all  on  the 

no  objection  to  produce  it.  occasion. 


^^  NAVY— AERATED  FRESH 

VISITS   BY  CONSTABULARY. 


LICENSING  ACT,  lB7i— UNAUTHORIZED  „    

WATER. 


»r     ai?^Tr,^     1,  J  .1.    nk-  *  o  "a.  H.  8.  NORTHCOTE  asked  the 

Ma.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre-  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  If  the  atten- 

toi7  to  the  Ix.rd  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  ^j^^  ^,  ^^,  Majesty's  Government  has 

Whether,   on  the  evening  of    the   7th  ^^^^^  directed  to  the  value  of  Captain 

instant,  at  prangau,  county  Tipperary,  ^^           Peacock's    invention    for    the 

three   members    of    the    Con stabula^r  n,,nufacture  of  aerated  fresh  water  from 

Force  stationed  in  that  village  entered  the  condensed  steam  of  salt  water  ;  and, 

the  house  of  Miss  Cusack,  a  licensed  -^         j^  ^^  j^  ^j,^  intention  of  Her  Ma- 

vintner,  made  their  way  without  legal  ■^.    Government  to  recogniie  in  any 

warrant,  and  without  asking  leave,  to  a  ■^ubatantial  manner  the  importance  of 

pnyate  room  in  Miae   Cusack's   house,  Oaptaln  Peacock's  services  ? 

and,  finding  there  a  tenant  farmer  who  j^^    CAMPBELL  -  BANNEB.M  AN  : 

had   been     evicted    from    his    holding  gj^    j  ^^  ^^^^  that  Captain  Peacock 

i?     m  i'^^'Y  *  r  T.    ^^^        "l^'  Ia  "'"ma  to  have  invented,  about  50  years 

Mr.  T.  E.  Croke,  of  Drangan,  who  had  ^  system   of    aerating  condensed 

before    him  two  printed    forms  issued  •;^^^^^     ^^^  ^^-^       j^^  ^  „*j  i^  ^^^  ;„ 

with  reference  to  applications  for  rehef  Her  Majesty's  Navy. 

by  evicted  tenants,  and  was  engaged  in  j      j            j 

to  be  illegal,  retained  oBe  of  the  forma,  ^"^^  ***^'^- 
intimating  that  they  should  send  it  on  Ma.  PAENELL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
to  Dublin  Caatle,  and  threatened  that  oretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
Miss  Cusack's  licence  would  be  with-  land.  Whether  he  has  received  any 
drawn  for  allowing  her  premises  to  be  recommendations  from  the  permanent 
uaed  for  illegal  purpoaea  ;  whether  this  officials  of  the  Irish  Local  Government 
wae  an  unfounded  accusation;  what  Board  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the 
notice  will  be  taken  of  the  conduct  oi  anticipated  distress  in  Ireland ;  and,  if 
the  constables  ;  and,  whether  the  evic-  so,  whether  he  will  state  to  the  House 
tion  forms,  the  property  of  Mr.  Croke,  the  nature  of  these  recommendations ; 
will  be  returned  to  him  ?  and,  if  he  has  nat  received  any  such  re- 
Ma.  TEEVELYAN  :  Sir,  three  mem-  commendations,  whether  he  haa  decided 
beri    of   the    oonatabulary    visited  the  upon  taking  any  ateps  himself,  or  asking 
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Parliament    for    further    powers    than 
those  at  present  existing  for  meeting 

Mr.  O'SHEA  said,  he  should  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  at  the 
Bame  time,  whether,  in  reference  to  the 
threatened  distress  and  want  of  employ- 
ment in  Ireland,  he  has  received  any 
answer  from  the  Treasury  on  the  subject 
of  the  proposed  construction  of  the  Ennis 
and  West  Clare  Eailway  on  the  security 
of  a  baronial  guarantee  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  I  have  not  re- 
ceived an  answer  from  the  Treasury; 
but  I  think  the  answer  that  I  propose  to 
make  to  the  hon.  Member  opposite  will 
practically  answer  the  hon.  Member  as 
to  the  specific  Question  he  has  asked 
with  regard  to  the  "West  Clare  Eailway. 
The  permanent  officials  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  have  reported  that  at 
present  the  information  before  them  re- 
specting anticipated  distress  in  certain 
districts  in  the  West  of  Ireland  where  it 
is  most  apprehended  is  not  of  such  a 
character  as  would  lead  them  to  believe 
that  the  relief  which  may  be  afforded 
under  the  existing  Poor  Law  Acts  will 
be  found  insufficient  to  provide  for  the 
wants  of  the  destitute  poor  in  the  coming 
winter.  They  have  already  issued  a 
Circular  to  the  Unions  in  the  West  of 
Ireland — that  is;  to  all  the  Unions  in 
Connaught,  and  to  the  Unions  in  the 
counties  of  Donegal,  Clare,  Kerry,  and 
West  Cork  calling  their  attention  to  the 
necessity  of  making  every  provision  both 
for  indoor  and  outdoor  relief,  and  espe- 
cially to  see  that  the  relieving  officers' 
districts  are  not  too  large,  and  that  the 
relieving  officers  are  within  easy  reach 
of  the  poor  persons  residing  in  every 
part  thereof.  The  Local  Government 
Board  will  also  call  upon  their  Inspec- 
tors to  report  as  to  the  sufficiency  of  the 
arrangements  in  this  respect  made  by 
the  Guardians  in  each  Union  in  their 
charge.  In  short,  the  Government  have 
given  every  care  to  see  that  the  normal 
machinery  for  the  relief  of  distress  is  in 
proper  order ;  and  they  expect  to  be 
able  to  meet  the  distress  with  the  aid  of 
that  machinery.  If  exceptional  pressure 
comes  it  will  be  their  duty  to  see  that 
the  administration  of  the  required  re- 
lief is  not  interfered  with  from  want  of 
sufficient  funds.  I  may  say  that  this  is 
a  subject  which,  of  all  others,  is  most 
engaging  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  Farnell 


Lord  JOHN  MANNERS :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  inform  the  House 
from  what  source  it  would  be  possible 
to  obtain  the  additional  funds  to  which 
he  alludes  in  his  answer  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  distress 
amounting  to  famine  in  such  a  state  of 
things  has  always  been  a  subject  for 
special  treatment  by  the  Government ; 
and  I  conclude  that  in  the  event  of  such 
a  misfortune  they  would  adopt  the  ex- 
ample of  the  Governments  which  have 
preceded  them,  and  provide  funds  to 
keep  the  people  from  starvation,  trust* 
ing  to  Parliament  to  support  them  after- 
wards. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Government  have  informa- 
tion of  widespread  distress  in  Donegal 
and  other  parts  of  the  West  of  Ireland ; 
and,  whether  inquiries  are  promptly  in- 
stituted upon  the  receipt  oi  such  infor- 
mation, in  reference  to  what  districts 
official  inquiries  have  been  held  or 
ordered  up  to  the  present,  and  with 
what  result  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  my  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  partially  deals  with  this 
Question ;  but  I  may  state,  in  addition, 
that  I  have  obtained  from  the  Local  Go- 
voiiiment  Board  the  Reports  respecting 
the  distress  alleged  to  prevail,  or  to  be 
anticipated,  in  the  districts  of  Carrick 
and  Glencolumbkill,  county  Donegal, 
Ennistymon  Union,  county  Clare,  and 
Corofin  Union,  county  Clare.  So  far 
the  result  of  the  special  inquiries  has 
been  to  show  that  the  relief  which  may 
be  afforded  under  the  existing  Poor  Law 
Act  is  sufficient  to  cope  with  the  existing 
and  apprehended  distress  ;  but  further 
statements  having  been  made  respecting 
distress  in  Donegal,  further  inquiry  has 
been  ordered,  and  is  now  in  progress.  One 
of  the  most  experienced  and  reliable  In- 
spectors of  the  Local  Government — Mr. 
Hamilton — is  at  present  investigating 
the  state  of  affairs  in  the  Garrick  ana 
Glencolumbkill  districts.  I  expect  his 
Report  in  a  few  days,  and,  meanwhile, 
I  have  seen  a  note  from  him  to  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Board  which  makes  me 
feel  hopeful  on  the  subject,  as  it  tends 
to  confirm  the  reports  already  received. 
Inquiries  are  also  in  progress  in  Tory 
Island,  off  the  coast  of  Donegal,  and  in 
Dromore  West  Union,  county  Sligo, 
and  a  gunboat  has  been  placed  at  ths 
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disposal  of  the  Inspector  for  the  Mayo 
and  Galway  districts  to  enable  him  to 
visit  the  Islands  off  the  coast  of  those 
counties.  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
will  thus  see  that  inquiries  are  promptly 
instituted  on  the  receipt  of  information 
showing  such  to  be  necessary,  and  that 
the  Irish  Government  and  Local  Go- 
vernment Boards  are  fully  alive  to  the 
responsibility  attaching  to  them. 

Colonel  COLTHUEST  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  any  means  of  coping 
with  exceptional  distress  unless  addi- 
tional powers  are  conferred  upon  them  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  will  find  an  answer  to 
his  Question  is  included  in  the  answers  I 
have  already  given  in  reply  to  similar 
Questions  put  to  me  this  evening. 

THE  LAND  ACTS  (IRELAND),  1870-1881- 
APPLICATIONS  FOR  LOANS. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  If  he  will  state  the 
amounts  applied  for  by  tenants  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  amounts  advanced  by  the 
Government  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Land  Acts  1870  and  1881,  to  enable 
tenants  to  purchase  their  holdings  in  the 
years  1881  and  1882,  up  to  the  present 
date? 

Mb.  COUETNEY  :  Sir,  the  amount 
for  which  application  has  been  made  to 
the  Land  Commission  under  Sections  24 
and  35  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881  up  to 
Saturday  last  is  £141,954.  Out  of  this 
total  loans  have  been  sanctioned  amount- 
ing to  £88,699  ;  and  of  this  £35,408  has 
actually  been  advanced.  The  total  sum 
agreed  to  be  paid  by  tenants  for  purchase 
of  their  holdings  in  sales  already  com- 
pleted under  these  sections  is  £52,020. 
Under  Section  26  of  the  Act  tenants  have 
purchased  holdings  from  the  Land  Com- 
mission to  a  total  amount  of  £4,667,  of 
which  £1,433  has  been  paid  in  cash  by 
the  tenants,  and  the  rest  remains  on 
mortgage.  Under  the  Act  of  1870  the 
Board  of  Works  have  received  between 
the  1st  of  April,  1881,  and  the  31st  of 
October,  1882,  applications  for  £25,736; 
loans  amounting  to  £18,802  have  been 
sanctioned,  and  £17,492  actually  ad- 
vanced, but  some  part  of  the  amounts 
sanctioned  and  advanced  is  on  account 
of  applications  made  before  April  1, 
1881. 


THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— RESI- 
DENT MAGISTRATES  —  CAPTAIN 
WYNNE. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  letter  in  the  '^  Morning  Post  " 
of  the  15th  instant,  signed  by  Captain 
Wynne,  one  of  the  dismissed  resident 
magistrates ;  whether  it  is  the  case,  as 
therein  stated,  that,  on  his  being  com- 
pulsorily  retired  on  pension,  he  would 
lose  £400  a-year,  and  all  chance  of  future 
promotion,  and  has  had  a  slur  cast  upon 
his  character,  without  a  chance  of  meet- 
ing his  accusers  (if  any)  face  to  face ; 
and,  whether  there  are  other  cases  of  a 
similar  nature  as  stated  by  Captain 
Wynne  ? 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  :  Sir,  I  have  seen 
the  letter  referred  to.  The  facts  of  the 
case  are  simply  these — In  reorganiza- 
tion of  offices  an  opportunity  is  afforded 
of  reviewing  the  capabilities  of  the  per- 
sons employed,  and  of  pensioning  those 
whose  services  can  with  advantage  to  the 
public  service  be  dispensed  with.  His 
Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  at  a 
great  crisis  in  the  affairs  of  Ireland — 
and  after  the  services  of  the  Besident 
Magistrates  had  for  a  long  while  gone  on 
without  any  check — acted  on  his  re- 
sponsibility in  selecting  gentlemen  for 
retirement  on  the  recent  reorganization 
of  the  magistracy.  I  think  he  had  good, 
reason  for  it ;  and  I  do  not  think  in  this 
case,  or  in  any  other  case  when  reorgani- 
zation of  offices  takes  place,  that  it  is  in 
the  interest  of  the  gentlemen  themselves, 
or  for  the  advantage  of  the  public  ser- 
vice that  a  Minister  should  be  asked  to 
state  in  Parliament  the  special  reasons 
why  the  Government  felt  called  upon  to 
select  some  officer  for  retirement. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  :  Do  I  understand 
that  the  Government  cast  any  slur  on  the 
character  of  this  gentleman  by  his  en- 
forced retirement  ? 

Mr.  TKEVELYAN  :  That  is  a  very 
difficult  inquiry  to  answer.  Unquestion- 
ably no  slur  is  intended  to  be  conveyed 
by  this  enforced  retirement.  At  the  same 
time.  Captain  Wynne  was  retired  because 
His  Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was 
of  opinion  that  the  extremely  important 
position  of  a  Resident  Magistrate  in  Ire- 
land was  one  which,  on  the  whole,  he  was 
not  capable  of  filling  with  advantage  to 
the  public  service. 
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THE  IRISH  NATIONAL  LEAGUE— THE 
CONSTABULARY. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  GoTernment  are 
aware  that  a  sub-constable  of  police 
has  been  attending  the  weekly  meetings 
of  the  branch  of  the  Irish  National 
League  at  Bruff,  county  Limerick,  and 
taking  notes  of  the  proceedings ;  wlfe- 
ther  a  similar  course  has  been  pursued 
in  other  places;  whether  the  police  have 
any  legal  right  to  demand  admission  to 
such  meetings,  unless  upon  a  warrant; 
and,  whether  the  Goyernment  will  di* 
reot  the  police  not  to  continue  to  intrude 
themselyes  upon  the  meetings  of  a  legal 
association  ? 

Mr.  TREYELTAN  :  I  am  informed, 
Sir,  that  Sub-Oonstable  Irwin,  of  Bniff, 
attended  a  meeting  of  the  Labourers' 
League  on  the  29th  ultimo,  at  which 
meeting  it  was  resolved  that  the  La- 
bourers' League  should  lapse  and  that 
a  branch  of  the  Irish  National  League 
should  be  established  in  its  stead.  The 
meeting  was  adjourned  until  the  12th 
instant,  when  he  again  attended.  He 
took  no  notes  of  the  proceedings.  He 
did  not  demand  admittance  to  the  meet- 
ing ;  he  entered  the  outhouse  where  it 
was  held  the  same  as  the  others  who 
attended  it.  He  attended  from  mere 
curiosity,  and  made  no  report  whatever 
to  his  superior  officer  of  his  having 
done  BO. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MB. 

MARTIN,  CBOWN  SOLICITOR, 

CO.  DONEGAL. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Is  it  a  fact  that  Mr.  Martin,  of  Hamil- 
ton, county  Donegal,  and  Sessional 
Crown  Prosecutor  for  that  county,  is 
also  law  agent  fur  several  landowners 
in  the  county ;  and,  whether  he  appears 
to  represent  the  Crown  in  the  Arrears 
Court  f 

Mb.  THEYELYAN  :  In  addition  to 
being  Sessional  Crown  Solicitor  for  the 
County  Donegal,  Mr.  Martin  is  a  solici- 
tor in  private  practice,  and  may  as  such 
have  acted  as  law  agent  for  landowners 
in  the  county.  With  respect  to  the  Ar- 
rears Court,  Mr.  Martin  was  instructed  in 
the  same  wav  as  the  Sessional  Crown 
Solicitors  in  the  other  counties  to  appear 


for  the  Treasury  in  such  cases  as  were 
considered  necessary. 

M&.  BIGGAB  asked  whether  Ses- 
sional Prosecutors  were  also  frequently 
solicitors  for  landowners  in  the  dis- 
trict? 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN:  To  say  I  do 
not  know  that  they  are  would  be  no 
answer.  The  hon.  Member  must  give 
me  Notice  of  his  Question. 

ARREARS  OF  RENT  (IRELAND)   ACT- 
APPLICATIONS  FOR  LOANS. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  he  can  state  the  number  of 
applications  under  the  Arrears  Act  down 
to  the  15th  instant? 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN :  Sir,  the  number 
of  applications  to  the  15th  instant  has 
been  14,167,  and  comprised  20,729  hold- 
ings. There  have  been  6,164  joint  ap- 
plications, and  8,003  separate  applica- 
tions. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM:  Would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  state  the  amount  of 
money  in  question  ? 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN :  The  amount,  I 
believe,  is  £250,000. 

POST  OFFICE— ACCELERATION  OF 
THE  IRISH  HAILS. 

Mb.  MOOBE  asked  the  PoetmasUr 
Qeneral,  Whether  he  has  any  scheme 
in  view  for  the  acceleration  of  the  mails 
between  England  and  Ireland  ? 

Ma.  FAWCETT:  Sir,  the  quertion 
of  accelerating  the  mails  between  Ens- 
land  and  Ireland  has  been  considered; 
but  a  decision  has  been  deferred  until 
the  question  of  providing  for  the  sea 
service  between  Holyhead  and  Kings- 
town under  a  new  contract  has  first  been 
disposed  of. 

ARMY— IRISH  RECRUITS. 

Mb.  M'COAN  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  within  his 
knowledge  that,  outside  the  more  spe- 
cially Irish  regiments,  the  Colonels  of 
the  great  majority  of  regiments  in  Her 
Majesty'sServioe  instruct  theirrecroiting 
sergeants  to  refuse  Irish  recruits,  with 
the  result  that,  whereas  the  proportion 
of  Irishmen  in  our  Army  was  formerly 
above  seventy  per  cent.,  it  is  now  only 
about  twenty-two  per  cent. ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  approves  of  such  exoluaion  of 
Irishmen  from  any  regiment  in  Her 
Majesty's  Service? 


I 


1717        Arrears  of  Rent        {Noyembeb  20,  1882]  (Ireland)  Act.          1718 

Mh.  CHILDEES  :  Sir,  the  Hon.  Mem-  Sib   CHARLES   W.    DILKE  :    Sir, 

ber  is  probably  not  aware  that  the  whole  Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Tananarive  has 

management  of  recruiting  for  the  Army  been  instructed  to  furnish  a  Beport  of 

is  now  under  the  Inspector  General  of  the  number  of   British    subjects    and 

Beoruiting.      General    Bulwer  informs  Creoles  resident  in  Madagascar, 
me  that  no  such  instructions  as  the  hon. 

Member    conceives    have    been    issued  ARREARS  OF  RENT  (IRELAND)  ACT— 

either  by  colonels  of  regiments  or  by  APPLICATIONS  FOR  LOANS, 

colonels  of  regimental  districts.     I  am  Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 

afraid  that  the  halcyon  days  of  the  Army  tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

consisting  of  Irishmen  to  the  extent  of  How  many  applications  under  the  Ar- 

70  per  cent,  if  those  days  ever  existed,  rears  Act  have  been  lodged  with  the 

are  long  past.     The  Army  now  contains  Land  Commission ;  how  many  have  been 

rather  more  than  the  proportion  of  Irish-  granted,  and  to  what  amount ;  how  many 

men  which  is  due  to  it  on  the  basis  of  the  refused  ;  and  how  many  remain  to  be 

population  of  the   three  parts  of  the  dealt  with  ;  what  is  the  strength  of  the 

United  Kingdom  ;  but  I  should,  never-  staff  of  investigators  now  available  for 

theless,  gladly  welcome  any  addition  of  proceeding  with  these  cases ;  what  esti- 

Irishmen  of   the   stuff    of   those   who  mate  is  formed  of  the  number  of  cases 

stormed  the  entrenchments  of   Tel-el-  that  may  be  heard  by  the  dOth  of  this 

Kebir.  month  ;  and,  whether  any  estimate  can 

be  made  of  the  number  of   cases  of 

ARMY   HOSPITALS    AND    ASYLUMS—  tenants  contemplated  by  the  Arrears  Act 

LORD  MORLEY'S  COMMITTEE.  who  will  be  excluded  from  its  benefits 

Mb  SEXTON  asked  the  Secretary  of  SL^n^^^XtSecSriniTe  tt! 

State  for  War,  Whether  the  Eeport  of  n,;„|tion,  on  the  30th  instant,  of  the 

the  Committee  appointed  by  him  under  .^^  ^^^j^j^  ^^^^  ^^^  l^^dlord.  may 

the  presidency  ofLordMorley,  to  inquire  ^^  ^^^j^g^^  in  respect  to  the  rent  for 

into  the  condition  and  administration  ^i  iqqi  9 

Eoyal  Hospitals  at  Chelsea  and  KQ-  ^^  TREVELYAN :  Reporting  on 
mamham,  the  Royal  Mihtary  Asylum,  g^jurday,  the  Land  Commiwionew  in- 
and  the  Royal  Hibernian  -Military  for.^  ^^'that  16,846  applications  have 
School  has  yet  been  agreed  to;  if  so  ^^^^  ^^^  ,3^3  bJ/b^^^  ^^^ur- 
when  It  will  be  issued;  and,  if  not  yet  ^^  ^^^^  J  ^^^  „„  orders  for 
agreed  to,  when  it  is  probable  that  it  pa'  ent  have  b^n  made  since  those  set 
will  be  ready,  more  than  six  months  f^^  .^  ^^^  ^^^^^^  presented  by  corn- 
having  now  elapsed  smce  the  completion  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^j^  ^^^  ^^^  proce^ings 
of  the  hearing  of  evidence  down  to  the  31  st  of  October.    That  Re- 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  the  hon.  Mem-  t^^gtowethe amount  tobe£5,062  3..  U. 

ber  18  entirely  m  error  if  he  supposes  porty-two  cases  have  been  unfavourably 

that  the  evidence  taken  by  Lord  Mor-  J;   ^               3  jl9  ^^^  ^^^^  ^eei 

ley's  Committee  closed  six  months  ago.  j^^e^ti    te3,  biit  not  yet  reported  upon : 

1  have  quite  recently  read  the  Report,  ^^^  ^^^j^^  \^^^  ^^^^^  g^535  ^  ^^. 

which  18  long  and  interesting;  and  when  ^^^^  ^  ^^  ^^^^  ^.^^      Thirty-six 

we  have  decided  what  action  to  take  on  •  „^«4.«  «i.^^„  ^^•^  ^,v>.>i««.^/i  „•>  frv  Qof,^*. 

,                    J  . .         T  1.        i.  investigators  were  employed  up  to  oatur- 

Its  several  recommendations  I  hope  to  day,  but  many  more  are  to  enter  on  their 

lay  It  on  the  Table,  probably  early  in  ^^^[^^  ^^^  ^^^^     ^^^  Commissioners 

next  Session.  ^^p^^^  ^^  ^^  ^y^  ^^^  ^1^^  3^^.^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^ 

_  the  oases  that  are  lodged  up  to  and  indud- 

MADAGASCAR-NUMBER   OF   BRITISH  >       ^^^  25th  instant      It  is  not  possible 

SUBJECTS  RESIDENT  IN,  INCLUDING  to  form  an  estimate  of  the  number  of 

CREOLES  FROM  THE  MAURITIUS.  ^.^ses  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  in 

Me.  J.  N.  EICHARDSON  asked  the  the  final    paragraph  of  his  Question. 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  The  Land  Uommissioners  ask  me  to  say 

AflFairs,  Whether  he  will  instruct   the  — and  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  add  this  to 

British  Consul  to  report  upon  the  num-  my  answer,  but  in  justice  to  them  I  am 

berof  British  subjects  there  are  resident  obliged  to  do  so — that  the  preparation 

in  Madagascar,  including  Creoles  from  of  the  statistics  necessary  for  answering 

the  Mauritius.  the  foregoing  Questions  occupied  the 
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time  of  the  Controller  and  three  of  his 
principal  assistants  for  some  hours.  Just 
now  every  minute  is  of  importance  to 
them,  and  they  deplore  that  at  a  time 
when  there  is  a  pressing  necessity  for 
doing  work  their  staff  should  be  occupied 
in  stating  what  work  had  been  done. 

THE   IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— THE 
HANGING  GALE. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  General 
Tisdal,  investigator  under  the  Arrears 
Act,  heard  a  case  at  Tubbercurry,  county 
Sligo,  on  Friday  last,  in  which  a  tenant 
named  Anthony  Gallagher,  claiming  the 
benefit  of  the  Act,  and  holding  a  tenancy 
the  rents  of  which  were  payable  every 
March  and  September,  produced  receipts 
dated  23rd  May  1881  and  20th  February 
1882,  each  for  a  half  year's  rent,  and 
claimed  that  these  payments  should  be 
held  to  be  in  satisfaction  for  the  rent  of 
1881,  but  the  investigator,  upon  the 
statement  of  the  agent,  that  the  March 
rent  was  not  called  in  until  September, 
and  therefore  that  rent  paid  before 
September  1881  could  not  satisfy  the 
March  gale,  decided  that  there  was 
upon  the  estate  what  he  termed  ''  a  five 
months'  hanging  gale ;  "  whether  this 
decision  is  contrary  to  the  instructions 
issued  by  the  Land  Commission  to  the 
investigators,  and  whether  a  gale  ''hang- 
ing "  for  a  term  less  than  a  half  year, 
falls  under  the  provision  of  the  Act ;  or, 
if  so,  whether  it  is  open  to  an  investi- 
gator to  declare  that  a  ''  hanging  gale  " 
exists  in  every  case  in  which  the  rent  is 
not  called  in  upon  the  precise  day  on 
which  it  accrues  due  ;  whether  General 
Tisdal,  in  the  case  in  question,  heard  the 
tenant's  evidence  upon  oath,  but  took 
the  evidence  of  the  agent  without  swear- 
ing him,  and  did  not  cause  the  oath  to 
be  administered  to  him  until  a  clergyman 
informed  him  that  public  opinion  would 
be  brought  to  bear  upon  his  conduct ; 
who  recommended  General  Tisdal  for 
the  office  of  investigator,  and  what  his 
qualifications  are ;  and,  whether  notice 
will  be  taken  of  his  ruling  in  the  case 
of  Anthony  Gallagher,  and  his  omission 
to  administer  the  oath  impartially  to 
witnesses  before  him  ? 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  Land 
Commissioners  have  sent  me  a  Heport 
from  General  Tisdal  in  reference  to  thia 
question,  in  which  he  says  that  he  en- 


tered  in  his  notes  that  in  the  case  of  An- 
thony Gallagher  the  rent  of  1881  had 
not  been  paid,  inasmuch  as  the  ordinary 
course  of  dealing  on  this  estate  with  re- 
gard to  payments  of  rent  was  stated  to 
be  that  the  March  rent  accrued  due  on 
the  1st  of  September  following,  and  the 
September  rent  on  the  1st  of  March  fol- 
lowing. General  Tisdal  states  that  he 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  swear  the 
agent  as  to  the  custom  of  the  hanging 
gale  on  the  estate  while  he  was  arguing 
the  case  on  the  examination  of  the 
tenant ;  and  he  believed,  to  the  best  of 
his  recollection,  the  tenant  did  not  deny 
the  agent's  statement  as  to  the  custom 
on  the  estate.  The  Land  Commissioners 
had  not  received  General  Tisdal's  official 
Report  on  the  case  when  sending  me  this 
letter,  and  they  are  unwilling  to  express 
any  opinion  as  to  whether  or  not  his  de- 
cision was  right  until  the  question  comes 
judicially  before  them. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  endeavour 
to  ascertain  whether,  when  a  gale  of 
rent  was  payable  before  the  next  gale 
was  due,  it  was  or  was  not  a  hanging 
gale? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  proper 
way  to  decide  the  question  as  to  the 
hanging  gale,  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, is  by  a  decision  of  the  Land  Com- 
missioners on  a  cardinal  case  suoh  as 
this,  and  I  am  quite  alive  to  the  impor- 
tance of  such  decision  being  given  as 
soon  as  possible. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION 
(COURT  VALUERS). 

Mr.  lewis  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  the  three  months  tem- 
porary appointment  of  Court  Valuers 
will  expire  in  a  very  few  weeks,  he  will 
appoint  an  early  day  for  the  discussion 
of  the  Motion  on  the  Paper  as  regards 
the  interference  of  the  Government  with 
the  Court  Valuers  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  moment  had  not  yet  arrived  for 
making  a  declaration  on  the  subject 
But  hefore  the  end  of  December,  when 
the  present  arrangement  terminated,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  would  state  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government. 

MADAGASCAR. 
Mr.  W.  H.  smith  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  Her  Majesty's 
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Gk>y eminent  see  their  way  to  proflfer 
their  good  officeB  to  the  Governments  of 
France  and  Madagascar  in  order  to  a 
settlement  of  the  differences  which  un- 
fortunately exist  between  the  Eepublic 
of  France  and  the  Queen  of  the  Hovas. 
with  the  view  of  securing  the  indepen- 
dence and  inviolability  of  Madagascar  ? 
Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to 
state  that  the  Government  have  con- 
sidered it  their  business  to  watch  care- 
fully the  relations  between  France  and 
Madagascar,  and  that  they  will  continue 
to  do  so.  I  cannot,  at  present,  make 
any  more  definite  statement  than  that. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  — 
ULSTER  TENANT  FARMERS'  ASSO- 
CIATION. 

Mb.  J.  N.  RICHAEDSON  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  has  received  a  letter  from  the  Tenant 
Farmers'  Association  of  Ulster  signed 
by  a  representative  from  each  county  in 
that  province,  making  certain  repre- 
sentations respecting  the  administration 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1881  ;  and,  whether 
he  has  any  objection  to  a  Copy  being 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Yes,  Sir;  I 
have  received  such  a  letter,  and  I  have 
so  objection  to  a  copy  of  it  being  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

EGYPT— SIAVERY  CONVENTION 
OF  1877. 

Mr.  pease  (for  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Representatives 
in  Egypt  have  been  or  will  be  instructed 
to  press  upon  the  Khedive  of  Egypt  the 
fulfilment  of  the  Convention  of  1877  be- 
tween the  British  and  Egyptian  Govern- 
ments for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade,  and  to  endeavour  to  obtain  the 
abolition  of  slavery  in  Egypt  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  In  answer  to  this 
Question,  I  need  hardly  state  that  the  Go- 
vernment are,  like  my  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Friends,  very  anxious  to  deal  both  with 
the  subject  of  the  Slave  Trade  and  the 
subject  of  slavery  in  Egypt.  One  of  the 
very  first  despatches  sent  from  the  Fo- 
reign Office  to  Lord  Dufferin  was  upon 
this  subject.  There  has  not  been  time 
since  his  arrival  to  receive  any  Keport 
from  him,  nor  do  we  know,  indeed,  that 
Jie  had  time  to  frame  a  Keport ;  but  it  is 


a  subject  which  he  will  by  no  means 
neglect,  and  on  which  we  shall  be  de- 
sirous to  pursue  a  policy  in  conformity 
with  the  spirit  of  that  policy  with  which 
the  name  of  this  country  has  been  asso- 
ciated for  so  long  a  period. 

ARREARS  OF  RENT  (IRELAND)  ACT- 
EXTENSION  OF  TIME,  &c. 

Mr.  PARNELL  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  has  reason 
to  believe  that  a  considerable  number  of 
tenants  in  a  position  to  prove  their  in- 
ability to  pay  antecedent  arrears,  and 
willing  to  satisfy  the  other  requirements 
of  the  Arrears  Act,  are  unable  to  take 
advantage  of  that  Act  owing  to  their  in- 
ability to  pay  costs  incurred  in  actions 
for  ejectment  and  for  recovery  of  such 
antecedent  arrears ;  and,  if  a  Bill  for 
the  amendment  of  the  Arrears  Act  be 
introduced,  whether  provision  can  be 
made  for  the  payment  to  the  land- 
lord  out  of  the  Church  Fund  of  these 
costs  ? 

Mr.  a.  T.  DICKSON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he  can  propose 
any  plan  by  which  the  difficulty  in  con- 
nection with  the  Arrears  Act  can  be  sur- 
mounted ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  with  regard 
to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson),  I  think  it 
has  been  already  answered  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  It  does  not 
specify  details ;  but  I  presume  it  refers 
to  a  number  of  tenants  who,  it  is  sup- 
posed, have  not  been  able  to  bring  for- 
ward their  cases  before  the  30th  of  No- 
vember. Well,  we  have  had  communi- 
cations from  the  Land  Commissioners 
on  that  subject,  and  they  are  of  opinion 
that  only  a  small  number  of  tenants 
will  be  debarred  from  the  benefit  of  the 
Act  by  the  limitation  of  the  date.  With 
regard  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell), 
which  is  more  detailed,  and  which  ap- 
peals to  me  as  to  the  character  of  the  in- 
formation I  have  received  and  the  im- 
pression I  entertain,  the  hon.  Member  is 
aware  that  there  is  nothing  in  the  Act 
requiring  tenants  to  pay  costs  as  a  con- 
dition for  their  obtaining  relief  under 
the  Act.  Accordingly,  if  there  be  ten- 
ants who  are  discouraged  from  seeking 
to  obtain  the  advantages  of  the  Act, 
owing  to  their  inability  to  pay  costs  in- 
curred in  actions  for  ejectment  and  the 
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recovery  of  antecedent  arrears,  we  must 
also  recollect  that  there  may  be  other 
causes  which  would  sufficiently  dis- 
courage them  in  the  same  way.  Even 
if  the  costs  were  remitted  in  such  cases, 
they  may  be  otherwise  so  deeply  in- 
volved in  debt  as  to  deprive  them  of  the 
resource  of  coming  into  Court  under  the 
Arrears  Act,  because  the  costs  referred 
to  in  the  Question  do  not  differ  from 
any  other  liability  for  which  judgments 
might  be  obtained,  and  which  did  not 
influence  the  House  when  they  decided 
in  the  debates  upon  the  Arrears  Bill. 
The  latter  portion  of  the  Question  con- 
templates an  enlargement  of  the  Act  on 
this  subject  by  legislation,  and  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  former  judgment  of  the 
House ;  and  I  cannot  say  that  we  are 
prepared  to  undertake  the  re-opening  of 
the  Act  at  the  present  time  for  a  pur- 
pose which  is  grave  in  itself  and  lies 
under  the  disadvantage  that  the  House 
has  already  formed  an  adverse  judg- 
ment upon  it. 

Mr.  JPAENELL  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  is  not 
the  fact  that  under  the  Arrears  Act  in 
any  judgment  which  may  have  been  re- 
covered against  a  tenant  in  ejectment 
or  for  the  recovery  of  rent,  which  is  not 
discharged  by  the  order  of  the  Court 
directing  the  payment  of  a  year's  rent 
out  of  the  public  funds,  and  the  remis- 
sion of  the  antecedent  arrears  by  the 
landlord,  the  tenant  must  pay  the  costs 
incurred  by  the  proceedings  in  ejectment 
or  for  recovery  of  rent  ? 
.  Mr.  lewis  :  Before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answers  the  Question,  I  wish 
to  ask  him  what  significance  there  may 
be  in  the  words  **  at  the  present  time," 
which  he  has  just  uttered.  In  other 
words,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment now  have  in  contemplation  to 
amend  the  Arrears  Act  in  the  next  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  did  not  intend 
to  convey  any  intention  at  all  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I 
intended  to  say  that  at  the  present  time 
— that  is,  in  the  present  circumstances — 
they  were  not  favourable  to  entertain- 
ing the  question  on  the  suggestion  of 
any  Member  of  Parliament.  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  Member 
stated  the  Act  correctly ;  but  I  would 
rather  answer  the  Question  with  the 
assistance  of  the  Irish  Law  0&Q«t. 
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POST  OFFICE— POSTING  IN  MAIL 
TRAINS. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  (for  Mr.  E.  N. 
Fowleb)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
To  what  and  to  how  many  Sunday  even- 
ing mail  trains  the  rule  he  proposes  re- 
fers ;  whether  he  will  give  a  list  of  the 
stations  at  which  the  facility  for  posting 
will  be  supplied  ;  whether  the  facility  is 
for  foreign  letters  only  ;  and,  how  many 
boxes  will  have  to  be  opened  in  London 
on  Sunday  evening  to  collect  the  letters 
to  be  forwarded  under  his  proposed  new 
arrangement  ? 

Mb.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  the  rule  refers 
to  1 0  mail  trains  in  all — namely,  the  Irish 
and  the  Scotch  night  mail  trains  from 
Euston ;  the  Great  Western  night  mail 
train  from  Paddington;  the  Midland 
from  St.  Pancras;  the  London  and 
South -Western  from  Waterloo;  the 
Great  Eastern  night  mail  trains  to  Ips- 
wich and  Cambridge  respectively  from 
Liverpool  Street;  the  foreign  and  tiie 
inland  night  mail  trains  respectivdj 
from  Cannon  Street ;  and  the  London, 
Brighton,  and  South  Coast  night  mail 
train  from  London  Bridge.  The  facility 
is  for  inland  letters  and  for  Continent^ 
alike.  My  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
is  under  a  misapprehension  in  supposing 
that  it  will  be  necessary  to  open  any 
letter-boxes  in  London  except  those  at- 
tached  to  the  mail  trains  just  mentioned. 

INDIA  (BRITISH  BURMAH)— MRA  THA 

BOON. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  he  has 
received  a  Petition  from  Mra  Tha  Doon, 
lately  a  native  magistrate  at  Akyat  in 
British  Burmah;  whether  Mra  Tha 
Doon  complained  of  being  dismissed 
without  a  hearing  after  more  than 
twenty  years'  service ;  whether  the  Pe- 
tition of  Mra  Tha  Doon  was  rejected  by 
him  on  the  ground  that  no  complaint 
made  direct  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
can  be  attended  to ;  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  Mra  Tha  Doon  had  previously 
petitioned  the  Deputy  Commissioner  at 
Akyat  for  a  hearing  and  had  received 
no  reply ;  had  then  petitioned  the  Chisf 
Commissioner  of  British  Burmah  for  a 
hearing  and  had  received  no  reply ;  and 
then  petitioned  the  late  Governor  Gene- 
ral of  India,  Lord  Lytton,  for  a  hearing 
wv^  V«A  \^^v»^\  Tw^  T^^ly  \  and,  wh^ 


Iff.  Ghdtion^ 
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ther  he  will  take  any  steps  to  obtain  a 
fair  hearing  for  any  complaints  of 
alleged  wrongful  dismissal  which  this 
native  ex-mag^strate  has  to  make  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Sir,  early  in  1881  a  Petition  reached  the 
India  Office  which  purported  to  come 
from  Mra  Tha  Doon,  who  was  formerly 
an  extra  Assistant  Commissioner,  third 
g^ade,  at  Akyat,  in  Arakan.  That  Pe- 
tition was  returned  to  India,  not  having 
been  forwarded  according  to  the  rules  of 
the  service  through  the  Government 
under  which  the  memorialist  served.  It 
is  impossible  to  say  now  what  particular 
complaints  were  made  in  that  Petition. 
There  is  no  information  in  the  India 
Office  as  to  whether  it  is  or  is  not  the 
fact  that  Mra  Tha  Doon  had  previously 
presented  all  or  any  of  the  other  Peti- 
tions referred  to  in  the  Question.  But 
there  are  records  in  the  India  Office 
which  show  that  Mra  Tha  Doon  was 
dismissed  by  order  of  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner of  British  Burmah,  dated  the 
15th  of  July,  1879.  The  charges  against 
him  were  considered  in  detail  by  the 
Commissioner  of  Arakan,  by  the  Judi- 
cial Commissioner  of  British  Burmah," 
and  by  the  Chief  Commissioner,  Sir 
Charles  Aitchison,  and  each  of  these 
officers  in  succession  considered  the  ex- 
planation submitted  by  Mra  Tha  Doon 
entirely  unsatisfactory,  and  that  it  was 
necessary  he  should  be  dismissed.  Hav- 
ing no  reason  whatever  to  doubt  that 
Mra  Tha  Doon  was  fairly  and  properly 
dealt  with,  I  have  no  intention  of  taking 
any  steps  in  the  matter. 

INDIA    (BOMBAY)— LOCAL 
ADMINISTRATION. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  state- 
ment in  the  ''  Bombay  Gazette  "  that 
the  officials  in  the  Bombay  Presidency, 

"  Taken  as  a  body,  are  resisting  Lord  Ripon's 
scheme  for  associating  the  Natives  in  the  work 
of  Local  Administration  ;  " 

and,  whether,  if  this  statement  be  true, 
he  has  received  any  information  as  to 
the  grounds  of  such  official  opposi- 
tion ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON : 
Sir,  I  have  seen,  in  the  newspaper  called 
The  Bombay  Gazette^  the  statement  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member.    I  have  no  reason  to  suppose 


that  statement  is  correct— on  the  con- 
trary, a  telegram  has  been  received  stat- 
ing that  the  Bombay  Government  have 
informed  the  Government  of  India  that 
they  would  give  a  fair  trial  to  the  pro- 
posed experiment  for  self-government. 
Of  course,  there  is  some  difference  of  opi- 
nion among  Government  officers  as  to 
the  extent  to  which  effect  can  at  once  be 
given  to  certain  portions  of  the  scheme 
of  the  Government  of  India  ;  but  there 
is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  Bombay 
Government  would  obstruct  the  Govern- 
ment of  India. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  asked  whether 
Lord  Ripon's  scheme  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
in  Council,  and  approved  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON 
said,  that  the  Eesolutions  of  the  Gt)vern- 
ment  of  India  containing  the  principle 
on  which  they  proposed  that  the  scheme 
of  local  government  in  India  should 
proceed  had  been  sent  home  and  ap- 
proved. He  proposed  shortly  to  lay  be- 
fore Parliament  Papers  on  this  subject. 

PARLIAMENT  —  ORDER  —  PARLIAMEN- 
TARY OATH  (MR.  BRADLAUGH)— 
NOTICES. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Perhaps,  Sir,  you  will  allow  me  to  ask 
a  Question  on  a  point  of  Order  ?  I  wish 
to  draw  your  attention  to  the  Order 
Book  of  the  House,  where  you  will  ob- 
serve that  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  has  placed 
for  to-morrow  and  several  following 
days  up  to  the  1st  of  December  Notices 
of  Motion  relating  to  his  Colleague,  the 
other  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh),  the  Northampton  Election, 
and  other  matters  connected  with  it ;  and 
I  desire  to  draw  your  attention  to  the 
fact  that  these  Notices  of  Motion  were 
not  placed  in  the  Order  Book  of  the 
House  until  after  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Gloucestershire  (Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke) 
had  given  Notice  of  a  Motion  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  release  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) ;  and  I 
would  ask  whether  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  is  in  Order  in  placing  on 
the  Order  Book  for  several  days  to  come 
Notices  of  Motion  relating  to  the  other 
Member  for  Northampton,  substantially 
identical  in  their  object,  though  varying 
in  their  terms  \  and  if  tVi\&^wYt^!^\^\a^«Q. 
to  prevent  \\i^'\ioii.l^ws:^«ti'Qrt^^^N^^^»r 
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tersliire  from  bringing  on  his  Motion, 
whether  such  a  proceeding  is  not  only 
an  invasion  of  the  Forms  of  the  House, 
but  a  gross  irregularity  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  venture  to 
ask  you,  Sir,  whether  the  noble  Lord 
has  a  right  to  describe  my  Notices  of 
Motion  as  identical  ?  My  Motion  for  to- 
day is  that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
it  is  desirable  that  all  duly-elected  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  should  be  allowed 
to  affirm  their  allegiance,  and  that  ap- 
plies to  every  other  Member  of  the 
House,  as  well  as  to  my  hon.  Colleague. 
I  wish  also  to  ask  whether  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  will  not  come  before  the 
Notices  of  Motion  on  Monday  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  matter.  I  have  looked 
into  it,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
course  proposed  to  be  taken  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  is  highly  in- 
convenient, if  not  irregular.  I  have 
examined  the  several  Notices  of  Motion 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord ;  and, 
although  they  may  not  be  identical,  if 
some  of  the  Motions  were  negatived  by 
the  House,  many  others  could  not  be 
put,  as  being  substantially  the  same. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
After  your  ruling.  Sir,  may  I  be  allowed 
to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
whether  he  will  take  off  the  Notices 
alluded  to  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  would  ask 
again  whether  Orders  of  the  Day  on 
Monday  have  not  precedence  of  Notices 
of  Motion  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  It  is  well  known 
that  that  is  the  case. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  must  press  the  hon.  Member  to  give 
me  an  answer  to  my  Question.  [Mr. 
Labouchere  :  Notice.]  I  wish  to  know 
whether,  after  your  decision,  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  at  once  remove  the 
Notices  he  has  placed  on  the  Paper  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

MR.  PARNELL,  M.P..   &c.   (RELEASE 
FROM  KILMAINHAM).      " 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE  asked  at  what  time 
the  Prime  Minister  proposed  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  on  Pro- 
cedure in  order  to  permit  the  discussion 
of  his  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee 
into  the  circumstances  attending  the 
release  of  Irish  Members  from  Kil- 
mainham? 

Lord  Randofph  ChwrehilX 


Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  must  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  statement  I  made 
on  Thursday  with  respeot  to  the  Motion 
on  the  Report  of  the  Qraj  Committee. 
I  shall  act  in  the  same  manner  with 
respect  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Notice. 
More  than  that  I  cannot  say,  as  much 
depends  upon  the  course  that  the  dis- 
cussion on  Procedure  may  take  to- 
night. 

ORDER    OF  TEE   BAY. 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS     OP     THE 
HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE-EIGHTH  RULE  (THE  HALF. 
PAST  TWELVE  O'CLOCK  RULE). 
[adjourned   DEBATE.]      [tWKNTT- 
PIFTH   NIGHT.] 

Standing  Order  (Half -past  Twelro 
o'clock  Eule)  18  February  1 879,  amended 
9  May  1882,  further  coimdered, 

Mb.  HINDE  palmer,  moTed,  asaa 
Amendment,  to  add  to  the  exemptionf 
"Bills  which  have  been  settled  bya  oeleet 
Committee."  The  House  would  admit 
that  a  Bill  which  had  gone  through  the 
ordeal  of  a  Select  Committee  £wajs 
came  before  it  in  a  much  more  complete 
form  than  one  that  had  not,  and  any 
Amendments  were  narrowed  down  to  a 
▼ery  small  compass.  If  such  Bills  were 
exempted  from  the  Half-past  Twelre 
o'clock  Bule  a  great  deal  of  valuable 
labour  which  had  been  undergone  by 
Committees  would  not  be  lost.  They 
would  still  be  open  to  revision  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  wnole  House.  He  would 
remind  the  House  that,  though  the 
Floods  Prevention  Bill  passed  through 
a  Select  Committee,  it  was  blocked  by  a 
private  Member  in  the  House,  owing  to 
the  operation  of  the  Rule.  He,  there- 
fore, trusted  that  Bills  that  had  passed 
through  a  Select  Committee  would  be 
excepted  from  the  Rule. 

Amendment  proposed, 

After  the  word  **  Hooae,"  at  the  end  of  the 
foregoing  Amendment,  to  insert  the  words  *'  or 
have  been  settled  by  a  Select  Committee."— (Jfr. 
Hinde  Palmer), 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  he 

thought    that    the    hon.    and    learned 

Member  for  Lincoln's  (Mr.  Hinde  Pal- 

yTa^t'e^  ^ro^osed  exemption  would  de- 
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Btroj  the  effect  of  the  decision  which 
had  been  reached ,  with  great  unani- 
mity*  by  both  sides  of  the  House  after 
discussion    on    Friday.     The    Amend- 
ment was  against  the  spirit  of  the  con- 
cession made  by  the  Prime   Minister, 
which  only  opened  the  Beport  stage  to 
Bills  which  had  passed  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House,  and  which  had  been 
made  in  riew  of  the  possible  Grand  Com- 
mittees.    If  carried,  it  would  throw  the 
House  back  into  a  vortex  of  confusion 
and  disorder.  The  House  must  know  how 
often  it  found  Bills  coming  back  from  Se- 
lect Committees  totally  altered,  not  in 
details,  but  in  principles — important  ele- 
ments omitted,  or  else  introduced.     He 
need  only  point,  in  his  own  experience, 
to  the  great  and  important  Committee  on 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford's  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster's)  En- 
dowed Schools  Bill,  of  which  he  (Mr. 
Beresford  Hope)  had  been  a  Member, 
to  show  what  the  revision  of  a  Select 
Committee  meant.     Besides,  the  House 
must  recollect  the  system  on  which  Se- 
lect Committees  were  composed  and  the 
element  of  chance  about  them,  with  the 
narrow  majority  of  1  always  secured  to 
the  Party  which  was  in  the  majority 
in  the  House,  so  that  a  chance  cold 
or  two  might  alter  the  whole  upshot  of  its 
deliberations.     So,  notwithstanding  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Lincoln's 
appeal    as   to    the    hardship    of   Bills 
over  which  Select  Committees  had  been 
laboriously  hammering  after  all  falling 
through,  the  evil  would  be  much  greater 
of  subjecting  the  House  to  the   hap- 
hazard chances  of  having  to  take  Bills 
without  adequate  investigation,  merely 
because  they  had  passed — no  one  could 
tell  how — the  ordeal  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  while 
admitting  the  force  of  a  great  deal  of 
what  had  been  said  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  behind  him  (Mr.  Hinde 
Palmer)  in  favour  of  the  Amendment, 
he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  hoped  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  would  withdraw  it.  He 
must  remember  that  they  were  consider- 
ing Bules  which  would  diminish  opposi- 
tion and  Obstruction,  and  it  was  impor- 
tant to  keep  that  detail  in  view.  It  was 
true  that  a  Select  Committee  frequently 
most  considerably  enhanced  the  value  of 
a  measure,  giving  it  the  character  of  a 
work  of  art,  thereby  making  it  far 
more  perfect  for  the  consideration  of  the 

YOL.  CCLXXIV.    [third  series.] 


House ;  but  consisting,as such  Committees 
did,  of  a  very  limited  number  of  Gentle- 
men, specially  interested  in  a  particular 
subject,   they   sometimes  changed    the 
character  of  the  measures  submitted  to 
them  ;   and  those  measures,  therefore, 
ought  to  command  the  consideration  of 
the  House  at  hours  when  they  could  be 
fully  discussed.     But  there  was  stilB  a 
more  serious  ground  of  opposition  to  the 
proposal  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
The  words  *'  or  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  "  had  been  inserted  in  the  Bale 
now  before  the  House,  in  order  to  leave 
liable  to  the  operations  of  the  Half-past 
Twelve  o'clock  Bule  Reports  from  Grand 
or  Standing  Committees.     They  could 
not  consistently  say  that  a  Beport  from 
a  Select  Committee,   composed  of    15 
Gentlemen,    should  be  exempted,    and 
that  a  Eeport  from  a  Standing  Com- 
mittee of  60  or  80  Members  should  come 
under  the  operation  of  the  Bule.     For 
these  reasons,  he  trusted  the  hon.  and 
learned   Member  would   not  press  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND,  in  rising 
to  move  an  Amendment,  said,  that,  as 
there  were  probably  now  in  the  House 
many  hon.  Members  who  were  not  pre- 
sent on  Friday  last,  when  his  Amend- 
ment was  partially  considered,  he  would 
venture  very  briefly  to  re-state  his  rea- 
sons for  moving  it.  It  was  admitted  by 
the  great  majority  of  the  House  that  the 
Half-past  Twelve  o'clock  Rule  had,  upon 
the  whole,  worked  well ;  but  it  was 
equally  admitted  that  certain  abuses  and 
defects  had  shown  themselves  in  the 
working  of  it,  and  it  was  against  one  ol 
those  fiibuses  that  his  present  Amend- 
ment was  directed.  The  Prime  Minister 
had,  on  Friday  last,  strongly  urged  the 
House  not  to  accept  any  Amendment 
which  would  enervate  the  Standing 
Order.  In  that  desire  he  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  cordially  concurred;  but  he 
thought  that  to  amend  an  abuse,  and  thus 
remove  a  legitimate  objection  to  the 
Rule,  would  be  not  to  enervate,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  to  strengthen  the  Rule. 
He  hoped,  for  that  reason,  to  have  the 
support  not  only  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
but  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  senior 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford  (JSir 
John  Mowbray),  than  whom  there  was 
no  more  staunch  upholder  of  the  Riil^. 
Now,  what  Nvaa\^^  ^<eiwX»  ot  ^^5afe'»^^ 
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bad  no  earihly  interest,  in  a  spirit  of 
pique  or  retaliation,  because  some  mea- 
sure of  bis,  or  of  some  Friend  of  bis, 
had  been  blocked  by  someone  else,  or 
because  he  thought  he  bad  been  ill- 
treated  by  the  Government,  or  by  some 
section  of  the  House.  It  would  prevent 
a  single  Member  from  blocking  a  Bill 
because  he  objected  to  legislation  gene- 
rally, or  because  he  wanted  to  get  to 
bed  early.  He  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  had 
added  some  words  to  the  Amendment 
to  secure  that  the  block  should  be  kept 
on  the  Order  Book  by  six  Members. 
This  he  had  done  in  the  hope  of  meeting 
the  objection  raised  on  Friday  last  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Dodson).  That  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  he  thought  it  would  be 
more  difficult  to  get  rid  of  tbe  block  of 
six  Members  than  it  was  to  get  rid  of 
the  block  by  one  Member.  But  if  tiie 
promoter  of  a  Bill  could  persuade  one 
of  the  six  Members  to  withdraw  his 
name  the  block  would  now  cease  to  be 
valid ;  and  he  thought  it  would  be  quite 
as  easy  to  get  at  one  man  out  of  six  as 
to  get  at  one  man  who  had  blocked 
under  the  present  system.  As  to  the 
number  of  ''  six,"  the  House  would  see 
that  different  numbers  had  been  pro- 
posed. The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill) 
had  proposed ' '  three  " — other  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House 
had  proposed  **  twelve"  and  "twenty." 
He  himself  was  not  opposed  to  "  three," 
nor  particularly  wedded  to  "  six."  Bat 
when  he  found  that  difference  of  opinion 
to  exist  he  thought  he  had  struck  a  fedr 
medium  number,  sufficient  to  show  a 
hond  fide  opposition ;  and  he  should, 
therefore,  be  prepared  to  adhere  to 
'*  six,"  though  he  ran  the  risk  of  not 
fully  satisfying  either  side  of  the  House. 
He'  turned  now  to  the  second  branch  of 
the  proposed  Amendment,  to  which  hs 
confessed  he  attached  great  importance. 
This  provided  for  a  weekly  renewal  ni 
the  block.  Such  a  renewal  would  not 
only  tend  to  show  the  bona  JUet  of  the 
block,  but  it  would  also  tend  to  prevent 
the  recurrence  of  cases  which  had  beoi 
mentioned  to  the  House,  when  a  Mem- 
ber who  had  blocked  a  Bill  went  away, 
abroad,  or  into  the  country,  forgetful  of 
the  block,  or  careless  as  to  its  effect.  The 
consequence  of  such  oonduct  might  be 
that,  though  the  promoter  of  a  Bill  might 


he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  desired  to  check  ? 
It  was  that  the  Bule,  as  at  present 
worked,  enabled  a  single  Member  to 
stop  not  only  the  passing  of  a  measure, 
but  even  the  discussion  of  it.  It  surely 
could  not  have  been  intended  by  the 
framers  of  the  Eule  that  Bills  to  which 
themajority  of  theHouse  were  favourably 
inclined  should  be  practically  stopped  at 
the  will  of  a  single  Member.  Nay,  he 
would  go  further,  and  say  that  it  surely 
could  not  have  been  intended  that  mea- 
sures not  commanding  the  assent  of  the 
majority,  but  only  supported  by  a  mino- 
rity, should  be  stopped  by  a  single 
Member  from  being  discussed.  It  had 
been  frequently  said  that  there  was  now 
too  much  private  Member  legislation. 
Even  if  such  was  the  case,  such  mea- 
sures should  be  rejected  on  their  merits 
after  discussion.  He  had  some  difficulty 
in  understanding  how  hon.  Members  who 
had  voted  steadily  against  the  Cloture 
Kesolution  could  submit  to  the  present 
working  of  the  Eule,  which,  practically, 
stopped  discussion,  and  acted  as  a  most 
effective  eldture.  The  present  system  was, 
in  his  opinion,  unfair  to  a  Member  who 
brought  forward  a  Bill,  as  he  had  a 
right  to  lay  his  views  before  the  House 
for  their  consideration ;  and  it  was  also 
unfair  to  the  House,  who  had  a  right  to 
have  measures  discussed  and  to  decide 
upon  them,  and  to  separate  the  good 
from  the  bad.  The  present  system  tended 
also  to  keep  the  Order  Book  uselessly 
full,  and  thus  to  check  legislation.  K  a 
Member  introduced  a  Bui  one  Session, 
which  he  thought  of  importance,  and  all 
discussion  on  it  was  stopped  that  Session, 
he  would,  not  unnaturally,  introduce  it 
again  the  following  Session.  But  that 
course  he  would  be  less  tempted  to  adopt 
if  the  Bill,  after  discussion,  was  rejected 
by  a  large  majority.  Again,  a  Bill  was 
often  introduced  in  a  somewhat  crude 
form,  which,  if  those  crudities  were 
removed,  as  they  might  be,  upon  discus- 
sion in  Committee,  might  commend  itself 
to  the  majority  of  the  House.  But,  in 
the  absence  of  discussion,  this  Bill,  not 
amended,  would  appear  Session  after 
Session  in  the  Order ^ook.  By  the  pro- 
posed Amendment  of  the  Standing  Order, 
every  Notice  of  opposition  would  have 
to  be  put  down,  in  the  first  instance,  by 
six  Members,  and  regularly  supported 
by  that  number  of  Members.  That 
would  prevent  a  single  Member  from 
blocking  a  Bill  in  which,  perhaps,  he 

Sir  Henry  Holland 
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have  accepted  Amendments,  and  thus 
disarmed  opposition,  he  would  be  unable 
to  proceed  with  the  measure,  because 
unable  to  communicate  with  the  Member, 
and  to  induce  him  to  withdraw  his  block. 
It  would  be  observed  that  he  had  fixed 
one  day— Friday — in  each  week  on  or 
before  which  the  renewal  of  the  block 
should  be  entered,  as  he  thought  it 
would  be  more  convenient  for  Members 
to  be  able  to  rely  on  the  Saturday  Order 
Paper  than  to  have  to  consult  the  Paper 
every  day,  which  would  have  to  be  done 
if  the  renewal  was  to  be  within  a  week 
after  the  date  of  Notice  being  given. 
The  House  had,  in  an  earlier  part  of 
the  Session,  approved  of  an  Amendment 
to  the  Standing  Order  which  he  had  pro- 
posed, and  which  now  formed  the  second 
part  of  the  Standing  Order;  and  he 
hoped,  if  the  first  part  of  the  present 
Amendment,  as  to  the  number  neces- 
sary to  validate  a  block,  was  not  accept- 
able to  the  House,  that,  at  all  events, 
the  second  part  of  it,  providing  for  a 
renewal  of  the  Notice  of  opposition, 
might  be  approved  of.  In  accordance 
with  a  suggestion  from  a  high  authority, 
he  had  slightly  altered  the  form  of  the 
Amendment,  so  as  to  make  it  a  Proviso ; 
and  he  would  now  move  the  Amendment 
to  which  he  had  referred. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  said  Standing  Order,  as 
amended,  to  add  the  words  "Provided,  That 
every  inch  Notice  of  Opposition  or  Amendment 
he  signed  in  the  House  hy  six  Memhers  at  the 
least,  and  six  names  he  kept  on  the  Order  Book 
to  make  such  Notice  valid ;  and  that  such  Notico 
shall  lapse  at  the  end  of  the  week  following 
that  in  which  it  was  given  unless  renewed  hy 
the  Friday  in  that  week.*'— (5»r  Henry  Holland.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

LoED  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  would  propose  to  substitute  three 
Members  for  six,  believing  that  that 
number  would  answer  all  the  purposes 
required. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  word 
**  six,"  and  insert  the  word  "three," 
— {Lord  Mandolph  Churchill,) — instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  six '  stand  part  of  the  said  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB  said,  that  it  was 
not  very  often  thi^t  it  was  his  |pood  for- 


tune to  find  himself  in  agreement  with 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment;  but  upon 
this  occasion  he  must  endorse  the  argu- 
ments brought  forward  on  Friday  night 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Dodsdn)  with  regard  to  this  subject, 
because  he  thought  them  oondusive,  and 
that  the  right  of  any  individual  Member 
of  Parliament  to  give  Notice  of  opposi- 
tion to  a  Bill  ought  not  to  be  infringed. 
He  was  prepared,  however,  to  admit, 
with  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Hol- 
land), that  there  might  be  something  to 
be  said  for  the  latter  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment, providing  that  there  ought  to  be 
a  renewal  of  the  blocking  Notice  every 
week,  although  he  would  rather,  for  his 
own  part,  leave  the  matter  as  it  already 
stood. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment, if  accepted,  would  strike  a  severe 
blow  at  the  Half-past  Twelve  o'clock 
Bule.  He,  therefore,  felt  bound  to 
oppose  it  altogether,  for,  in  his  opinion, 
it  would  be  much  better  to  keep  the 
present  block  system  as  it  now  stood. 
He  might  remind  the  House  what  was 
meant  oy  blocking  a  Bill.  It  had  often 
been  said  to  be  unjust  to  the  House  to 
block  a  Bill ;  but  it  meant  no  more  than 
this — that  the  Member  who,  under  a 
deep  sense  of  public  responsibility,  put 
down  the  Notice  of  opposition,  found  a 
Bill  on  which  so  much  difference  of  opi- 
nion existed  that,  in  his  judgment,  it 
ought  not  to  be  discussed  late  at  night. 
A  man  who  blocked  a  Bill,  in  such  cir- 
cumstances, deserved  not  to  be  repro- 
bated, but  to  be  hailed  as  a  public 
benefactor.  By  doing  so  he  saved  others 
from  being  kept  in  their  places  till  the 
early  hours  of  the  morning.  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  Prime  Minister  to  main- 
tain the  compromise  which  had  been 
accepted  by  the  House. 

Mb.  BBYCE  contended  that  the  sys- 
tematic blocking  of  Bills  which  had 
prevailed  for  the  last  few  years  was 
(iltogether  unlike  the  reasonable  oppo- 
sition described  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands).  He  would  ask 
whether  it  was  under  a  deep  sense  of 
public  responsibility  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers (Mr.  Biggar  and  Mr.  Warton)  had 
blocked  so  many  Bills,  and  stopped  half 
of  the  legislation  of  the  country  r  If  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Bylands)  regarded 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  did  that  as 
public  benefactors,  the  next  suggestion 
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would  be  the  erection  of  statues  in  re- 
cognition of  their  distinguished  services. 
His  (Mr.  Brjce's)  experience  was  that 
the  practice  was  not  confined,  as  it 
should  be,  to  important  Public  Bills. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Mid- 
hurst  (Sir  Henry  Holland),  and  would 
do  what  they  could  to  relieve  the  pre- 
sent hardships  of  private  Members. 
Indeed,  he  wished  that  the  number 
**six"  should  be  made  **  twelve,"  with 
a  view  of  stopping  the  vexatious  block- 
ing of  Bills.  It  might  be  easy  to  get 
together  the  smaller  number  of  Mem- 
bers, but  not  the  larger  number  ;  and  a 
block  when  effected  by  12  Members 
would  be  a  more  bond  fide  block.  He 
believed  that  the  acceptance  of  the 
Amendment  by  the  Government  would 
remove  a  great  deal  of  the  harshest  and 
worst  features  of  this  Eule. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he,  once  for  all, 
fully  accepted  the  compliment  paid  him 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
By  lands),  and  did  not  hesitate  to  regard 
himself  as  a  public  benefactor,  because 
his  opposition  had  been  productive  of  a 
great  deal  of  public  good.  He  did  not 
wish  to  detain  the  House  with  a  long 
catalogue  of  his  legislative  virtues  in 
that  respect ;  but  he  might  mention 
that  he  had  blocked  several  Bills,  and 
that,  by  his  opposition  to  Government 
measures,  he  had  obtained  justice  for 
poor  lunatics  by  securing  for  them  four 
instead  of  two  visits  of  inspection  an- 
nually. He  had  also,  by  the  same  pro- 
cess of  '*  blocking,"  obtained  an  exten- 
sion of  time  for  poor  writers  in  sheriffs* 
offices  in  Scotland,  whose  rights  would 
otherwise  have  been  abolished  without 
compensation.  He  would  say,  however, 
that  before  taking  that  step  he  always 
took  care  to  find  out  what  they  were 
about ;  and,  in  doing  so,  he  frequently 
found  that  not  only  the  House,  but  Com- 
mittees, had  overlooked  the  most  im- 
portant provisions.  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
started  on  the  baseless  theory  of  the 
imaginary  Member  who  blocked  a  Bill 
and  ran  away.  He  (Mr.  Warton)  was 
not  that  Member.  Besides  being  ob- 
scure and  making  no  provision  for  Wed- 
nesdays, it  was  based  on  a  wrong 
hypothesis,  and  was  in  every  way  less 
aatisfactory  than  the  proposals  of  the 
Oovemment.      He,  tiiereiote,   tcxn^X.^^ 

Mr.  Bryee 


the  Prime  Minister  would  give  no 
sanction  to  the  proposition  under  dis- 
cussion. 

SiE  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he  was 
astonished  at  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Hylands),  who  had  drawn 
a  fancy  picture  of  the  operation  of  the 
Eule.  Even  if  it  had  no  application  to 
Bills,  it  would  still  be  important  as 
affecting  the  Motions  of  private  Mem- 
bers, whose  Business  would  be  little,  if 
at  all,  promoted  by  the  other  Kules.  He 
considered  the  Amendment  moved  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
would  allow  the  Half- past  Twelve  o'clock 
Hule  to  work  with  all  its  former  efficiency, 
while  it  would  remove  certain  existing 
abuses.  He  hoped  the  Gt)vemment 
would  accept  the  Amendment.  It  was 
not  too  much  to  ask  that  those  who 
blocked  Bills  should  watch  for  the  com- 
ing round  of  the  Friday,  bo  as  to  renew 
their  block  if  it  were  necessary. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  was  far  more 
in  accordance  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  than  with  the 
Amendment.  On  the  whole,  the  Bule 
seemed  to  have  worked  well,  rather  than 
ill.  He  would  suggest  that  the  hon. Mem- 
ber for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
should  give  up  the  first  part  of  the 
Amendment  as  to  the  number  of  Mem- 
bers, and  move  only  the  second  part,  as 
to  the  weekly  renewal  of  the  block,  for 
the  alteration  that  would  be  effected  by 
the  first  part  would  so  weaken  the  Eule 
as  to  make  it  ineffectual.  The  object  of 
the  Eule  was  to  stop  important  legisla- 
tion, which  ought  not  to  go  on  after 
midnight.  If  the  Amendment  went  to 
a  division  in  its  present  form  he  would 
be  obliged  to  vote  against  it. 

Me.  W.  FOWLEE  said,  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  adhere  to  the 
Eule  as  it  stood.  He  believed  it  had 
been  abused ;  but,  on  the  whole,  it  had 
done  much  good.  He  thought  the 
Amendment  would  lead  to  a  g^eat  deal 
of  inconvenience  and  confusion,  owing 
to  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of  securing 
the  renewed  assents  of  six  Members 
every  Friday. 

Sib  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
he  thought  it  was  clear  from  what  had 
been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Dodson)  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  adhere  to  their  original  pro- 
posal. The  blocks  of  the  hon.  Members 
iox  ^yAysi^  ^J4i,  Warton)  and  Cavan 
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(Mr.  Biggar)  had  been  secretly,  if  not 
openly,  supported  by  a  large  number  of 
Members ;  and  he  had  reason  to  believe 
that  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  sitting  on 
the  Government  Bench  had  incited  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  to  block  a  cer- 
tain Bill.  The  question  was  also  re- 
peatedly asked  in  the  Lobbies  whether 
someone  was  not  going  to  block  a  Bill 
which  Members  generally  did  not  wish 
to  come  on  at  a  late  hour.  He  was  glad 
the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Ry- 
lands)  was  no  longer  tongue-tied,  but 
could  express  his  opinions  freely.  He 
should  not  object  to  the  acceptance  of 
the  last  part  of  the  Amendment ;  but  he 
thought  it  would  be  wise  and  prudent 
to  adhere  to  the  Eule  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  VIVIAN  said,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  accept  the 
Amendment.  For  a  Member  in  charge 
of  a  Bill  blocked  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  War- 
ton)  life  was  not  worth  having.  He 
believed  that  if  the  two  Front  Benches 
knew  what  difficulties  were  in  the  way 
of  private  Members  in  getting  any  legis- 
lation at  all,  they  would  support  the 
Amendment,  which  he  considered  a  most 
fair  one.  He  supposed  the  Votes  issued 
on  the  Saturday  morning  would  show 
whether  a  block  had  been  taken  off  or 
not? 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
was  not  in  favour  of  the  first  part  of 
the  Amendment,  for  instances  had  oc- 
curred in  which  all  Bills  had  been 
blocked  by  one  Member,  and  it  would 
hardly  be  possible  to  get  three  Mem- 
bers to  join  in  such  a  proceeding.  There- 
fore, he  did  not  think  it  would  be  any 
use  altering  the  Rule  in  that  respect. 
He  felt  it  was  necessary  to  guard  against 
private  Members  putting  down  their 
Bills  night  after  night,  and  keeping 
many  Members  in  their  places  to  resist 
them.  He  would,  however,  like  to  see 
the  second  part  of  the  Amendment  car- 
ried, necessitating  a  Member  who  blocked 
a  Bill  to  renew  the  block  every  week. 
He  considered  that  really  good,  and 
hoped  the  Government  would  accept 
it. 

Mb.  chamberlain  said,  the  way 
in  which  hon.  Members  regarded  Amend- 
ments which  tended  to  limit  the  appli- 
cation of  the  Rule  would  naturally  de- 
pend on  the  view  they  took  of  the 
value  of  the  Rule  itself.     They  were 


too  apt  to  forget  the  value  of  the  Rule, 
because  their  attention  had  been  bo  fre- 
quently called  to  its  abuse.  If  the  Rule 
were  not  in  existence,  an  active  private 
Member,  who  found  that  the  Govern- 
ment, or  a  large,  section  of  the  House, 
were  opposed  to  his  Bill,  would  put  it 
down  for  every  night  in  the  Session.  At 
the  same  time,  he  would  not  be  bound 
to  declare  on  which  night  he  intended 
seriously  to  bring  it  forward.  Thus,  the 
majority  who  were  against  the  Bill  must 
attend  every  night  in  |he  Session  in 
sufficient  numbers  to  defeat  the  Bill,  or 
else  the  Member  in  charge  of  it  might, 
when  he  had  a  temporary  majority  in 
his  favour,  slip  his  Bill  through.  He 
did  not  think  it  fair  to  any  Government 
or  to  the  House  that  any  Member  should 
have  that  power;  and,  therefore,  he 
thought  the  Rule  must,  in  some  shape 
or  other,  if  not  in  its  present  one, 
remain  on  the  Standing  Orders.  With 
regard  to  the  Amendment,  so  far  as  it 
concerned  the  greatest  abuse  of  the  Rule 
— that  where  a  Member  blocked  a  Bill, 
and  then  perhaps  went  away  for  three 
months,  without  caring  anything  as  to 
the  convenience  of  the  House  in  the 
matter — he  did  not  think  any  attempt 
to  increase,  as  it  did,  the  number  of 
persons  who  intended  to  block  a  Bill, 
would  prevent  that  abuse,  because  it 
would  be  perfectly  possible  to  get  three 
Members  to  block  any  particular  Bill, 
or  any  number  of  Bills;  and  if  the 
block  were  really  a  legitimate  one,  in- 
tended to  prevent  the  discussion  of  a  . 
measure  at  a  time  when  it  could  not  be 
thoroughly  discussed,  it  was  not  fair  to 
impose  on  those  who  opposed  the  Bill 
the  necessity  of  getting  others  to  sup- 
port them  in  their  opposition.  It  might, 
however,  be  fair  to  require  a  Member 
to  renew  his  block  from  time  to  time. 
Such  a  proposal  would  have  many  argu- 
ments to  recommend  it ;  and,  if  it  were 
satisfactory  to  both  sides  of  the  House, 
there  was  no  possible  question  of  prin- 
ciple which  could  prevent  the  Govern- 
ment from  accepting  it. 

Sib  JAMES  M^GAREL-HOGG  said,  . 
that  he  had  been  a  sufierer  from  the 
Half-past  Twelve  o'clock  Rule,  as  he 
was  interested  in  many  Metropolitan 
measures,  which  did  not  usually  come  on 
until  a  late  hour.  He  thought  it  a  griev- 
ous injustice  that  men  were  permitted 
to  put  their  names  down  in  opposition 
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to  a  measure  without  their  persoBal 
attendance  being  also  required.  He 
hoped  that,  if  the  Goyemment  oottld 
not  accept  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Midhurst  (Sir 
Henry  Holland),  they  would  accept  the 
proposal  just  shadowed  forth  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  deeply  reg^tted 
the  decision  of  the  Government.  There 
was  a  strong  feeling  that  single  Mem- 
bers had  abused  the  privilege  of  block- 
ing Bills — that,  seemingly,  being  the 
only  function  of  some  Members.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  accept  the 
Amendment  requiring  three  Members 
for  a  block,  if  they  did  not  accept 
six. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  also  supported 
the  Amendment.  He  objected  to  the 
continuance  of  a  system  under  which 
such  a  Member  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton) 
should  regulate  the  amount  of  legisla- 
tion passing  through  the  House. 

Mb.  J£88£  OOLLINGS  said,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  accept  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
oer  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill).  It  would  do  no  harm  to  the 
Bule,  and  prevent,  at  least,  the  gross 
abuse  of  it.  He  held  that  it  was  a 
scandal  that  one  Member  was  able  to 
block  as  many  Bills  as  he  chose. 

Mb.  lewis,  in  opposing  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  riiord  Randolph  Ohurchill), 
said,  that,  if  it  were  accepted,  it  would 
so  whittle  away  the  Bule  as  to  render  it 
■worthless.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  its  whole 
e£Pect  might  be  put  on  one  side  by  the 
accidental  absence  of  one  of  the  three 
Members.  But  he  objected  to  both 
Amendments.  The  pnnoiple  of  the 
Membership  of  the  House  was  based 
upon  individual  action  ;  and  he  should 
be  sorry  to  see  that  principle  interfered 
with.  Every  hon.  Member  who  had 
spoken  in  favour  of  the  Amendments  had, 
like  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Truro  (Sir  James  M'Garel- 
Hoffg),  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Gorn- 
walT(Mr.  Arthur  Vivian),  and  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
London  (Sir  John  Lubbock),  a  destroyed 
Bill  in  his  pocket.  They  were  all  a  noble 
Army  of  Martyrs,  who,  not  being  able  to 
carry  their  own  little  schemes,  wished 
to  continue  to  administer  something  in 
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infinitesimally  small  doses  to  the  House 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  making 
life  miserable  to  all  other  hon.  Mem- 
b^^.  Notwithstanding  tiieiraafiEeiings, 
he  hoped  the  Gbvemment  would  stand 
by  their  Resolution. 

Mb.  J.  HOLLOND  said,  the  argument 
of  tiie  hon.  Member  for  Londondenj 
(Mr.  Lewis)  cut  both  ways.  If  so  many 
Members  had  suffered  by  the  existing 
Bule  there  was  good  reason  for  its  re- 
peal. Blocking  Bills  ought  to  be  made 
a  difficult  matter;  and  he,  therefore, 
supported  the  Amendment  requiring 
that  six  should  be  the  number  for  carry- 
ing that  process  into  effect.  Even  if 
three  Members  were  required  to  do  so^ 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Brid- 
port (Mr.  Warton)  would  not  loee  his 
title  to  be  called  a  bene£actor ;  he  would 
only  have  to  admit  others  to  the  mono- 
poly. 

Mb.  B.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  thought 
care  ought  to  be  taken,  in  driving  away 
one  abuse,  not  to  introduce  another.  He 
feared  that  if  the  Amendment  ware 
earned,  one  Member  would  block  one 
Bill  in  consideration  of  another's  block- 
iug  another  Bill.  Thus  a  system  of 
joint-stock  blocking  would  be  brought 
into  play,  to  which  he  would  have  the 
strongest  objection.  He  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  keep  to  the  Bule  as  it 
stood. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  he  should  have 
been  strongly  inclined  to  vote  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henty  Hol- 
land), except  that  it  did  not  make  pro- 
vision for  the  removal  of  the  blo^. 
One  Member  would,  by  his  absence  or 
by  not  co-operating  with  his  fellow- 
blockers,  destroy  the  block.  He  thought 
the  Gh>vernment  had  sufficiently  met  the 
difficulty ;  but  he  hoped  they  would 
accept  the  second  part  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber lor  Midhurst's  Amendment,  provid- 
ing that  the  block  should  be  renewed 
once  a  week 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  sub- 
ject before  the  House  was  a  difficult 
one,  and  he  did  not  very  distinctly  see 
his  way  in  the  matter.  He  felt  bound 
to  admit  that  there  had  been  a  consider- 
able abuse  of  the  Bule  by  "publie 
benefactors."  .  He  must  own,  also,  that 
he  had  a  considerable  jealousy  of  the 
multiplication  or  creation  of  new  quorums. 
Of  late  they  had  had  occasion  to  create 
a  good  many ;  and  he  had  no  wish  to 
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go  further  in  that  respect  than  he  pos- 
sibly could  help.  For  instance,  they 
had  a  quorum  of  200  for  one  purpose,  a 
quorum  of  100  for  another  purpose,  there 
was  the  old  and  venerable  quorum  of 
40  for  a  third  purpose,  a  quorum  of  20 
for  a  .fourth  purpose,  a  quorum  of  10 
for  a  fifth  purpose ;  and  he  certainly  had 
objections  to  the  creation  of  another 
quorum  unless  he  very  distinctly  saw  his 
way  with  respect  to  it,  and  at  present 
he  did  not  see  his  way.  The  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  R.  H.  Paget) 
had  rightly  called  attention  to  the 
danger  that  existed  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  leading  to  a  system  of  com- 
binations for  blocking  Bills — to  a  system 
of  exchange  and  mutual  assistance  and 
assurance  societies  in  the  blocking  of 
Bills.  It  would  be  likely  to  lead  to  a 
more  extended  and  better  organized 
form  of  opposition  to  a  Bill.  Now,  that 
was  unadvisable,for  organized  opposition 
was  not  wanted.  What  was  wanted 
was  free  discussion.  As  he  could  not 
see  how  these  small  combinations  would 
work,  he  viewed  them  with  some  appre- 
hension. He  would  admit  that  the  re- 
newal of  the  Notice  would  be  a  con- 
siderable oheck.  Indeed,  he  had  not 
the  least  doubt  that  the  necessity  of 
coming  down  to  the  House  and  writing 
an  objection  from  Friday  to  Friday 
would  be  a  very  considerable  check 
upon  any  tendency  that  had  heretofore 
existed  to  a  wanton  use  of  this  Hule. 
There  was  considerable  force,  too,  in 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn).  He  was  afraid 
that  an  equally  complicated  machinery 
for  the  withdrawal  of  blocks  would  be 
necessary  as  for  their  imposition.  There 
was  another  point  he  might  mention. 
The  House  looked  a  great  deal  to  the 
Government,  and  jusUy  so — he  meant 
to  the  Government  of  the  day — for 
checking  what  he  might  call  officious 
legislation  of  a  certain  kind  ;  and  he 
thought  that  if  the  House  were  to  accept 
this  Eule,  and  look  to  the  Government 
to  adopt  this  method  of  checking  the 
blocking  power,  the  exercise  of  such  a 
right  by  official  men  would  be  extremely 
invidious.  He  admitted  there  was  great 
difficulty  in  the  case.  For  his  own  part, 
he  must  own  that  he  did  not  see  his 
way  sufficiently  to  be  responsible  for  the 
creation  of  a  new  quorum  in  the  matter. 
With   respect  to  a  check   against  the 
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abuse  of  the  Eule,  he  did  not  feel  that 
they  had  before  them  a  perfect  scheme ; 
but,  on  the  whole,  he  considered  that, 
as  he  had  said,  the  proposal  that  a  block 
should  be  renewed  week  by  week,  though 
not  an  entirely  sufficient  check,  was  a 
very  considerable  one ;  therefore  he 
thought  they  would  be  acting  more 
safely  if  they  took  the  course  suggested 
by  the  last  half  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Henry 
Holland),  and  rejected  the  first  part. 

Sib  henry  HOLLAND  said,  he 
rose  to  Order ;  for,  unless  there  was  need, 
he  should  hardly  like  to  trouble  the 
House  with  a  division.  He  therefore 
wished  to  know  whether,  as  the  Govern- 
ment had  expressed  a  favourable  opi- 
nion on  the  latter  part  of  the  Amend-, 
ment,  he  might  move  the  second  part 
— that  was,  the  clause  after  the  word 
**  valid,"  and  abandon  the  first  part  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  he  would  point 
out  that  the  Question  immediately -before 
the  House  was  whether  the  word  '*  six  " 
should  stand  part  of  the  Amendment, 
and  until  that  question  was  disposed  of 
the  Amendment  could  not  be  altered. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  in- 
tended to  vote  for  the  Amendment  as  it 
stood,  and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Brronet 
the  Member  for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  would  go  to  a  division.  He 
himself  intended  to  get  as  much  legisla- 
tion, and  as  quickly  as  possible,  out  of 
the  House ;  and  he  thought  that  placing 
in  thehandsof  a  single  Member  the  power 
to  stop  discussion,  was  likely  to  act  pre- 
judicially against  progress.  He  could 
not  himself  understand  upon  what  prin- 
ciple the  Prime  Minister  opposed  the 
first  part  of  the  Amendment,  seeing  that 
he  had  already,  in  previous  Resolutions, 
established  a  considerable  number  of 
quorums.  He  thought,  looking  at  the 
necessity  there  was  for  some  limitation 
to  be  placed  upon  the  power  of  blocking 
Bills,  that  the  number  ''six''  might 
with  advantage  be  even  increased  to 
"twenty." 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  would  sug- 
gest that  a  way  out  of  the  difficulty  might 
be  found  in  putting  it  to  the  House,  that 
the  numbers  ''three  "  or  "  six"  should 
stand  part  of  the  Amendment ;  and,  after 
those  questions  were  negatived,  the 
latter  part  of  the  Resolution  might  be 
put. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  differed  from 
the  hon,  Memb%t  io^t  Ql^-^^-^'^^^.w^^^ 
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(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor).  He  (Mr.  Biggar) 
thought  it  desirable  that  one  Member 
should  have  the  power  of  saying  that  a 
Bill  should  not  pass  a  stage  without 
discussion.  He  did  not  think  that,  under 
any  pretence,  the  stage  of  a  Bill  should 
be  proposed  after  half-past  12  o'clock. 
As  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Amendment, 
he  did  not  see  the  advantage  of  putting 
Members  to  the  trouble  of  going  to  the 
Table  every  Friday  and  re-entering 
blocks  to  a  Bill.  The  only  result  of  it 
would  be  to  give  more  trouble  to  the 
Clerks  at  the  Table. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  it  was  his  full 
intention  to  support  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Mid- 
hurst  (Sir  Henry  Holland),  because  the 
Half-past  Twelve  o'clock  Kule,  perhaps 
more  than  any  other  of  the  proposed 
Bules,  precluded  the  possibility  of  pri* 
vate  Members  obtaining  the  judgment 
of  the  House  on  the  Bills  they  brought 
forward.    As  it  was  proposed,  the  Eule 
provided  for  the  wants  and  necessities 
of  the  Government,  and  it  shut  out  pri- 
yate  Members  entirely.     He  complained 
strongly,  in  regard  to  th^  whole  of  those 
Bules,  that  the  Government  appeared  to 
consider  that  they  constituted  the  only 
section  of  the  House  which  was  entitled 
to  facilities ;  and  when  they  secured  faci- 
lities for  the  measures  they  deemed  of 
importance,  they  seemed  to  think  that 
everything  else  might  go  by  the  board, 
and  that  the  wishes  of  private  Members 
and  their  constituents  were  to  be  entirely 
disregarded  in  connection  With  the  result 
of  the  labours  of  Parliament.    The  Half- 
past  Twelve  o'clock  Eule  was  a  modem 
innovation.    It  had  existed  as  a  Stand- 
ing Order  during  the  last  two  or  three 
Sessions  only.    Before  that  time,  of  so 
little  importance  was  it  considered  by  the 
then  Government,  that  the  proposition 
that  it  should  be  in  force  as  a  Sessional 
Order  was  left  to  a  private  Member. 
Now,   however,   they   found  the  Eule 
adopted  by  the  Government  in  its  most 
objectionable  form,  by  which  they  pre- 
vented the  possibility  of  a  private  Mem- 
ber's Bill  that  had  been  read  a  second 
time  on  a  Wednesday  getting  through 
the  Committee  stage.    It  would  be  better 
to  hand  over  the  Wednesdays  to  the 
Government,  if  the  object  of  the  Eesolu- 
tions  was  to  save  time,  and  enable  Par- 
liament to  proceed  to  a  definite  conclu- 
sion on  the  matters  brought  before  it ; 
because  the  time  spent  in  getting  private 

Mr,  Biggar 


Members'  Bills  read  a  second  time  on 
Wednesday,  if  they  were  not  allowed  to 
reach  their  further  stages,  would  be 
practically  lost  both  to  the  House  and 
the  country.  Some  opportunity  ought 
to  be  afforded,  by  the  modification  of  the 
Eule,  for  private  Members  to  pass  their 
Bills  through  Committee ;  and  he  there- 
fore proposed,  after  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  was  disposed  of,  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  except  from  the 
operation  of  the  Eule  Bills  which  had 
been  read  a  second  time  on  a  Wednes- 
day. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  explaining  that,  assuming 
that  the  words  of  the  Amendment  re- 
quiring six  names  to  be  attached  to  a 
blocking  Notice  w^re  negatived,  and 
also  that  the  further  proposal  that  there 
should  be  three  names  were  negatived, 
the  Government  thought  that  the  word 
"  Members  "  should  be  changed  into  "  a 
Member."  Then  the  Amendment  would 
run  "  and  such  Notice  shall  lapse  at  the 
end  of  the  week  following  that  on  which 
it  was  given."  He  would  take  the  op- 
portunity of  saying  that  the  course  pro- 
posed to  be  taken  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
would  not  be  a  satisfactory  one. 

Sib  HENEY  HOLLAND  said,  he 
would  accept  the  Prime  Minister's  sug- 
gestion as  to  the  second  part  of  the 
Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  39 ;  Noes 
147:  Majority  108.— (Div.  list,  No.  381.) 

Question  put, ''  That  the  word  '  three ' 
be  there  inserted." 

The  HoMSB  divided : — ^Ayee  52  ;  Noes 
126 :  Majority  74.— (Div.  List,  No.  382.) 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  proposed 
Amendment,  to  insert,  after  tne  word 
•«  Member,"  the  words  "  and  dated."— 
{Captain  jLylmer.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  amended,  by  leaving  out 
the  word  **  Members,"  and  inserting  the 
words  **a  Member,  and  dated,  and," 
instead  thereof ;  and  by  leaving  out  the 
words  "at  the  least,  and  six  names  be 
kept  on  the  Order  Book  to  make  such 
Notice  valid,  and  that  such  Notice ;  " 
and  also  by  leaving  out  the  words  "  un- 
less renewed  by  the  Friday  in  that 
week."— (ifr.  Giadetone.) 
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Question,  "  That  those  words  '  Fro-  ment  on   the  rigbts  of  private   Mem- 

vided,  That  every  such  Notice  of  Oppo-  bers.     It  would  throw  into  the  hands 

aitioQ  or  Amendment  be  signed  in  the  of    the  Qovemment    any    nomination 

House  by  a  Member,  and  dated,  and  for    a    Select   Committee  which    they 

ahall  lapse  at  the  end  of  the  week  follow-  might  choose  to  bring  on  after  half-past 

ing  that  in  which  it  waa  given,'  be  there  1 2.     The  same  Bule  that  applied  to  the 

inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to.  nomination  ought  also  to  be  applied  to 

the  appointment  of  such  Committees. 

Amendment  proposed,  j^^  DODSON  said,  ho  was  sorry  that 

At  tbe  and  ot  the  Mid  Standing  Order,  M  the    Government   could    not  accept   the 

^ended,    to  «dd  the  words  -  Provided  .1k>,  guggostion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 

That  thia  Rule  ghBll  not  spply  to  the  nonuna-  n^P"    r  rt     i_  /->r       -n           ii.        tt              ii 

ttan  ol  Sdect  Cmitte.  fi  il  olj^Uo.  t.  ^h'?.  °|  ^"J  C'',  P""'")-     H«  WOuld 

taken  by  any  Member  of  the  Uouee  to  the  name  remind  the  non.  Member  that  there  was 

of  any  Member  nominated  on  a  Select  Com-  a  great  distinction  between  the  appoint- 

mittae,  the  vute  of  the  House  on  sach  a  nomi-  mgnt  and    the  nomination   of    a  Com- 

nation.^  be  token  without  Debale.--(ifr.  -^^          The  question   of   the  appoint- 

ment  of  a  Uommittee  might  give  nee  to 

QueBtionpropoBed,"Thatthoseword8  a  great  deal  of  disousaiMi  with  respect 

be  there  added."  to  the  policy  of  the  inquiiy ;  but  that 

\r     nr  .  T^^'T<^1.TT<      -i    l     ji'- j.      .  WBS  ttot  the  cttso  IS  rospect  to  tho  nomi- 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not  „^ti„„  „f  ^i,^  Members  who  were  to  sit 

Me  that  the  neoesBity  for  that  FrOTieo  yn^Q  n 

»a«  veij  great  becau.0  the  caeee  which  jj,  STUAET-WOETLEY  remarked 

hi.  hon   Jnend  (Mr.  Thorold  Roger.)  n,,^  j,  ,,„  appointment  ot  Select  Oom- 

dnired  to  guaidaga.n.t  were  very  tare  „ittees  were  exempted  from  the  Half- 

»here  an;  difflcultj  had  boon  f.lt.    Be-  j  t„,i„  EuI.,  itej  would  have  everj 

mde.,  hethonght.it would bemcoavenient  „„j,i„bi,  „„„i„„  r.i«id  in  that  form. 

to^lowadMLionlobetakononthoap-  ^^^    Member,  could    put  any  Motion 

pointmcnt  of  any  individual  Member  in  ,t„  „t„,  ;„,„  ,t,  ,„^%,  ,  5i„y„„  j,, 

the  manner  propo.ed  by  hi.  hon.  Fn.ad,  ,  Committee  of  Inquiry. 

-  and,  therefore  that  the  latter  part  of  the  jj,    ^    p  o'COmlOE  .aid,  he  felt 

Amendment  ehould  not  be  accepted.  A.  t„„j  ,„               the  Amendment,  on  tbe 

regarded  the  flr.t  portion  ofthe  Amend-  „j  ,|„7i,  ,„„|j  ,^„„  ,^j  nomina- 

ment  down  to  the  word  "Oommiltee.,  „„„   „f  Select  Committee,    abwlulely 

he  wu  prepared  to  accept  it,  and  he  into  th.  band,  of  the  Qovemment. 

would  juggeet  the  in.ettion  of  tbe  word  j(«.    STANLEY  LEIGHTON  .aid, 

",         ^S^iSS  „ .  .;„  a.™       ,.  lh.t.  at  the  pre«int  time.   Select  Com- 

Lonn  OEOEiE  HAMILTON   aaked  „;,„„  ^r.^poi^iea  by  the  Whip,. 

whether  the  Eulewa.  to  apply  to  the  j,hougb    private   Member,    who    had 

nomination  only  of  the  Committee  ?  m„„d  for  the  appointment  of  th.  Com- 

S*-  ™^'im°f?'?,-n?™o      ■.,    u  mitlee  bad  «,me  .light  influence  in  tbe 

Ma.  THOROLD  R0GEE8  «id    be  „„i„,i„„,     n  the' compo«tion  ot  a 

wa.  quite  wdling  to  accept  that  modifi-  8,,„i  Committee  wa.  of  a  partial  and 

cation  ot  his  Amendment.  unrepresentative  oharaot.r,  then  the  only 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tnitidraien.  re.ource  left  to  private  Members  wa.  by 

,         ,        .              J  blocking  tho  nomination.     But  it  was 

Amendment  proposal,  propo^  to  take  thi.  power  away.    He 

To  .dd,  .t  th.  end  ol  the  «.d  .stmdin,,  [„j^  „„„,  ;„     i,;^^         raUway  and 

Order,  a.  amended,  tho  word.  "  Provided  elao,  .            '                      -" . 

ITmt  thia  Hula  ahaU  not  apply  to  the  nomina-  insurance  question.,  a.  many  a.  ux  or 

tion  of  tielect  Committeaa.'^— (Jfr.  0tadMt<mt.1  .even  railway  or  insurance  directors  re- 

Que.Uonpropo.ed,"Thattho»word.  'P'^"]'  ""^ 'T^T^a"  T  ""! 

bo  there  addnd^'  Uommittees.  He  hoped  the  Amendment 
would  not  be  accepted. 

Me.  PARNELL  said,  that,  the  Go-  Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  hojted 

vemment  having  accepted  that  Amend-  that   the    Government  would  not   give 

ment,  hb  did  not  see  why  they  should  their  assent  to  the  proposal,  which  was 

not  go  further,  so  as  to  include  the  ap-  calculated  to  take  the  House  at  a  dis- 

pointment  of  Select  Committees,  as  well  advantage,  and  to  incapacitate,  further 

as  the  nomination  of  them.  The  Amend-  than   was   already  done  by    the    Na^ 

ment  was,  he  believed,  another  intrench-  Bules,  tbe  mmoivX^lQX 'Oi^«'C\m.«'^«i.T^%- 
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Ayes    78  ; 
(Div.    List, 


Question  put. 

The  House  divxd$d :  - 
Noes  20  :  Majority  68.- 
No.  383.) 

Mb.  EDWAED  CLAEKE  said,  lie 
rose  to  move,  in  a  slightly  altered  form 
from  the  way  in  which  it  had  been  ori- 
ginally framed  and  printed,  an  Amend- 
ment which  stood  in  the  name  of  his 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Middle- 
sex (Lord  George  Hamilton).  Those 
alterations  which  had  been  made  in 
it  were  found  necessary,  to  his  (Mr. 
Olarke's)  regret,  in  consequence  of  the 
changes  which  had  been  made  in  the 
Eule  by  the  Amendments  which  had 
been  adopted.  As  altered,  it  provided — 

'*  That  when  such  business  as  may  be  taken 
has  been  disposed  of,  or  at  Ualf-past  One  of  the 
Clock  precisely,  notwithstanding  there  may  be 
business  under  discussion,  Mr.  Speaker  do  ad- 
journ the  House  without  putting  any  Question  : 
Provided  always,  That  when  the  bivision  on 
an  Amendment  has  not  been  concluded  until 
after  Ualf-past  One  the  Original  or  Main 
Question,  may,  if  no  Debate  arise  thereupon, 
be  put  by  Mr.  Speaker,  and  a  Division  taken 
after  Half -past  One." 

His  noble  Friend  stated  last  week  that 
there  was  no  Legislative  Assembly  in 
the  world  which  sat  more  than  half  the 
number  of  hours  occupied  by  that  Cham- 
ber. That  was  the  last  attempt  which 
could  be  made  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion of  those  Eules  to  secure  a  fixed 
period  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House.  The  average  length  of  their 
Sittings,  taking  four  niehts  a  week, 
was  10^  hours,  or  nearly  double  the 
length  of  time  occupied  by  any  other 
Legislative  Assembly ;  and  if  the  pro- 
posal were  adopted  it  would  reduce  the 
time  to  9}  or  9}  hours  per  night.  No 
one  could  say  that  that  would  not  leave 
a  sufficiency  of  time  on  an  average  for 
the  discharge  of  Public  Business.  Two 
answers  only  had  been  given  to  the 
proposal.  One  was  the  jocose  answer 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  that  the  best  of  all 
ways  to  lengthen  our  days  was  to  spend 
the  hours  of  the  night  in  discussing 
Bills.  The  other  answer  was  that  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  who  said  that  if  an  hour 
was  fixed  the  result  would  be  a  pro- 
longation of  the  debates  by  Members 
wu^ing  to  get  rid  of  certain  measures, 
and  that  thus  more  time  would  be  lost. 


Now,  no  one  would  deny  that  the  long 
hours  which  the  House  sat  imposed  a 
severe  strain  on  many  hon.  Members. 
He  thought  it  a  good  thing  for  the  Tory 
Party  that  the  Tory  Ministry  went  out 
in  1 880,  for  had  they  remained  in  Office 
for  another  12  months  some  of  their 
most  prominent  and  useful  Members 
would  have  been  incapacitated  from  dis- 
charging their  duties,  for  they  were 
breaking  down  under  the  strain.  Private 
Members  also  felt  the  burden  ;  and, 
therefore,  the  House  did  not  get  the 
full  benefit  of  their  assistance,  as  many 
of  them  were  obliged  to  leave  the  House 
before  the  end  of  its  Sitting.  Further, 
many  persons  well  qualified  to  take 
part  in  the  deliberations  of  Parliament 
were  deterred  from  entering  the  House 
because  they  were  afraid  of  the  great 
injury  to  their  health  from  the  prolonged 
hours ;  but  a  still  greater  and  stronger 
argument  than  that  appeared  to  him 
to  be  involved  in  the  question  of  pub- 
licity. He  quite  agreed  that  legislation 
should  go  on  with  increased  rapidity, 
but  distinctly  thought  it  would  be  better 
not  to  legislate  than  to  do  so,  as  far  as 
the  public  were  concerned,  in  the  dark. 
The  public  knew  nothing  of  the  debates 
after  12  o'clock,  and  the  country  did 
not  derive  half  the  advantage  it  other- 
wise might  from  legislation  after  that 
hour,  as  it  had  no  knowledge  of  its 
nature.  The  Government  must  have 
very  little  confidence  in  the  Rules  which 
they  had  passed  and  were  passing,  if 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  was  of  any 
value.  The  Resolutions  for  preventing 
unnecessary  debate  and  tedious  repeti- 
tion must  surely  be  expected  by  the 
Government  to  have  some  substantial 
effect. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  EDWARD  CLARKE  resumed, 
saying  that  the  only  objection  to  the 
Amendment  was  that  it  would  encourage 
Obstruction  by  tempting  men  to  talk  on 
particular  questions  up  till  half-past  1 ; 
but  there  was  no  substantial  reason  why 
the  Sittings  of  the  House  should  not 
be  concluded  at  a  reasonable  time ;  and 
both  the  health  of  the  Members  and  the 
necessity  for  publishing  the  debates  was 
an  argument  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment. 
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Amendment  proposed, 

To  add,  at  the  end  of  the  said  Standing 
Order,  as  amended,  the  words  *^  Provided  also, 
That,  when  such  husiness  as  may  be  taken  has 
been  disposed  of,  or  at  Half-past  One  of  the 
dock  precisely,  notwithstanding  there  may  be 
business  under  discussion,  Mr.  Speaker  do 
adjourn  the  House,  without  putting  any  Ques- 
tion :  Provided  always,  That  when  the  Division 
on  an  Amendment  has  not  been  concluded  until 
after  Half-past  One,  the  Original  or  Main 
Question  may,  if  no  Debate  arise  thereupon, 
be  put  by  Mr.  Speaker,  and  a  Division  taken 
after  Half-past  One."— (Jfr.  Edward  Clarke,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  he  must  oppose  the 
Amendment  on  behalf  of  the  Qovern- 
ment.  It  was  admitted  that  the  hours 
during  which  the  House  sat  were  very 
long,  and  that  it  would  be  desirable  to 
curtail  them  ;  but  he  (the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral) would  ask  how,  if  they  could  not 
now  transact  the  Business  of  the  coun- 
try, it  would  be  possible  to  do  it  if  they 
accepted  this  Amendment  ?  They  would, 
if  they  agreed  to  it,  deprive  themselyes 
of  a  portion  of  the  time  which  was  now 
usually  occupied,  and  give  power  to  any 
Member  to  talk  out  a  question  by  con- 
tinuing the  debate  up  till  half-past  1. 
As  a  g^eat  mass  of  unopposed  Business 
had  to  be  dealt  with  at  the  end  of  each 
day's  Sitting,  the  result  of  adopting  the 
Amendment  would  be  to  give  any  in- 
dividual Member  the  means  of  talking 
it  out ;  and,  in  fact,  one  Member  would 
be  able  to  bring  the  Business  of  the 
House  to  a  close  at  half-past  I ,  prevent- 
ing a  division  being  taken  which  would 
be  desired  by  the  great  majority.  In 
that  case  the  present  evils  would  be 
greatly  aggravated. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  observed,  that 
the  Amendment  met  with  the  approval 
of  many  hon.  Members,  though  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite,  who, 
as  a  Law  Officer  of  the  Orown^  was  sup- 
posed never  to  need  sleep,  was  not  in  its 
favour.  Every  hon.  Member  ought  to 
sympathize  with  a  proposal  which  limited 
the  Sitting  of  that  House  to  nine  hours 
and  a- half  daily.  Surely  that  was  enough 
for  any  deliberative  Assembly.  Nor  was 
it  unnatural  that  some  such  limit  as  this 
should  be  proposed,  particularly  as  a 
great  many  Members  would  find  their 
work  much  increased  if  the  Government 
scheme  of  Grand  Committees  were  car- 
ried out.     He  did  not  see  what  answer 


there  was  to  the  argument  that  if  the 
New  Bules  were  to  be  of  so  much  use 
they  ought  to  enable  the  House  to 
shorten  the  duration  of  its  Sittings.  He 
was  in  favour  of  limiting  them,  and  thej 
must  come  to  it  at  some  time,  for  they 
could  not  go  on  as  they  were  now  doing. 
It  was  utterly  impossible  that  human 
strength  could  support  such  lengthened 
Sittings.  They  must  come  to  such  a 
proposal  as  this  some  day  or  other,  or 
the  difficulty  would  possibly  be  met  by 
some  Member  proposing  the  adjourn- 
ment at  half -past  1 9  every  Sitting.  Still, 
it  might  not  be  expedient  to  press  the 
matter  to  a  division  at  the  present  time. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  the 
reply  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  would  have  been  more 
conclusive  if  the  New  Bules  h^d  not  been 
passed.  He  believed  the  practical  efiPect 
of  a  Eule  of  this  kind  would  be  that, 
in  case  there  was  a  disposition  to  decide 
a  question,  when  they  came  to  half-past 
12  the  Speaker  would  be  driven  to  apply 
the  cldture  in  a  reasonable  way.  At  that 
hour  the  Speaker  would  probably  be 
bound  to  declare  that  it  was  the  *'  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  "  that  the  de- 
bate should  close ;  a  division  would  then 
be  taken,  and  there  would  remain  half 
or  three-quarters  of  an  hour,  during 
which  Public  Business  practically  un- 
opposed might  be  taken.  He  wished 
the  Amendment  had  been  put  in  a  shape 
in  which  it  could  have  been  better  con- 
sidered. He  agreed  with  the  view  that 
when  they  were  reforming  their  Bules 
they  should  try  to  get  rid  of  this  terrible 
evil  of  carrying  on  legislative  Business 
in  the  small  hours  of  the  morning.  Old 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  had 
been  debauched  by  the  late  hours  they 
had  kept  for  many  years.  Suppose  a 
General  Election  should  result  in  the 
return  of  men  not  debauched  by  these 
late  hours,  they  would  be  unanimous  in 
their  determination  to  rise  at  a  reason- 
able hour. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEBS  said,  that  as 
one  who  had  held  the  Offices  of  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  and  of  Post- 
master General,  he  took  a  very  serious 
view  of  the  evil  results  of  prolonged 
Sittings  on  the  working  sti^  of  the 
House,  whose  constitutions  were  thereby 
subjected  to  an  excessive  strain. 

Mb.  PABNELL  viewed  the  Amend- 
ment as  a  most  reasonable  one,  and  be- 
lieved that  the  Governmft\ii  ^wiJl^  ^""^ 
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aggravate  its  difficulties  by  attempting 
to  force  on  Business  after  half-past  1 
o'clock.  If  the  House  adopted  the 
Amendment  it  would  arrive  a  little 
sooner  at  the  solution  of  the  question 
how  the  work  of  the  country  was  to  be 
efiPectively  carried  on.  It  would,  per- 
haps, enable  Members  to  see  that  in  the 
splitting  up  of  the  labour  of  the  House 
rested  the  only  chance  of  its  fulfilling  its 
functions. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :^ Ayes  33;  Noes 
76:  Majority  43.— (Div.  List,  No.  384.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  said 
Standing  Order,  as  amended,  be  agreed 
to." 

Mb.  PAENELL  desired  to  add  to  the 
Standing  Order  the  following  Proviso : — 

**  ProTided,  That  thia  Rule  flhall  not  apply  to 
any  Order  of  the  Day  which  may  have  pro- 
gressed through  the  stage  of  second  reading  on 
any  Wednesday." 

He  proposed  this  Proviso  in  the  interests 
of  private  Members  who  might  be  so 
fortunate  as  to  obtain  the  second  reading 
of  a  Bill  on  a  Wednesday.  If  they  suc- 
ceeded in  achieving  such  an  almost  un- 
heard of  feat,  they  could  not,  under  this 
Proviso,  be  blocked  on  the  Committee 
and  subsequent  stages  by  a  Member 
preventing  it  from  coming  on  after  half- 
past  12  o'clock  by  signing  his  name. 

Mr.  WAETON  rose  to  Order.  He 
apprehended  that  the  House  had  already 
disposed  of  this  question  on  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester. 

Mr.  speaker  said  that  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  first 
placed  this  Amendment  in  his  hands  it 
seemed  to  him  that  it  might  be  put; 
but,  on  further  consideration,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  it  could  not  be  put,  as  the 
question  had  been  practically  decided. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  100 ;  Noes 
12  :  Majority  88.— (Div.  List,  No.  386.) 

Half-past  Twelve  o'clock  Rule. 

[Standing  Order  of  18  February  1879,  amended 

0  May  and  20  November  1882.] 

(8.)  Enohed,  That,  except  for  a  Mone^  Bill, 
no  Order  of  the  Day  or  Notice  of  Motion  be 
taken  after  half-past  Twelve  of  the  clock  at 
night,  with  respect  to  which  Order  or  Notice 
of  Motion  a  Notice  of  Opposition  or  Amend- 
ment shall  have  been  prmted  on  the  Notice 
Paper,  or  if  such  Notice  of  Motion  shall  only 
have  been  given  the  next  previous  day  of  sit- 
ting, and  objection  shall  be  taken  when  such 
Notice  is  called. 


Mr.  FameU 


That  Motions  for  the  appointment  or  nomina- 
tion of  Stuiding  Committees  and  Proceedings 
made  in  accordance  with  the  proviaons  of  any 
Act  of  Parliament  or  Standing  Order,  Motions 
for  leave  to  bring  in  Bills,  and  Bills  which 
have  passed  through  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  be  excepted  from  the  operation  of  this 
Order. 

Provided,  That  every  such  Notice  of  Opposi- 
tion or  Amendment  be  signed  in  the  House  by 
a  Member,  and  dated,  and  shall  lapse  at  the 
end  of  the  week  following  that  on  which  it  was 
given. 

Provided  also,  That  this  Rule  shall  not  apply 
to  the  nomination  of  Sq^ect  Committees. 

The  Nbw  Bxtles  of  Pboceduke — Ndtth 
BuLE  (OiiDEB  IN  Debate). 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  rose  to  move  the 
9th  Besolution,  which  he  said  consisted 
of  a  recital  of  the  present  Standing 
Order,  together  with  certain  Amend- 
ments introduced  into  it.  It  was  neces- 
sary to  read  the  Standing  Order  to  un- 
derstand the  nature  of  the  Amendment. 
The  Standing  Order  was  passed  more 
for  the  purpose  of  removing  all  the 
scandals  in  the  conduct  of  Public  Busi- 
ness than  as  an  effective  instrument  for 
seouriug  despatch ;  but  he  did  not  think 
that  any  penal  or  restrictive  measures 
ever  .could  attain  the  whole,  or  the  main 
part  of  the  object  that  the  House  had  in 
view  in  dealing  with  its  procedure.  He 
regarded  this  as  a  penal  Besolution,  in- 
tended to  provide  for  a  particular  class 
of  oases,  and,  viewing  it  in  that  light, 
he  did  not  find  fault  with  the  original 
framers  for  having  drawn  it  in  a  mild 
form ;  but  it  was  quite  plain  there  ought 
to  be  a  considerable  enhaiioement  in  the 
amount  of  penalty  in  the  shape  of  sus- 
pension. At  present,  in  tha  case  of  a 
first  offence,  the  House  bad  to  go 
through  the  operation  of  a  division ;  and 
if  the  offence  had  occurred  in  Commit- 
tee, the  process  was  still  more  elaborate, 
because  then  the  Question  had  to  be  pat 
twice — once  in  the  Committee  and  ones 
in  the  House.  Thus  the  House  was 
compelled  to  spend  almost  as  much  time 
in  deciding  the  Question — or  the  two 
Questions — as  the  offending  Member 
would  be  suspended  for,  if  he  were  onh 
suspended  for  the  residue  of  the  even- 
ing. Looked  at  from  the  point  of  view 
of  the  House,  and  not  of  the  guiHj 
Member,  the  process  was  needlesalj  and 
unreasonably  cumbrous.  No  doubt,  sus- 
pension was  a  serious  thing;  but  in 
common  practice  it  was  preceded  by  one 
or  more  warning^.  The  warnings  vers 
not  required  by  this  Besolution,  as  there 
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might    be  inconyenienoe    in  requiring;  bad  always  regretted  that  more  atten- 

them.    As  to  the  second  offeni^e,  nothing  tioa  had  not  been  paid  to  that  Order, 

oould    be   more   manifest  than  that  it  which  made  the  offender  suffer;  whereas 

ought    to    be    followed    by    a   greater  bj  the  Ist  of  the  New  Rules  the  whole 

penalty  than  that  proposed  by  the  pre-  House  was  punished  for  the  offence  of  & 

sent  Jtesolution,  which  treated  the  first  small  number.     He  regretted  that  more 

and  second  offences  exactly  alike.     The  Kules  of  that  kind  had  not  been  intro* 

enhancement  of  the  penalty  witha  view  duced.     The  Standing  Order  which  had 

to  the  greater  efficiency  of  the  Eesolu-  just  been  read  had  been  used  with  great 

tion  was  the  substance  of  the  Govern-  effect  and  sledge-hammer  force  by  the 

ment  proposal,  and  it  would  be  for  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  himself,  and  had 

House   to   consider  whether  the   Bule  enabled  him  to  carry  one  measure  which 

which  they  had  framed  was  a  fair  one.  he  would  not  otherwise  hare  been  able 

When  the  grave  character  of  the  offence  to  carry.     But  the  Prime  Minister  said 

was  considered,  and  when  it   was  re-  the  Bule  was  not  stringent  enough,  and 

membered    that    the    punishment  was  could  only  be  applied  after  divisions ; 

only  inflicted  by  the  deliberate  act  of  and  divisions  of  300   or  400  Members 

the  House,  he  thought  the  punishment  took  a  long  time.     But  the  Oovemment 

stated  could  not  be  regarded  as  eices-  seemed    to    forget    the    Itules  already 

aive.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  con-  passed,  one   of  which,  in  many  cases, 

eluded    by    moving  that  the   Standing  made   a  division   unnecessary.      If  the 

Order  be  now  read.  offender  was  manifestly  wrong,  he  would 

g.      ,.       f^  ,        f  no  -n  -L  KICK  not  find  20  Members  to  support  him. 

Standmg  Order  of  2B  February  1880  g^  ^^^  ^^^  say  that  the  Eule  sLuld  not 

readasfoUoweth:-  ^^^  strengthened;  but  to  propose  that 

"  That,  whenever  any  Member   ihall   hnvs  the   first   offence    should   meet   with    a 

been  nan.od  by  the  Speaker,  or  bv  tte  Chair-  peek's  suspension,  the  second  with  two 
man  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole  HouBe,  aa  .,    ,       ^,   ,,      ,,.   j      -,.  _       - 

di»re«[«rdmg   the   a.ithority   of   the   Chair,  or  months  ,  andthe  third  with  suspension 

abasin)?  Uie  Rules  of  the  House  by  peraiBtently  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session,    was 

and  wilfully   obatructing  tho  busineas  of   the  one  of  the  most  monstrous  proposals  he 

Honso,  or  otherwiae,  then,  if  the  offence  has  had  ever  heard.     If  the  punishment  was 

been  committed  in  the  House,  the  Speaker  ehaU  j^  ^^     Speaker    Or    Chairman 

forthwith  put  the  uucetion,  on  a  Motion  beintr  ,  ,  ,  '^ 

made,  no  amendment,  adjournment,  or  debate,  would  bo  very  careful  in  applying  the 

being   allowed,   'That   Buch   Member  be   aus-  Eulo.     The  H0U86  must,  moreover,  re- 

pended  from  the  aerviee  of  the   House  duriog  collect   that   under   the    existing  Eule  it 

the  remainder  of  that  day'a  eitting ; '  and,  if  ^ad    scarcely    ever     happened     that    B 

the  offence  has  been  coramitted  in  a  uommittae  .,  _v      l   ji xt _J  .   ii,:_j  *; 

of  the  whole  HouBo,  the  Chairman  shall,  on  a  Member  had  been  Named  a  third  time. 
Motionbein^  made,  put  the  same  Question  in  a  That  showed  that  the  penalty  al- 
Bimilar  way,  and  if  the  Motion  ia  carried  shall  ready  imposed  had  the  very  effect  now 
forthwith  BQspead  the  proceedinga  of  the  Com-  sought — namely,  to  prevent  a  Member 
mittee  and  report  the  drcumBlanee  to  the  f  offending  a  third  time.  Why, 
House:  and  the  Speaker  shall  thereupon  put  .,  ..  *  »  ■  n-  1.  ' 
the  same  Question,  without  amendm^t,  Sd-  *''«"'•  waB  it  necessary  to  inflict  sus- 
jonmment,  or  debate,  as  if  the  offence  had  been  pension  for  a  whole  Session  ?  •  The  pro- 
committed  in  the  House  itself.  If  any  Member  posed  Bule  would  also  act  unfairly  in 
be  suspended  three  times  in  one  SesBion,  under  punishing  not  only  the  offending  Mem- 

thiB  Order,  h IB  BuapensioQ  on  the  third  occasion  ,„       u   i     1        u;      1:.. ..         Tf  a 

.u.ii .:„../  »„,„„„  „„v   .„j  „„(ii  .  «„  oer,    but  also    his  constituents.       If  it 

shall  continue  tor  one  week,  and,  antil  a  Mo-  ,  j      ..i_   ,i_      a        1        .  r  .1. 

tioo  has  been  made,  upon  which  it  shaU  bs  de-  rested  with  the  Speaker  to  enlorce  the 

cided  at  one  sitting,  by  the  Honse,  whether  the  penalty,  it  would  be  different.      But  the 

■DspeDsion  shall  then  cease,  or  for  what  longer  Speaker  was  only  to  take  the  initiative, 

period  it  BhaU  continue ;  and,  on  the occaaion  of  ^^^  (hen, probably,  after  aheated  discua- 

•uch  Motion,  the  Member  may,  if  he  desirOB  ■   _    .1      tt  _     u   _-         _   ■_  1  lu. 

it,  be  heard  in   his  place:    Provided  always,  Bion.  the  House  WOuld  rise  again st  the 

That  nothing  in  this  Resolution  shall  be  taken  offending  Member  and  enforce  the  Kule 

to  deprive  the  House  of  the  power  of  proceed-  simply  because   it  was  angry.     80  that 

.ing  against  any  Member  according  to  ancient  tl,ere     would    not    be    that    deliberate 

"*^™-"  action  of  the  House  of  which  the  Prime 

81R  E.  AS8HET0N  CE0S8  said,  he  Minister  had  spoken.  The  time  for  pro- 
differed  from  the  views  of  the  Prime  posing  such  an  extension  of  power  was 
Minister,  because  the  proceedings  under  singularly  ill-timed,  considering  that 
the  existing  Standing  Order  had  had  there  were  outcries  throughout  the  coun- 
great  effect  in  accelerating  Business.  He  try  aa  to  th.6  '^v%x%  <A  &\»i^wi.<a-o'^  -^fA,* 
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Bossed  by  Judges;  and  the  Prime  Minister 
himself  had  promised  to  introduce  a  Bill 
next  Session  dealing  with  that  subject. 
He  predicted  that  if  the  Eesolution 
passed  in  its  present  form,  and  was 
acted  upon,  the  Government  would  be 
called  upon  erery  Session  to  repeal  it. 

Mr.  GOEST  rose  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice; 
but 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  rose  to  Order, 
and  asked  whether  other  Members  would 
not  be  allowed  to  follow  the  example  of 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  late  Home 
Secretary?  Otherwise,  the  moving  of 
an  Amendment  would  preclude  Mem- 
l)ers  from  discussing  the  general  Ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  SPEAKBE  :  Strictly  speaking, 
there  is  no  Question  before  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  moved 
that  the  Standing  Order  be  read,  and  it 
has  been  read  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  hoped 
he  would  be  within  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  in  following  the  example  of 
the  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  denied  that  he  had 
entered  on  a  discussion  of  the  general 
Question. 

Mr.  O'CONNOE  POWEE  submitted 
that  the  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen  could 
not  have  spoken  as  they  did  unless  it  was 
in  Order  for  every  Member  to  speak  in  a 
similar  manner. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  If  I  am  to  adopt  a 
regular  course  on  this  occasion,  I  should 
desire  some  Question  to  be  before  the 
House  before  the  debate  proceeds. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  asked  if 
he  would  be  in  Order  if  he  moved  that 
the  Standing  Order  be  not  read  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  That  obviously  is 
not  regular.  If  any  hon.  Member  de- 
sires to  move  an  Amendment  at  a  point 
previous  to  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham,  he  is  at  liberty  to 
do  so. 

Mb.  GOEST  said,  the  chief  question, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
seemed  to  be  that  of  time;  but  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  where  penalties  were 
concerned,  time  could  not  at  all  compare 
in  importance  with  justice.  The  ques- 
tion then  was,  whether  this  Standing 
Order  was  just  and  fair,  and  whether  it 
would  redound  to  the  reputation  of  the 
House  if  put  in  force  ?  It  was  now  pro- 
posed to  make  the  Eule  more  consonant 
with  justice  by  adding  the  word  "indi- 
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vidual"  to  "any."  The  case  of  eadi 
offending  Minister  ought  to  be  judged 
by  itself,  without  being  mixed  up  with 
that  of  any  other  Member,  thus  follow- 
ing the  principle  adopted  in  Goarta  of 
Justice  of  trying  by  itself  the  ease  of 
each  individual  prisoner.  On  one  occa- 
sion several  Members  of  the  House  had 
been  Named  collectively ;  but  that  was 
because  the  same  evidence  applied  to  the 
whole.  But  another  instance  had  hap- 
pened in  which  the  Chairman  Named 
several  Members  collectively  when  the 
evidence  in  each  case  was  separate  and 
distinct.  He  believed  that  in  that  in- 
stance the  Chairman  acted  entirely  under 
a  misapprehension  as  reg^ded  one  par- 
ticular Member,  and  that  that  Member 
was  wholly  innocent  of  any  offence  what- 
ever. It  therefore  seemed  to  him  that 
in  order  to  save  the  reputetion  of  tiie 
House  for  justice  they  ought  to  amend 
their  Standing  Order  so  that  the  case  of 
each  Member  should  be  individually 
dealt  with.  In  order  to  secure  that  in 
future,  in  the  exercise  of  that  judicial 
power  on  the  part  of  the  presiding  autho- 
rity, and  also  on  the  part  of  the  House, 
the  case  of  each  offending  Member  should 
be  separately  dealt  with,  he  now  moved 
to  insert  in  line  1  of  the  proposed  Eule 
the  word  "  individual "  after  the  word 
"any." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1  of  said 
Standing  Order,  after  the  word  "  any," 
to  insert  the  word  "  individual." — {Mr, 

GoTit) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  individual '  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  one  of  very  great  im- 
portance; but  he  greatly  doubted  the 
expediency  of  discussing  it  upon  this 
Amendment,  because  the  phrase  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Memoer  proposed 
to  introduce  was  either  ambiguoua  or 
quite  null  and  void.  Every  Member  was, 
undoubtedly,  an  individual ;  and  if  they 
said  that  when  any  individual  did  so  and 
so  he  should  undergo  such  and  such  conse- 
quences, that  did  not  prevent  any  num- 
ber of  individuals  being  included  in  the 
same  sentence.  He,  therefore,  recom- 
mended the  withdrawal  of  that  Am^id- 
ment,  and  that  the  question  whi«^  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  desired  to  raise 
should  be  raised  in  a  different  and  more 
distinct  manner, 
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Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  thought 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  that  par- 
ticular application  of  the  Eule  on  the 
two  occasions  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  was 
certainly  not  contemplated  by  the  late 
Chairman  of  Committees  (Mr.  Eaikes), 
when  he  was  examined  before  the  Select 
Committee  on  Public  Business  in  1877, 
although  it  was  in  consequence  of  the 
evidence  then  given  by  Mr.  Speaker  and 
Mr.  Eaikes  that  the  Eule  was  subse- 
quently passed.  Mr.  Eaikes  distinctly 
laid  down  that  no  Member  could  be  sus- 
pended for  the  sins  of  another,  and  that 
no  body  of  Members  could  be  suspended 
together.  The  possibility  of  the  appli- 
cation of  the  Eule  in  the  way  in  which 
it  was  afterwards  applied — namely,  to 
cumulative  or  to  constructive  Obstruc- 
tion, and  also  against  a  large  number  of 
Members,  and  against  Members  some 
time  after  they  had  committed  the  alleged 
offence,  having  presented  itself  to  his 
own  mind  while  Mr.  Eaikes  was  under 
examination,  he  had  asked  him  several 
Questions  bearing  on  those  points.  In 
Question  1,113  he  asked — 

**  Then,  in  fact,  the  proposed  Rule  would  give 
the  power  to  a  Member  to  rise  and  charge  any 
number  of  Members  with  Obstruction  ?  " 

Mr.  Eaikes  replied — 

*'  That  is  not  quite  an  accurate  representation. 
The  objection  would  have  to  be  taken  during 
the  particular  speech  of  the  particular  Member, 
and  the  Question  submitted  to  the  Committee 
would  have  reference  to  that  Member  only." 

Again,  he  said — 

'*  It  would  only  be  competent  to  call  attention 
to  the  subject  in  the  case  of  and  at  the  time  of 
the  Member  committing  the  offence." 

And  lower  down  he  said — 

'  *  It  would  not  be  open  to  a  Member  to  go  back 
to  the  case  of  any  Member  who  had  addressed 
the  Committee  hidf-an-hour  before. 

But  the  House  knew  well  that  in  the 
application  of  the  Eule  on  a  remarkable 
occasion  during  the  present  Session, 
when  a  number  of  Members  were  sus- 
pended who  had  not  taken  any  part 
whatever  in  the  proceedings  of  the 
Sitting  during  which  they  were  sus- 
pended, and  who  had  not  been  present 
in  the  House  for  many  hours  before,  the 
House  knew  that  the  considerations  then 
urged  by  Mr.  Eaikes  were  entirely 
thrown  overboard  and  disregarded.  It 
was,  therefore,  of  the  greatest  import- 
anoe  that  the  question  should  be  raised 


and  fully  discussed,  that  they  should 
discuss  it  by  the  light  of  the  experience 
which  the  working  of  the  Eule  had 
thrown  upon  it,  and  by  the  light  of  the 
experience  which  the  interpretation  of 
the  present  Chairman  of  Committees 
had  afforded.  The  Eule  had  been  used 
in  such  a  way  as  to  suspend  and  deprive 
of  their  rights  on  one  occasion  so  large 
a  body  as  85  Members,  and  upon  an- 
other occasion  a  body  of  25  Members 
were  deprived  of  their  rights,  and  ex- 
pelled from  the  House  for  the  remainder 
of  the  Sitting.  But  now  the  Government 
went  still  further,  and,  notwithstanding 
the  experience  the  House  had  had  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  Eule  might  be 
used,  proposed  practically  to  give  the 
majority  the  right  to  suspend  any 
number  of  Members  for  the  rest  of  the 
Session.  They  might  thus,  at  some 
future  time,  get  rid  of  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  and  all  their  followers,  and . 
deprive  them  of  their  Constitutional 
rights  during  the  rest  of  the  Session. 
Now,  he  should  have  very  much  liked 
to  have  heard  the  Prime  Minister  inform 
the  House  as  to  whether  there  existed 
any  example  or  any  precedent  in  any 
foreign  country,  or  any  Assembly,  for  a 
Eule  of  this  kind,  under  which  a  whole 
minority— a  whole  Party — of  the  House 
of  Commons  might  be  suspended,  and 
kept  out  of  the  House  for  the  rest  of 
the  Session  ?  He  had  not  heard  of  any 
such  an  example,  and  he  did  think  it 
was  a  matter  which  had  become  of  very 
gpreat  importance  in  view  of  the  way  in 
which  a  Eule  had  been  exercised.  This, 
in  fact,  was  what  the  Government  now 
asked  them  to  do.  They  said — ''  Give 
us  the  power  to  suspend  not  one  par- 
ticular Member  for  any  particular  offence 
committed  at  any  particular  time,  but 
give  us  the  power  to  suspend  all  our 
opponents,  if  we  want  to  do  so,  if  we 
can  obtain  a  Speaker  or  a  Chairman  of 
Committees  sufficiently  pliable  to  our 
hands."  They  did  not  know  that  such 
a  Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Committees 
might  not  arise  hereafter — because,  look- 
ing back,  they  found  that  they  had  had 
Speakers  who  had  been  subservient, 
and  who  had  been  pliable — and  there 
was  no  reason  in  the  world  why  they 
should  not  again  have  Speakers  who 
might  be  subservient,  and  who  might 
be  pliable.  Then,  where  was  the  neces- 
sity for  such  a  power?  Could  it  be 
shown  that  axi'^  M«xi^  \i»A.  «H«t  \i^^sa. 
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fained  by  the  application  of  this  Bule 
uring  the  three  years  in  which  it  had 
existed  ?  Could  it  be  shown  that  Public 
Business  had  ever  been  appreciably  put 
forward  by  the  use  of  this  Rule  ?  Was 
it  going  to  enable  them  to  pass  a  siugle 
Bill  very  much  sooner  ?  By  all  means, 
if  an  individual  Member  wilfully  ob- 
structed the  Business  of  the  House,  let 
him  be  suspended ;  if  he  repeated  the 
offence,  let  him  be  suspended  for  three 
months ;  and  if  he  transgressed  again, 
let  him  be  suspended  for  the  rest  of  the 
Session.  But  that  was  not  what  thoy 
were  asked  to  do.  They  were  asked  to 
g^ve  the  power  to  the  Government — for 
that  was  really  what  it  came  to — of 
suspending  a  whole  body  of  Members 
for  the  sins  which  might  be  committed 
by  some  of  them,  if  the  Chairman  chose 
to  think  that  they  were  acting  in  com- 
bination with  other  Members,  or  that 
they  approved  of  their  proceeding.  Never 
before  had  any  Minister  or  responsible 
person  come  forward  with  such  an  extra- 
ordinary proposal ;  and  he  was  much 
disappointed  to  find  that,  so  far  from 
being  modified  in  the  direction  which 
experience  suggested  as  right  and  proper, 
it  should  have  been  made  more  stringent 
and  more  destructive  of  the  rights  of 
minorities  in  that  House.  It  was  not  a 
Bule  under  which  they  could  make  their 
Business  progress  any  more  quickly 
than  it  did  at  present.  They  had  used 
it  against  the  Irish  Party  twice,  and 
they  might  be  able  to  use  it  hereafter 
against  the  Conservative  Opposition.  It 
was  not  to  be  supposed  that  in  these 
days  of  Eadical  progress  the  Conserva- 
tive Opposition  womd  always  continue 
as  numerous  as  they  were  at  present. 
It  was  possible  that  they  might  find  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote) — who  was  absent  at  present,  he 
regretted  to  say,  through  ill- health — 
with  no  greater  following  than  50  or  60 
Members ;  he  might  be  in  exactly  the 
same  position  as  the  Irish  Party  were 
in  on  one  occasion,  when  their  numbers 
did  not  deter  the  Government  from 
forcibly  expelling  them ;  and  the  Con- 
servative Opposition,  numerous  as  they 
were  now,  might  regret  the  day  when 
they  drafted  a  Bule  of  this  kind,  which 
was  capable  of  such  extraordinary  use 
in  the  hands  of  a  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees, and  which  had  paved  the  way  for 
such  a  further  extraordinary  demand  as 
that  now  made  by  the  Ptimo  ^mi^t^T. 

Mr  Varnell 


Me.  ABTHUB  ARNOLD  sym. 
pathized  with  the  object  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham,  but  de- 
clined to  support  his  Amendment,  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  not  have  the  de- 
sired  effect 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,   he  thought  it 
would  have  been    more    satisfactory  if 
the  Prime  Minister  had  given  the  House 
an  intimation  as   to  the   views  of  the 
Government  upon  the  manner  in  which 
the  very  important  question  under  dis- 
cussion should  be  decided.     It  could  not 
be  denied  that  there  was  a  strong  feel- 
ing in  favour  of  some  Amendment  like 
that  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Momber 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gt)rst).     The  original 
Order  never  contemplated  the  suspension 
of  Members  en  masse.     If  that  Bule  were 
seriously  adopted,  there  was  no  reason 
why  he  himself  should  not  have  been 
included  in  its  operation  on  that  famous 
occasion  when  the  Irish  Members  were 
suspended,  if  the  Chairman  had  taken 
it  into  his  head  to  think  he  had  obstructed 
the  Business  of  the  House,  although  he 
was  not,  and  had  not  been,  present  for 
some  days.     The  House  certainly  ought 
to  know  whether  individual  or  collective 
Members  were  intended.     So  far  as  the 
punishment  of  individual  Members  was 
concerned,  he  did  not  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  South- West  Lan- 
cashire (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  in  con- 
demning the  penalties  suggested '  as  too 
severe ;   on  the  contrary,    he  regarded 
them  as  not  more   weighty  than  the 
nature  of  those  offences  demanded. 

Mr.  WABTON  regretted  that  they 
were  precluded  from  a  general  discussion 
of  the  Besolution.  He  was,  however, 
in  no  apprehension  as  to  the  future  fate 
of  the  Conservative  Party  suggested  bj 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell),  inasmuch  as  they  had  just 
won  another  seat  at  Salisbury,  making 
the  twelfth  since  the  General  Election, 
while  the  Liberal  Party  had  only  secured 
two.  He  was  sorry  to  see  in  the  Nev 
Bule  that  the  penalties  were  more  strin- 
gent than  hitherto ;  and  therefore  it  he- 
came  more  imperative  that  an  explana- 
tion should  be  given,  whether  it  was  in- 
tended that  those  penalties  should  be 
applied  to  individual  Members,  or  to 
Members  in  a  body. 

Sir  EDWABD  COLEBBOOKE  said, 

that  the  introduction  of  this  Amendment 

would  not,  in  the  smallest  degree,  ad- 

l  \;uiQQ  the  purpose  of  its  proposer,  and 


1761  Parliament — Susiness  of  the  {November  20, 1882]  Einue — The  New  RuUe,  1762 


he  suggested  that  the  Amendment  should 
be  withdrawn.  He  wished  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gorst)  and  the 
House  to  consider  whether  they  should 
not  really  arrive  at  the  object  he  had  in 
view  bj  considering  the  terms  of  the 
Besolution  generally,  rather  than  by 
looking  at  the  words  in  particular.  If 
they  were  to  increase  the  penalties  in  the 
seyere  manner  proposed,  he  should  be 
very  much  inclined  to  examine  very 
stringently  the  terms  of  this  Besolution, 
because,  as  they  were  at  present  framed, 
they  were  of  the  largest  and  vaguest 
kind.  He  had  great  hesitation  about 
giving  to  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  such  a  tremendous  power 
as  was  proposed,  if  it  was  to  be  applied 
to  cases  of  what  the  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man might  consider  wilful  Obstruction 
of  the  Business  of  the  House.  He  was 
as  much  at  sea  now  as  he  was  at  the  be- 
ginning of  these  discussions  as  to  what 
Obstruction  meant.  It  might  be  applied 
by  very  virtuous  persons,  as  w:ell  as  by 
persons  who  wished  to  interfere  with  the 
real  Business  of  the  House. 

Mb.  salt  feared  that  if  the  present 
Amendment  were  inserted,  it  would  have 
an  effect  upon  the  clause  different  from 
that  which  was  desired;  but  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  no  doubt,  might 
attain  his  object  by  an  Amendment  intro- 
duced in  the  sixth  or  seventh  line.  He 
would  suggest  that  there  was  a  wide  dif- 
ference in  the  character  of  the  action  of 
the  Chair  when  directed  against  an  in- 
dividual and  when  directed  against  a 
Party.  When  applied  to  an  individual 
for  offending  against  the  Bules,  he  was 
perfectly  satisfied  that  the  Chair  would 
always  be  supported  by  99-lOOths  of 
the  House ;  but  when  directed  against  a 
Party,  the  effect  would  be  a  more  solid, 
desperate,  and  determined  resistance  on 
the  part  of  that  Party.  He  thought  that 
in  matters  of  that  kind  the  House  should 
be  unanimous  in  its  support  of  the 
Chair. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  must  say  that 
the  tone  of  the  Conservative  Party  on 
this  occasion,  and  the  tone  of  at  least 
two  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  contrasted,  he  thought,  agreeably 
with  the  tone  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  this  Besolution.  He  must  say 
that  he  was  perfectly  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand not  merely  that  the  Prime  Minister 
proposed  the  penalties  of  this  Bule,  but 
that  he  proposed  the  imposition  of  this 
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Bule  at  all.  There  was  not  a  single 
power  of  curtailing  debate  or  suppressing 
anything  like  irrelevant  observation  on 
the  part  of  a  Member  or  a  Party  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  already. 
He  defied  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
give  a  single  instance  in  which  the  Busi*^ 
ness  of  the  House  could  be  delayed  or 
disarranged  which  was  not  already  quite 
sufficiency  provided  for  without  this 
Bule  at  all.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
instead  of  doing  away  with  this  Bule 
altogether — and  he  submitted  that  he 
would  be  perfectly  entitled  and  justified 
in  doinfi^  away  with  it — proposed  exac- 
tions which,  he  might  say,  shocked  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
Was  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  or  something  like  it, 
unnecessary  in  the  face  of  the  notorious 
fact  of  the  earlier  portion  of  this  Session  ? 
Was  not  the  use  of  this  Bule  on  a  former 
occasion — of  course,  it  would  be  alto- 
gether out  of  Order  for  him  to  say  a 
scandal — but  was  it  not  notorious  that  it 
gave  a  large  amount  of  dissatisfaction 
and  apprehension  on  every  side  and  quar- 
ter and  section  of  the  House — Liberal 
and  Tory  and  Badical  ?  The  House,  of 
course,  would  naturally  support  the  Chair 
as  against  an  individual  Member ;  but 
did  the  Prime  Ministsr  think  they  were 
such  slaves  of  words  as  to  call  that  the 
deliberate  judgment  of  the  House?  This 
Besolution  appeared  to  him  to  be  de- 
scribed by  one  adjective  and  one  adjec- 
tive only — it  was  the  anti-Irish  Besolu- 
tion of  these  Procedure  Besolutions.  To 
most  Members  it  would  be  a  great  relief 
to  be  ordered  to  give  up  their  Parlia- 
mentary labours ;  but  it  would  be  a 
deprivation  to  the  constituencies,  and  he 
was  surprised  to  see  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman give  his  sanction  to  such  a  mis- 
chievous and  ridiculous  proposal. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNIM3  said,  he 
might  state  that  when  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  first  brought 
forward  this  Bule  it  was  not  his  inten- 
tion that  it  should  be  brought  into  ope- 
ration in  glohOf  but  that  it  uiould  act  on 
Members  individually.  He  (Lord  John 
Manners)  thought  it  best,  under  the 
circumstances,  to  make  clear  the  will  of 
the  House  that  this  Bule  should  not  be 
brought  into  operation  in  the  first-men- 
tioned way.  He  considered  that  that  was 
a  favourable  opportunity  for  some  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  to  come  forward 


3  L 


Tufimty-fi/th  Night.^ 


1763    ParUammi^Buiins$i  of  the    (COMMONS]    Houu^TKe  N$w  RuU9.    1764 


and  Bay  whether  they  were  generally  in 
favour  of  the  words  suggested  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gorst) 
or  not,  or  whether  they  were  prepat^d 
to  introduce  some  other  words  at  the 
proper  place  in  order  to  effectuate  his 
intention. 

The  Marquess  op  HAETINGTON 
said,  that  when  the  issue  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
desired  to  bring  forward  was  raised,  the 
GoYemment  would  be  prepared  to  state 
the  oourse  they  would  advise  the  House 
to  take.  It  would  be  inconvenient  to 
discuss  at  great  length  a  general  ques- 
tion upon  an  Amendment  which  it  was 
generally  admitted  would  settle  nothing 
at  all.  He  did  not  propose  to  go  any 
further  into  the  general  question  except 
to  say  that  the  observations  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister  seemed 
to  have  been  somewhat  misunderstood. 
They  did  not  say  that  it  might  not  be 
possible  to  consider  some  modifications 
of  the  Bule ;  but  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  never  committed  the  Government  to 
the  proposition  that  the  power  existed 
of  applying  the  Standing  Order  to 
several  Members  for  the  offence  of  one. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  thought 
that  the  Government  would  save  time  if 
they  took  the  earliest  possible  opportunity 
of  stating  their  intentions  with  regard  to 
the  BesoLution.  It  would  be  inconvenient 
that  they  should  resume  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Amendment  without  know- 
ing the  intentions  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  applicability  of  the 
Bule  to  such  proceedings  as  took  place 
earlier  in  the  Session.     He  came  down 
to  the  House  one  morning,  and,  finding 
the  authority  of  the  Chedr  in  question, 
without  having  any  opportunity  of  mas- 
tering the  details  of  what  had  been  going 
on,  no  debate  or  explanation  being  per- 
missible,  he  voted  in  support  of   the 
authority  of  the  Chair.     He  confessed 
that  he  was  much  astonished  to  find  that 
some  of  the  hon.  Members  whose  names 
were  mentioned,  who  he  thought  during 
his  absence  had  been  guilty  of  some 
direct  challenge  to  the  authority  of  the 
Chair,  had  only  been  enjoying  slumber 
as  he  had  for  many  hours.     A  recur- 
rence of  anything  of  that  kind  would  be 
much  to  be  regretted,  and  would  greatly 
impair  the  dignity  of  the  House.     He 
hoped  the  Government,  when  in  their 

t'uagment  the  proper  time  arrived,  would 
^e  prepared  to  offer  to  the  House  some 
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proposal  which  would  prevent  the  recur- 
rence of  such  proceedings. 

Mr.  C.  S.  PABKEB  said,  he  hoped 
that  before  the  Government  committed 
themselves  to  any  course  with  reg^ard  to 
this  Besolution  they  would  direct  their 
attention  to  the  fact  that  two  questions 
of  a  different  character  were  raised  by 
it.     Up  to  this  point  the  debate  had 
turned  mostly  on  the  question  of  Ob- 
struction.   He  confessed  in  dealing  with 
that  he  thought,  in  general,  it  would  be 
well  to  punish  the  individual  offender 
and  not  many  collectively.     At  the  same 
time,  he  remembered  that  soon  after 
the  present  Bule  was  adopted  by  the 
House,  the  Speaker  was  understood  to 
hold  that  a  case  might  arise  for  applying 
it  to  a  collective  offence.     But,    oesides 
the  offence  of  Obstruction,  the  Bule  dealt 
with  the  offence  of  disregarding  the  au- 
thority of  the  Chair.    They  had  had  an 
instance  where  that  authority  had  been 
deliberately  disregarded  by  a  number  of 
Members  collectively.     On  one  occasion 
28  Members  of  the  Irish  Party,  feeling 
themselves  aggrieved  by  the  course  taken 
by  the  Speaker,  refused  to  vote,  in  de- 
fiance of  the  authority  of  the  Chair.    It 
was  possible  that  such  an  occurrence 
might  happen   again;  and,  unless  the 
Bule  could  be  applied  collectively,  it 
might  be  necessary  to  go  through  some 
25,  or,  if  it  happened  in  Committee, 
even  50  divisions. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  debate  had  taken  a 
new  departure  since  the  speeches  of  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Perth  (Mr.  Parker)  had  been  addressed 
to  the  House,  and  that  it  would  now 
appear  that  tiie  Bule  was  to  be  used 
for  collective  punishment.  If  collective 
offences  were  punished  collectively,  it 
should  be  made  clear  that  there  were 
to  be  several  offences  and  collectiTe 
offences  to  be  punished  in  different 
ways.  It  ought  not  to  be  left  in  doubt 
The  real  difficulty  with  the  Bule  was 
that  it  had  been  misapplied.  He  could 
perfectly  well  recollect  the  extraoidi- 
nary  occasion  to  which  reference  had 
been  made.  He  was  many  thousand 
miles  away  in  a  foreign  country,  amongst 
a  foreign  people.  He  had  to  consider 
how  best  he  could  justify  the  action  of 
the  Bepresentative  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  he  was  totally  unable  to 
do  so.    The  Bule  was  plainly  intended 
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by  its  author  and  by  the  House  as  an 
instrument  to  be  used  cautiously  and 
against  individuals;  but  it  had  been 
used  incautiously  and  against  bodies  of 
Members.  The  Government  ought  to  state 
plainly  whether  they  wished  the  Speaker 
or  Chairman  to  retain  the  power  to  sen- 
tence Members  collectively.  The  justi- 
fication of  what  had  taken  place  on  the 
occasion  of  the  suspension  of  the  Irish 
Members  had  never  yet  been  uttered. 
It  had  been  excused,  it  had  been  palli- 
ated ;  but  it  had  been  regretted  by  all. 
It  had  been  regretted  universally  on  all 
sides  of  the  House.  [**  No,  no !  "]  He 
heard  some  utterances  now  from  behind 
the  Treasury  Bench,  which  showed  that 
there  were  Ministerial  Members  of  the 
House  who  delighted  in  the  fact  that  on 
one  occasion  some  30  Members  were  sen- 
tenced to  be  banished  from  the  House  in 
the  absence  of  three  or  four  of  them. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
one  thing  was  plain,  that  they  had  been 
sitting  there  at  gpreat  inconvenience  for 
a  month,  and  the  Government  must  have 
found  that  whenever  they  had  shown  a 
disposition  to  be  conciliatory  they  had 
made  the  best  progress,  and  no  impedi- 
ments had  been  thrown  in  their  way. 
[A  laughJ]  The  Home  Secretarylaughed, 
as  he  always  laughed  at  a  truism,  and 
was  prepared  to  deny  it ;  but  he  could 
not  have  been  in  the  House,  or  he  would 
know  that  good  progress  had  been  made. 
If  the  Prime  Minister  wished  to  make 
progress  now,  he  must  take  care  that  no 
injustice  was  done  to  any  Party  in  the 
House.  There  could  be  no  doubt  for  a 
moment  that  the  Resolution  as  it  was 
drawn  was  aimed  at  the  Irish  Party, 
and  the  Irish  Party  alone.  The  Prime 
Minister  said  that  none  of  the  Resolu- 
tions were  framed  against  any  Party ; 
but  he  could  not  but  say,  looking  at  this 
Resolution  as  proposed  to  be  amended 
by  the  Government  in  the  light  of  past 
occurrences,  that  it  was  aimed  against  the 
Irish  Party.  Whatever  might  be  thought 
of  some  of  the  proceedings  that  Party  had 
carried  on,  there  was  one  thing  he  held 
most  dear,  and  that  was  that  any  Member 
should  have  justice  and  fair  play.  What- 
ever mie^ht  be  the  voices  that  expressed 
dissent  from  behind  the  Treasury  Benoh, 
no  one  would  deny  that  the  proceedings 
the  Chairman  took  on  a  recent  occasion 
had  left  a  rankling  in  the  minds  of 
Members  which  he  should  be  sorry  to 
have  renewed.   Qe  said  nothing  against 


the  Chairman,  for  he  had  the  greatest 
regard  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
would  be  a  gross  abuse  of  power  to 
place  this  Rule  in  the  hands  of  any 
Chairman,  this  Rule  allowing  him  to 
deal  with  the  conduct  of  Members  col- 
lectively, except  with  the  greatest  safe- 
guards. When  the  Committee  was 
heated,  and  a  certain  number  of  Mem- 
bers, for  reasons  they  considered  amply 
sufficient,  placed  themselves  in  anta- 
gonism to  the  majority,  how  easy  it 
would  be  to  say  the  whole  of  this  num- 
ber should  be  suspended,  though  some 
amongst  them  might  not  have  acted 
actively.  It  would  be  fatal  to  the  liber- 
ties of  the  House ;  and  he  humbly, 
earnestly,  and  energetically  urged  the 
Prime  Minister  to  declare  how  far  he 
intended  to  go  with  this  Resolution,  so 
that  the  House  might  know  how  to  deal 
with  the  present  Amendment. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  engaged  in  an  attempt  to  mystify 
the  House.  It  was  for  them  to  make 
their  meaning  clear  and  beyond  the 
possibility  of  mistake.  The  Govern- 
ment must  remember  that  there  had 
been  the  very  greatest  division  of  opi- 
nion as  to  the  construction  put  on  tne 
Standing  Order  by  the  Speaker  and  the 
Chairman  on  two  particular  occasions, 
and  it  was  clearly  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  make  the  understanding 
clear  as  to  whether  they  meant  the  Rule 
to  apply  individually  or  collectively. 
He  challenged  the  Attorney  General  to 
deny  that  if  the  Rule  were  passed  as  it 
stood,  and  were  administered  by  a  Judge, 
it  would  not  be  construed  as  meaning  a 
collective  application.  He  asked  the 
Prime  Minister  if  he  was  prepared  to 
insert  in  the  Resolution,  after  **  Mem- 
ber," the  words  •*  or  Members  ?  "  If  that 
were  done,  the  House  would  have  a  dis- 
tinct issue  before  it ;  and  till  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  were  made  clear, 
there  need  be  no  surprise  if  much  valu- 
able time  were  lost  before  they  came  to 
a  decision  on  the  point. 

Mr.  NE WDEGATE  wished  to  remind 
the  House  that  on  the  night  of  the  sus- 
pension of  the  Irish  Members  those 
Members  left  the  House  in  a  body. 

Mr.  CALLAN  denied  the  statement, 
and  said  that  the  Chairman  had  sud- 
denly produced  his  list  of  Members,  and 
that  not  one  of  the  Irish  Members  left 
the  House.     8^y^x«i  ^i  VJaa^^^ws^^iwt:^ 
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had  been  in  bed  many  hours  when  the 
Buspension  occurred.  He  had  consulted 
the  reporters  of  four  daily  papers,  and 
they  informed  him  that  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy)  was  never  read  out  by  the 
Chairman,  and  the  vote  suspending  him 
was  not  put  to  the  House.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Marum)  was 
also  suspended ;  but  even  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds),  who  voted 
for  the  Buspension  of  them  all,  would 
hardly  get  up  and  say  that  that  hon. 
Member  had  been  properly  suspended. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  he  had  listened  with 
some  attention  to  what  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Brid- 
port  (Mr.  Warton),  who  anticipated  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill),  that  if  this  were  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  it  would  not  be  read  col- 
lectively. That  was  not  so,  because, 
under  the  Act  generally  known  as  Lord 
Brougham's,  words  in  the  singular  num- 
ber were  allowed  also  to  be  read  in  the 
plural.  He  was  astonished  to  hear  hon. 
Members  opposite  say  that  the  Oovern- 
ment  ought  now  to  mitigate  the  severity 
of  the  action  of  the  House  towards  pri- 
rate  Members;  because  when  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  the  1st  Resolution 
they  were  told  that  they  ought  not  to 
interfere  with  free  discussion,  but  ought 
to  punish  private  Members  for  acting 
obstructively.  And  the  noble  Viscount 
(Viscount  Sandon),  whom,  he  regretted 
to  think,  they  would  no  longer  hear  in 
that  House,  said — ''  I  would  increase  the 
penalty  upon  private  Members."  But  now 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  stated  that  this  Resolu- 
tion was  drawn  against  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. Why,  the  Resolution  was  drawn 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tiie  Mem- 
ber for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote),  and  not  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
[Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot:  The  Amend- 
ments.]. The  hon.  and  gallant  Member's 
assertion  was  that  the  Resolution  as  it 
stood  was  directed  against  the  Irish 
Members.  [Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot  : 
As  proposed  by  the  Government.]  The 
Resolution  was  the  same  as  that  drawn 
and  passed  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  North  Devon  at  the  time  he  was 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  did  not  say  the 
Amendments  were  drawn  against  the 
Irish  Party,  but  the  Resolution. 

Mr.  Cdfl^n 


Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 

that  that  was  not  his  statement.  He 
spoke  of  the  Resolution  as  amended  by 
the  Government,  and  it  was  with  regard 
to  the  Resolution  so  amended  that  he 
made  his  statement. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet's  statement  was  that  this 
Resolution  was  drawn  against  the  Irish 
Members.  And  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  now  said  that  he 
voted  as  to  the  action  of  the  Chairman 
without  inquiring  what  took  place.  Was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  such  a  state 
of  ignorance  that  he  concluded  some- 
thing had  taken  place  which  had  not? 
But  now  all  the  responsibility  for  this 
conduct  was  thrown  off,  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  representing  the  Opposition 
were  objecting  to  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment, which  on  a  former  occasion 
they  supported  and  the  responsibility 
for  which  they  shared.  The  Amend- 
ment raised  a  very  small  point,  and  it 
would  be  far  more  convenient  to  wait  for 
the  Prime  Minister's  statement  till  the 
question,  as  a  whole,  came  before  the 
House  in  a  practical  form.  The  mat- 
ter could  not  be  discussed  now,  for  the 
Amendment,  as  he  had  said,  did  not 
raise  the  whole  question.  The  Gk)vem- 
ment  would  undertake,  when  the  time 
came,  to  make  a  statement  on  the  endre 
subject. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that  the  Go- 
vernment objected  to  the  time  of  the 
Amendment,  and  asked  the  House  not 
to  demand  explanations  till  they  came 
to  another  Amendment  which  might  or 
might  not  be  moved.  He  might  con- 
tend, however,  that  the  point  now  raised 
was  one  of  considerable  importance,  with 
respect  to  which  the  House  had  a  right 
to  press  for  an  answer.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  said  that  the 
Resolution  was  originally  framed  bj  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition.  That  might 
be  BO  in  form  ;  but  since  the  Resolution 
was  first  submitted  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend  circumstances  had  occurred  which 
had  altogether  altered  the  oonstmction 
put  upon  it,  and  it  was  now  neoeaaaiy, 
in  order  to  prevent  misapprehensions, 
that  the  House  should  know  whether  the 
Government  intended  the  Rule  to  be  ap- 
plied individually  or  ooUeotively.  The 
sole  question  was  whether,  according  to 
the  Rule,  an  offending  Member  should 
be  Named  to  the  House,  or  whether  the 
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Bule  should  be  the  means  of  taking 
action  against  a  Party  ? 

Mr.  D  0  D  8  0  N  observed  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  seemed  anxious  to 
convey  to  the  House  that  they  were  not 
responsible  for  the  Rule  in  its  present 
shape. 

Colonel  STANLEY :  Not  for  the  form 
in  which  it  is  now  to  be  applied. 

Mb.  DODSON  accepted,  and  was  glad 
to  hear,  the  correction  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman.  As  to  the  inter- 
pretation of  the  Rule  in  a  collective 
sense,  he  would  draw  attention  to  the 
debate  of  the  31st  of  January,  1881,  when 
they  had  an  All-night  Sitting.  The  late 
Home  Secretary  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
then  said,  appealing  to  the  Speaker — 

"I  put  it  to  you,  Sir,  whether  all  these 
speeches,  if  they  be  taken,  not  one  by  one,  but 
in  combination,  do  not  show  that  there  is  a  de- 
cided combination  for  the  purpose  of  wilful  and 
persistent  Obstruction  ?  I  would  ask  further, 
whether,  under  this  order  of  the  House,  you 
have  not  the  power  of  putting  a  stop  to  these 
proceedings  ?  " — [3  Hansard^  cclvii.  1943.4.] 

That  was  inviting  a  collective  applica- 
tion of  the  Rule.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Devon 
rose  later  in  the  Sitting,  endorsed  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated, 
and  went  on  to  ask  for  some  expression 
of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  order  to  strengthen  the  hands 
of  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  to  put  down 
what  he  was  fully  convinced  was  nothing 
short  of  Obstruction.  He  thought  the 
instance  he  had  given  was  sufficient  to 
show  that  the  Rule  had  already  been 
applied  to  collective  Obstruction,  the 
initiative  having  been  taken  by  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 

Sib  R.  assheton  CROSS  said,  it 
was  not  unusual  on  Bills  in  Committee 
to  move  Amendments  for  the  sake  of 
eliciting  opinions  from  the  Government. 
The  proceeding  on  that  occasion  was 
analogous  to  that,  their  object  being  to 
get  an  expression  of  opinion  from  the 
Government.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  seemed  en- 
tirely, to  have  missed  the  point.  He 
quoted  cases  which  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  question  at  issue. 
He  really  believed  that  if  the  Speaker's 
attention  had  been  drawn  to  the  fact, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
been  called  to  Order  on  the  ground  of 
irrelevance.  They  wished  that  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  should  deal 
with  each  particular  case,  and  give  the 


House  an  opportunity  of  judging  of  such 
case.  No  other  course  would  be  tole- 
rated for  a  moment  in  a  Court  of  Jus- 
tice; and  it  was  to  secure  the  ends  of 
justice  that  they  supported  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
It  would  be  unsatisfactory  to  leave  the 
question  to  be  dealt  with  subsequently 
by  a  Proviso,  for  the  Government  might 
then  be  able  to  shelve  the  question 
altogether. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  did  not  altogether  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cross)  in  the  remarks  he  had 
made  upon  the  speech  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  (Mr.  Dodson).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  pas- 
sages quoted  from  previous  debates  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  were  altogether 
irrelevant  to  the  present  issue.  Of  course, 
the  question  raised  by  the  Speaker  in 
1881  distinctly  pointed  to  the  question 
of  combination.  He  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  did  not  wish,  however,  to  press 
that  matter  too  far ;  but  he  certainly  did 
remember  that  in  the  particular  instance 
in  question,  when  the  objection  was 
taken  and  referred  to  the  Speaker,  the 
ruling  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
regard  to  that  particular  action  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  was  a 
justification  of  it  in  view  of  there  having 
been  a  combination.  Consequently,  the 
Speaker  did  on  that  occasion,  in  his 
ruling,  distinctly  regard  it  as  being  ger- 
mane to  the  action  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committee.  But,  as  he  had  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  push  that  point  too  far. 
Certainly,  if  it  were  asked,  as  a  general 
proposition,  whether  the  action  ought  to 
be  against  Members  singly  or  ooUeo- 
tively,  he  should  say  that  it  ought  to  be 
singly  and  not  collectively ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  feared  that  there  might  be 
occasions  when  the  action  was  really  of  a 
collective  character,  and  therefore  all  the 
Government  wished  was  to  have  some- 
thing to  carry  out  the  penal  operation 
of  the  Rule  in  both  cases.  As  a  general 
principle  the  Resolution  would  be  ap- 
plied to  Members  singly,  but  it  would* 
not  altogether  exclude  particular  cases 
where  there  might  have  been  a  collective 
action  which  ought  to  be  dealt  with  as  a 
whole.  That  was  a  fair  statement  of  the 
case ;  but  he  could  not  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  t^AA.  >^» 
would  \iQ  a  eoii'^«ii\Wi\.^Q\>x%»Vi^»^^*^^ 
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discussion  at  that  point  upon  an  Amend- 
ment wliioh  did  not  meet  it  at  all,  but  he 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  take  it 
upon  an  Amendment  which  distinctly 
raised  the  point.  In  a  case  of  this  kind 
it  was  undoubtedly  the  desire  of  the 
GoTemment  to  collect  the  opinion  of  the 
House  for  the  discussion  which  took 
place,  and  he  hoped  when  the  Goyern- 
ment  had  collected  the  opinion  of  the 
House,  that  they  would  endeavour  to 
carry  that  opinion  out.  It  would,  how- 
ever, be  highly  improper  to  -state  what 
the  views  and  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment were  before  they  had  had  an  op- 
portunity of  collecting  the  opinion  of  the 
House  and  of  endeavouring  to  meet  the 
views  of  the  House  upon  the  subject. 
So  far  as  he  gathered  from,  the  course 
the  discussion  had  taken,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  there  were  two  points  which 
had  to  be  met.  First  of  all  the  general 
and  governing  principle  was  that  there 
should  be  single  action,  but  that  they 
should  not  exclude  collective  action,  if  it 
was  necessary.  The  Government  would 
be  prepared,  although  they  would  not 
bind  themselves  to  the  actual  words,  to 
introduce  an  Amendment  something  to 
this  eJBTeot — 

"  ProTided  also,  That  no  more  than  one  Mem- 
ber shall  be  named  at  the  same  time,  unless 
several  Members  present  together  have  con- 
curred in  an  act  for  which  they  are  named." 

The  object,  in  the  first  instance,  would 
be  to  provide  that  as  a  general  rule  the 
Speaker  should  only  Name  a  single 
Member ;  but  if  a  number  of  Members 
were  palpably  acting  together,  then  they 
miffht  be  dealt  with  coUeotively.  As  he 
had  framed  the  Proviso,  it  would  obviate 
the  objection  which  had  been  taken,  that 
any  Member  who  was  not  present  could 
be  Named.  It  required  that  the  Mem- 
ber Named  should  be  present,  and  also 
that  if  there  were  a  number  of  Members 
present  who  were  concurring  in  a  par- 
ticular act,  that  they  might  also  be 
Named  if  occasion  should  arise.  He  had 
felt  it  right  to  explain  the  intentions  of 
the  Government,  but  at  the  same  time 
he  had  no  desire  to  encourage  hereafter 
a  practice  of  discussing  an  Amendment 
which  could  not  be  decided.  The  Govern- 
ment submitted  this  Amendment  now, 
but  they  entertained  the  hope  that  the 
House  would  refrain  from  discussing  it 
until  the  time  arrived  when  it  could  be 
properly  proposed.  He  trusted  that  the 
announcement  he  had  now  made  would 

Sir  William  Harcourt 


have  the  efFect  of  shortening  the  dis- 
cussion upon  the  Amendment  at  present 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  that  the  words 
which  had  just  been  read  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  no  doubt, 
altered  to  some  slight  extent  the  effect 
of  the  Hule.  He  did  not  know  whether 
the  Government  considered  it  proper 
that  the  House  should  proceed  to  criti- 
cize those  words  now.  There  were  only 
two  courses  open:  either  instantly  to 
proceed  to  criticize  the  words,  because 
they  were  words  skilfully  framed  and 
involving  a  secondary  meaning  which 
might  not  easily  be  discerned ;  or,  in  the 
second  place,  to  take  the  moreconTenient 
course  of  adjourning  the  debate  until  to- 
morrow, in  order  to  enable  the  House  to 
ascertain  what  was  the  real  meaning  to 
be  attached  to  these  words.  The  utmost 
range  of  the  concession  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment was  this — that  only  one  Mem- 
ber should  be  Named  at  the  same  mo- 
ment, but  that  any  number  of  Members, 
if  they  were  believed  by  the  Speaker  to 
have  concurred  in  any  act  for  which  a 
Member  was  Named,  might  also  be 
Named  and  suspended  on  the  same  oc- 
casion. Now,  what  was  concurrence? 
How  was  concurrence  to  be  determined? 
Concurrence  might  be  manifested  by 
speech  or  by  act,  or  it  might  be  merely 
a  determination  in  the  mind  of  Mr. 
Speaker.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  in  the  Chair,  or  the  Speaker  of  the 
future,  versed  in  the  thought-reading  of 
which  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill) 
had  spoken,  might  convict  a  number  of 
Members  of  concurrence  in  an  act  aimply 
because  he  supposed  them  on  general 

Sounds  to  be  in  sympathy  with  the 
ember  Named.  There  were  two  great 
points  to  which  hon.  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House  attached  importance. 
In  the  first  place,  that  a  Member  ^onld 
only  be  suspended  because  of  an  event 
immediately  arising,  and  not  on  account 
of  something  which  had  taken  place  at 
a  previous  Sitting;  and,  secondly,  that 
the  Members  suspended  should  be  sus- 
pended singly  and  not  en  nuuse.  In 
those  respects  he  did  not  think  the  words 

Proposed  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
l^entleman  afibrded  any  very  great 
security  to  the  House.  The  caee  of  the 
Government  was  wretchedly  bad  before 
the  House  were  favoured  with  the  speech 
of  that  great  logician  the  President  of 
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the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Dod- 
Bon) ;  but,  bad  as  it  was,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  succeeded  in  making 
it  infinitely  worse.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, conscious  of  the  weakness  of  \iis 
own  arguments,  was  not  prepared  to 
take  upon  himself  the  additional  weak- 
ness of  the  arguments  of  his  right  hon. 
Colleague,  and  he  simply  slid  by  the 
speech  of  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  by  declaring  that  the 
quotations  he  had  read  were  not  ir- 
relevant. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  risen  in  his  place,  and,  bran- 
dishing a  volume  of  Hansard  before  their 
faces,  by  way  of  showing  that  the  Con- 
servative Party  were  responsible  for  the 
monstrous  reading  given  in  this  Parlia- 
ment to  the  Conservative  Pule  made  a 
few  years  ago,  he  had  cited  what?  Not 
a  declaration  of  opinion  by  the  Leaders 
of  the  Conservative  Party,  but  an  appeal 
made  to  the  authority  of  the  Speaker  by 
two  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench,  as  to  the  construction 
of  a  Standing  Order.  The  Speaker  was 
asked  on  that  occasion  by  the  late  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, whether  or  not  a  certain  course  of 
conduct  pursued  by  certain  Members 
of  the  House  might  or  might  not  be 
brought  under  the  operation  of  the 
Standing  Order.  The  same  question, 
although  in  different  words,  was  put 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote).  Now,  in  the  first  place,  neither 
of  those  right  hon.  Gentlemen  made 
any  declaration  as  to  the  meaning  of 
the  Standing  Order,  but  both  of  them 
simply  submitted  a  question  to  the 
Speaker,  and  if  the  Speaker  had  re- 
solved that  question  in  the  affirmative, 
it  still  could  not  have  been  asserted 
that  the  Pule  could  have  been  applied  to 
long  past  affairs.  The  principle  would 
still  have  been  maintained  that  the  Pule 
was  only  applicable  to  events  and  circum- 
stances immediately  arising.  Even  if 
the  Speaker  had  replied  in  the  affirma- 
tive, it  would  actually  have  been  neces- 
sary, in  accordance  with  the  original 
interpretation  of  the  Kule,  to  proceed 
separately  against  each  offending  Mem- 
ber. The  questions  put  by  the  two 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  did  not  authorize  or 
support    in  any  way  the    subsequent 


action  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
(Mr.  Lyon  Playfair).  It  would  still  have 
been  necessary  to  proceed  separately 
against  each  offending  Member.  The 
Speaker  on  that  occasion  gave  the  ruling 
which  had  been  quoted  as  an  evidence 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  opinion 
that  collective  action  might  be  taken 
upon  the  Pule ;  but  how  was  it  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  really  acted  ?  Did  he 
act  upon  his  own  ruling,  and  suppress 
whole  bodies  of  Members  of  the  House  ? 
Not  at  all ;  rather  than  act  upon  his  own 
ruling  and  his  own  view,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  resorted  to  an  act  unprece- 
dented in  history.  He  chose  to  inter- 
pose his  personal  will  between  a  certain 
Party  in  that  House  and  free  speech,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  preferred 
to  take  that  course  rather  than  put  upon 
the  Standing  Order  the  interpretation 
which  the  Government  now  put  upon  it. 
In  such  a  state  of  facts,  how  could  the 
Government  have  the  intellectual  auda- 
city— although,  perhaps,  intellectual  was 
a  bad  word  to  apply  to  it — how  could  the 
Government  have  the  audacity  to  come 
to  the  House  and  place  upon  the  Stand- 
ing Order  an  interpretation  which  the 
Speaker  had  refused  to  apply  to  it, 
although  ruling  in  its  favour?  The 
Attorney  General  had  appealed  to  the 
application  of  the  Rule  with  very  bad 
success.  He  had  referred  to  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Viscount  Sandon),  who  had  ex- 
pressed his  willingness  to  apply  the 
Pule,  however  severe  it  might  be,  against 
any  Member  who  was  guilty  of  Obstruc- 
tion in  the  House.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  next  alluded  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot), 
who  spoke  of  the  Pule  as  being  directed 
against  the  Irish  Party,  and  the  Irish 
Party  only.  The  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  professed  to  find  an  in- 
consistency between  these  two  speeches, 
but  there  was  none  at  all.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool  said  he 
was  willing  to  assent  to  the  punishment, 
however  severe,  of  a  person  guilty  of 
wilful  Obstruction.  So  did  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  West  Sussex.  But 
what  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
objected  to  was  that  the  Rule  passed  in 
the  late  Parliament,  and  consistently  ap- 
plied to  that  purpose  only  by  the  ri^ht 
hon.  GentVemaii  \\ift  ^wi>Xi^x  l^srt  ^^"tJsio. 
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Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote"),  should 
baye  been  taken  up  by  a  Liberal  Govem- 
znent  and  enlarged  and  misapplied  and 
misused,  according  to  that  ancient  rule 
of  Whig  Governments  which  induced 
them  to  take  great  delight  in  burnishing 
up  all  the  weapons  of  offence  which  were 
handed  down  to  them  by  the  Tories. 
What  Member  in  that  House  knew  the 
merits  of  the  case?  The  merits  were 
wrapped  in  an  impenetrable  veil,  which 
even  the  Day  of  Judgment  would  not  re- 
move. On  one  occasion  16  Members 
of  the  House  were  suspended.  And 
for  what  ?  The  House  nad  been  for 
weeks  and  weeks  debating  an  obnoxious 
Bill  which  put  an  end  to  trial  by  jury 
in  Ireland,  which  created  a  batch  of 
,  new  offences,  which  legalized  nocturnal 
visits  to  the  dwellings  of  the  people, 
which  enabled  the  police  to  clear  away 
all  strangers,  which  authorized  the  sup- 
pression of  the  Press  and  the  liberty  of 
speech,  which  enabled  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant to  swamp  whole  districts  with  a 
blood  tax,  and  which,  in  point  of  fact, 
destroyed  every  vestige  of  liberty  in 
Ireland.  The  House  had  been  for  six 
weeks  engaged  in  debating  that  Bill. 
At  various  times  they  had  received  an 
acknowledgment  from  the  Head  of  the 
Government  that  the  Opposition  had  not 
transcended  the  bounds  of  reason.  At 
what  point  could  the  Prime  Minister  say 
that  they  had  transcended  the  bounds  of 
reason  ?  It  would  be  beyond  the  bounds 
of  reason  for  any  man  to  decide.  The 
Attorney  General  was  hardly  justified  in 
the  attack  hfi  had  made  upon  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  South- West  Lancashire 
(Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  for  desiring  to 
become  acquainted  with  the  intentions 
of  the  Government.  What  the  House 
wished  was  that  they  should  hear  those 
intentions  now,  and  not  have  to  wait  for 
them  for  an  indefinite  time.  It  was  said 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  that  this  was  not  an 
Amendment  which  showed  the  merits  of 
the  Standing  Order.  He  {Mr.  Sexton) 
contended  respectfully  that  it  did.  They 
wanted  to  know  on  the  threshold  of  the 
Hesolution  what  it  would  mean  when  in 
working  order.  The  Resolution  said 
**  any  Member ; "  but,  so  far  as  its  opera- 
tion had  hitherto  gone,  it  might  as  well 
have  said  **  any  or  every  Irish  Member," 
because  the  English  Members  had  been 
praoticcdly  exempt  from  its  working. 
fie  believed  there  was  an  UngliAh  Mem- 

J£r.  Sexton 
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ber  (Mr.  Whalley)  who  was  at  one  time 
the  moral  Colleague  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate)  in  protecting  the  interests  of  the 
Protestant  religion  in  that  House,  who 
fell  nominally  under  the  operation  of 
the  Standing  Order.  But  the  hon. 
Member  on  inat  occasion  did  not  suffer 
any  inconvenience  from  it,  and  ever 
since  then  it  had  been  directed  against 
Irish  Members  and  Irish  Members  only. 
Therefore,  the  Irish  Members  needed 
no  suggestion  from  the  hon.  and  nllant 
Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Bartelott)  to  assure  them  that  the 
Standing  Order  was  directed  against 
them.  But  if  it  was  to  be  used  against 
them,  they  had^a  special  reason  for  de- 
manding from  the  Government  on  the 
threshold  of  the  consideration  of  the 
Besolution,  which  was  the  pivot  upon 
which  everything  was  to  turn,  a  state- 
ment of  their  intentions.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  Government  propoaed  to 
multiply  the  punishment.  Instead  of  a 
day's  suspension  for  a  first  offence  it  was 
to  be  increased  to  a  week  ;  instead  of  a 
week's  suspension  for  a  second  offence 
it  was  to  be  increased  to  a  month ;  and 
instead  of  a  month's  suspension  for  a 
third  offence  it  was  to  be  increased  by 
suspending  the  offending  Member  for 
the  rest  of  the  Session.  There  was  an- 
other and  a  significant  penalty  to  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  not  alluded. 
At  present,  a  Member  threatened  with 
suspension  was  allowed  to  rise  in  his 

Elace  and  defend  himself.  But  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister, 
in  the  resolute  pursuit  of  the  policy  of 
the  gag,  already  so  fully  exemplified  in 
the  Ist  Hesolution,  had  so  amended  the 
Standing  Order  that  hereafter  a  Mem- 
ber threatened  with  suspension  would 
have  no  opportunity  of  defending  him- 
self. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  now  de- 
bating the  Standing  Order  at  large. 
He  should  confine  himself  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  would  not 
further  refer  to  the  Standing  Order  at 
large.  He  would  simply  explain  that 
he  was  endeavouring  to  point  out  that 
the  action  of  the  Irish  Members  on  the 
Amendment  now  before  the  House,  and 
in  regard  to  subsequent  Amendments, 
would  be  governed  by  the  explanations 
they  had  now  received  from  the  GK>vern- 
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ment.  He  hoped  be  had  said  enough 
to  convince  the  Government  that  the 
Irish  Members  had  special  reasons  for 
desiring  a  full  explanation,  as  they  did 
not  know  in  what  manner  the  Eule 
would  be  used  against  them.  They 
would  be  glad  to  be  convinced  that  the 
Standing  Order  would  be  used  against 
individual  offenders  and  not  against 
Members  collectively  ;  and  although  the 
explanations  offered  by  the  Government 
placed  the  Eesolution  in  a  different  light 
from  that  in  which  it  appeared  at  first, 
the  Irish  Members  could  not  consent 
to  proceed  further  with  it  until  the 
Amendments  of  the  Government  had 
been  placed  upon  the  Paper.  The 
Gx)vemment  would  only  have  to  blame 
themselves  if  the  progress  of  Business 
was  delayed  in  consequence  of  their 
having  refused  to  make  reasonable  con- 
cessions 

Mb.  JACOB  BRIGHT  said,  that 
throughout  the  discussion  there  had 
been  one  remarkable  feature  in  it,  and 
it  was  this — that  there  had  only  been 
one  discordant  voice  against  confining 
the  Hesolution  to  individual  suspension. 
Every  Member  who  had  spoken  during  the 
last  two  or  three  hours  had  been  against 
collective,  and  in  favour  of  individual 
suspension.  The  only  hon.  Member 
who  had  spoken  in  a  different  sense, 
and  he  did  not  think  the  opinion  of  the 
bon.  Member  was  very  strong,  was  the 
hon.  Member  for  Perth  (Mr.  Parker), 
who  had  referred  to  certain  circum- 
stances which  occurred  in  the  House 
some  time  a^o.  Those  circumstances, 
however,  in  all  probability  would  never 
occur  again ;  and  he  thought  that  to 
frame  a  Besolution  in  regard  to  that 
single  event  would  be  a  most  irrational 
proceeding.  He  trusted  that  when  the 
Government  declared  their  opinion  they 
would  take  into  consideration  the  views 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  had  expressed. 
He  (Mr.  Bright)  thought  it  was  a  most 
odious  thing  to  ask  the  House  to  suspend 
half-a-dozen  Members  in  a  batch.  If 
he  were  asked  whether  a  Member  ought 
to  be  suspended  or  not,  he  could,  if  he 
were  present,  say  **  Yes  "  or  "  No,"  be- 
cause he  could  judge  of  the  conduct  of 
that  Member ;  but  if  he  were  asked  to 
form  a  judgment  on  half-a-dozen  Mem- 
bers— and  he  undertook  to  say  that  hon. 
Members  sitting  on  those  Benches  would 
be  better  informed  as  to  the  character 


of  any  action  taken  by  Members  in  the 
House  even  than  the  authorities  of  the 
House — if  he  were  asked  to  pass  judg- 
ment upon  the  conduct  of  half-a-dozen 
men,  in  all  probability  he  should  feel 
inclined  to  say  that  one  or  two  deserved 
to  be  suspended,  but  that  one  or  two 
others  did  not ;  and  rather  than  vote  for 
the  suspension  of  the  entire  number,  he 
would  prefer  not  to  vote  at  all. 

Mr.  chamberlain  said,  he  had 
listened  very  carefully  to  the  speech  of 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary,  and  in  his  opinion  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  ex- 
pressed the  views  of  the  Government 
with  perfect  clearness.  At  the  same 
time,  he  was  bound  to  accept  the  com- 
plaints of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  (Mr.  Jacob  Bright),  who 
seemed  to  be  labouring  under  some  mis- 
apprehension ;  and  he  would  endeavour 
to  make  the  position  of  the  Government 
more  clear  than  it  was  at  present.  Most 
of  the  observations  made  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers applied  to  the  Standing  Order  as  it 
was,  and  not  to  the  Standing  Order  as 
amended  by  the  Amendment  which  had 
been  read  to  the  House  by  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Home  Se- 
cretary. As  the  Standing  Order  stood, 
and  as  it  had  been  construed  by  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  it  amounted 
to  the  creation  of  a  new  offence  under 
certain  circumstances  —  namely,  the 
offence  of  constructive  Obstruction ;  and 
it  had  been  called  constructive  Obstruc- 
tion, or  conspiracy,  to  obstruct  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House.  It  was  upon  that 
view  of  the  Standing  Order  that  certain 
hon.  Members  had  been  suspended  en 
masse  some  time  ago.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  spoke  as  though  the  only  ques- 
tion was  the  infliction  of  punishment, 
and  as  though  all  that  they  desired  was 
that  the  punishment  should  be  inflicted 
singly  ^and  individually.  That  left  the 
offence  of  constructive  Obstruction  unt 
touched,  and  it  might  be  possible  for  a 
future  Chairman  of  Committees  to  declare 
a  number  of  Members  who  were  not  pre- 
sent at  the  time  to  be  guilty  of  construc- 
tive Obstruction.  All  that  was  necessary 
to  meet  the  views  of  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  be  to  provide 
that  the  punishment  should  be  put  sepa- 
rately to  the  House,  so  that  the  House 
might  order  punishment  in  some  casea^ 
and  reject  it  in.  oWi^x^.    Ttia  ^oss^wxr 
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ment,  however,  in  the  Amendment  they 
had  proposed,  intended  to  go  further 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
Home  Secretary  (Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross). 
So  far  as  they  were  concerned,  they 
gave  up  in  future,  at  all  events,  all  idea 
of  constructive  Obstruction.  That,  he 
thought,  was  perfectly  clear ;  but  he 
would  read  once  more  the  Amendment 
as  it  had  been  read  by  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Home  Secretary ; 
and  he  would  add,  further,  that  if  it  did 
not  carry  out  the  intentions  of  the  Go- 
vernment, they  would  be  ready  at  the 
proper  time  to  accept  any  Amendment 
which  might  be  suggested  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  its  meaning  clear.  What 
they  said  in  the  Amendment  was — 

"  Provided  also,  Thftt  no  more  than  one 
Member  shall  be  named  at  the  same  time, 
unless  several  Members  present  together  have 
concurred  in  an  act  for  which  they  are  named." 

The  Amendment,  by  providing  that  the 
Members  Named  must  be  present,  did 
away  with  any  question  as  to  a  Member 
being  Named  in  his  absence.  Then  what 
was  the  kind  of  act  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  in  their  mind  ?  It  would  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that 
last  Session  a  number  of  Members  were 
ordered  by  the  Speaker  to  leave  the 
House,  and  they  refused  collectively  and 
together  to  do  so.  They  were,  conse- 
quently, all  of  them  at  once  suspended 
for  what  was  a  collective  act. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  They  were  sus- 
pended for  disregardiug  the  authority 
of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  chamberlain  said,  that  was 
so.  They  were  supended  for  disregard- 
ing the  authority  of  the  Chair ;  but  it 
was  quite  clear  that  in  such  a  case  the 
punishment  ought  to  be  inflicted  en  bloc, 
and  it  was  not  necessary  for  such  an 
offence  that  the  House  should  be  put  to 
the  trouble  of  dividing  in  each  individual 
case.  But  it  was  only  in  such  a  case 
— namely,  where  a  number  of  Members 
concurred  in  disregarding  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Chair,  that  the  Standing 
Order  would  be  put  in  force  in  that  way. 
In  all  other  cases  he  agreed  with  pre- 
vious speakers  that  the  punishment 
should  be  individually  inflicted. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  that 
after  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.  Chamberlain),  the  House,  probably, 
might  not  feel  disposed  to  prolong  the 
conversation  at  the  preBQut  ixiom^iv\,,\>^- 

Jlfr,  Chamhrhin 


cause  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  in- 
timated that  if  the  words  he  had  read  did 
not  carry  out  the  promises  he  had  made, 
the  Government  would  be  willing  to 
alter  their  Amendment.  Now,  there 
was  just  one  word  in  the  Amendment 
to  which  he  wished  to  direct  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government.  It  was  the 
word  "  concur."  The  Amendment  read — 

*<  Unless  several  Members  present  together 
have  concurred  in  the  Act  for  which  they  are 
named." 

He  thought  the  words  ''have committed 
an  act ''  would  better  convoy  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government.  It  would  be 
easy  to  determine  whether  an  act  had 
been  committed  by  hon.  Members  acting 
together ;  but  it  would  be  very  difficolt 
to  determine  whether  certain  Members 
present  had  concurred  in  an  act. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  had  Hs- 
tened  to  the  declaration  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  Government  meant 
to  exclude  the  idea  of  constructive  Ob- 
struction ;  but  he  would  beg  to  point  out 
that  the  preceding  Government  never 
contemplated  the  idea  of  constructive 
Obstruction  when  they  passed  this  Rule ; 
and  yet,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
constructive  Obstruction  was  not  con- 
templated by  the  preceding  Government, 
constructive  Obstruction  was  discovered 
in  the  Rule  by  the  Presiding  Authority. 
If  the  present  Government  wished  to 
exclude  constructive  Obstruction  from 
the  proposed  Rule,  it  would  not  at  all 
do  to  exclude  it  in  intention.  Let  them 
exclude  it  in  words,  and  he  did  not  see 
that  the  present  form  of  words  at  all  ex- 
cluded constructive  Obstruction.  It  ex- 
cluded a  marvellous  stretch  of  construc- 
tive Obstruction  which  suspended  an 
absent  Member  ;  but  he  thought  he 
might  say  with  tolerable  certainty  that 
the  probabilities  were  extremely  remote 
that  that  stretch  of  constructive  Obstruc- 
tion would  ever  again  make  its  appear- 
ance in  Parliament.  There  were  some 
things  that  could  only  happen  once,  and 
he  thought  that  constructive  Obstruc- 
tion, leading  to  the  suspension  of  Irish 
Members  of  Parliament  for  certain  acts, 
could  only  happen  once,  and  even  that 
once  was  too  often.  The  provision  read 
by  the  Home  Secretary  specified  that 
only  one  Member  was  to  be  Named  at 
the  same  time,  unless  several  of  the 
Members  present  had  concurred  in  an 
act  for  which  they  were  Named.  Were 
^  t\ifi^  tA  <ionc\iv  in  a  permissible  act,  and 
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were  they  to  be  Named  notwithstanding ; 
or  were  they  only  to  concur  in  an  act  of 
disobedience  to  the  authority  of  the 
Chair  ?  If  it  was  necessary  that  they 
should  have  concurred  in  an  act  of  dis- 
obedience to  the  authority  of  the  Chair, 
why  were  not  those  words  introduced  ? 
Ijet  the  Government  amend  their  pro- 
posed Amendment  by  inserting,  after  the 
word  "act,"  the  words  "disobedience 
to  the  authority  of  the  Chair  ;  "  and, 
furthermore,  if  there  was  to  be  any  real 
protection,  he  ventured  to  suggest  that 
there  ought  to  be  such  a  thing  as  a 
warning  given.  Before  a  Member  was 
excluded  from  the  House  for  a  week,  or 
a  month,  or  for  the  entire  Session,  there 
ought  to  be  some  distinct  assurance  that 
an  explicit  warning  should  be  given.  On 
the  last  occasion  of  constructive  Obstruc- 
tion there  was  no  warning  whatever 
given ;  and,  whatever  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  might  be,  no  warning 
might  be  given  next  year  or  the  year 
after.  He  understood  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  given  the  assur- 
ance that  if  this  Hule  was  not  found  to 
carry  out  their  intentions,  they  would  be 
prepared  to  consider  the  Amendment. 
Well,  he  ventured  to  think  that  if  half- 
a-dozen  Members  had  been  turned  out 
of  the  House  on  a  reading  of  the  Bule, 
contrary  to  the  express  intentions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  it  would  be  a 
little  too  late  to  introduce  an  Amend- 
ment. As  they  had  a  special  Autumn 
Bitting — although  it  was  promising  to 
become  a  Business  Sitting — for  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Eules,  they  ought  to  take 
advantage  of  it  to  introduce  all  the 
necessary  modifications  of  the  existing 
Standing  Orders  forthwith.  The  pre- 
sent form  of  words,  looking  at  it  with 
a  somewhat  experienced  eye,  he  pro- 
nounced to  be  totally  inadequate  to 
prevent  the  abuses  of  which  so  many 
hon.  Members  complained. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  pointed 
out  that  what  had  taken  place  justified 
the  House  in  entering  into  the  discussion 
of  the  question.  For  his  own  part,  he 
freely  acknowledged  the  value  of  the 
assurances  which  had  been  obtained 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  and  the  Home  Secretary 
(Sir  William  Harcourt).  He  understood 
that  the  House  had  obtained  two  assur- 
ances from  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.    First  of  all,  the  Government 


proposed  to  abolish  once  and  for  ever 
constructive  Obstruction;  and  if  their 
Amendment  did  not  carry  out  that  in- 
tention other  words  would  be  introduced. 
The  only  doubt  or  difficulty  he  felt  was 
whether  these  words  did  at  all  carry  out 
the  intention  which  seemed  to  be  the 
desire  of  the  Government.  He  was  in- 
clined to  doubt  whether  they  were  suffi- 
cient for  the  end  they  had  in  view.  He 
would  suggest  that  the  Amendment  how 
before  the  House  should  be  withdrawn. 
There  would  then  come  an  Amendment 
upon  which  the  Government  might  give 
effect  to  the  first  part  of  the  intention 
they  had  indicated.  But,  as  it  was  im- 
possible to  discuss  the  matter  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  he  thought  the  best  course 
would  be  to  adjourn  the  debate.  The 
Government  would  then  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  placing  upon  the  Paper  the 
Proviso  they  intended  to  introduce  ;  hon. 
Members  would  know  what  to  support 
and  what  to  oppose,  and  the  House 
would  be  able  to  arrive  at  a  satisfactory 
decision. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  that,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  he  would  now 
withdraw  the  Amendment  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  debate  would  be 
adjourned,  and  that  the  House  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the  words 
proposed  to  be  introduced  by  the  Go- 
vernment upon  the  Paper  before  the 
question  was  again  discussed.  He 
begged  to  ask  the  leave  of  the  House 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment.  [**  No !  "] 
Then  he  should  certainly  divide  the 
House. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  desirous  of  with- 
drawing his  Amendment  ? 

Mb.  GORST :  Yes. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Gladstone,) 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  they  had 
on  that  side  of  the  House  been  fre- 
quently taunted  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  with  not  showing  a  spirit  of 
inaependence  towards  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter. He  proposed  that  evening  to  show 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  they  were 
independent  when  they  had  opinions  of 
their  own.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  had  proposed  that 
the  debate  be  now  adjourned.  It'^^s^ 
only  10  iximu\A^  tai\.«t  VI  <^  ^q«2*.>  ^sA."S^ 
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appeared  to  him  that  that  was  an  ex- 
ceedingly early  hour  to  break  off  the 
debate.  The  House  had  been  called 
together  at  an  inconvenient  time  in  the 
Autumn  of  the  year  for  a  specific  pur- 
pose. That  purpose  had  been  much 
complained  of  by  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite ;  but  the  Prime  Minister  had 
stated,  as  he  understood  him,  before  the 
close  of  the  last  part  of  the  Session, 
that  he  intended  to  limit  the  Business 
during  the  present  Sitting  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Bules  of  Procedure,  and 
any  other  Business  of  immediate  im- 
portance. They  had  now  been  sitting 
for  more  than  a  month,  and  they  had 
only  arrived  at  the  9th  Kesolution. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  rose  to 
Order.  He  wished  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Speaker  to  Kesolution  No.  5,  and 
to  ask  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
not  contravening  it  ? 

Me.  speaker  :  I  understood  the 
hon.  Member  to  be  giving  reasons 
against  the  adjournment  of  the  debate, 
and,  BO  far  as  he  has  already  gone,  I 
have  seen  no  reason  for  my  interposi- 
tion. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  was 
quite  sure  the  noble  Lord  had  not  read 
the  Resolution  to  which  he  referred. 
Looking  at  that  Resolution — [**  Ques- 
tion !  '*]  If  the  House  would  not  allow 
him  to  refer  to  the  Resolution,  he  must 
point  out,  with  all  respect,  that  it  would 
be  exceedingly  difEcult  to  know  pre- 
cisely how  far  he  might  go  in  moving 
or  in  debating  an  adjournment.  They 
had  had  as  yet  exceedingly  little  expe- 
rience of  the  New  Rule.  Of  course,  it 
was  not  his  intention  in  any  way  to 
violate  that  Rule.  He  had  been  in 
favour  of  its  being  passed — [**  Ques- 
tion !  "  "  Order  !  '»]  Well,  then,  he 
would  refer  to  the  immediate  Question 
before  the  House,  and  that  was  the 
question  whether  they  were  to  adjourn 
the  debate  at  this  early  hour.  He  had 
stated  as  one  of  the  reasons  why  they 
should  not  adjourn  that  they  had  been 
called  together  at  a  late  period  of  the 
Autumn  for  the  purpose  of  discussing 
certain  Rules. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
rose  to  Order.  He  wished  to  draw  at- 
tention to  Resolution  No.  5,  which  pro- 
vided that  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of 
Committees  might  call  the  attention  of 
a  Member  to  continued  irrelevance  or 
tedious  repetition. 

Mr*  Labouchere 


Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  thought 
that  the  most  tedious  of  human  beings 
could  not  be  considered  tedious  when  hd 
had  only  been  for  three  minutes  on  his 
legs.  He  would  go  back  again  to  what 
he  had  been  saying  when  the  noble 
Lord  interrupted  him.  They  had  been 
called  together— ["  Question  !  "  "Or- 
der! '']  That  was  the  whole  point  of 
the  question.  They  were  there  to  dis- 
cuss specific  Business,  and  why  were 
they  asked  to  adjourn  the  debate  at  the 

E resent  moment  r  He  supposed  it  would 
e  within  the  scope  of  the  Question  to 
consider  whether  they  should  adjourn— 
for  there  was  no  mincing  the  matter — in 
order  that  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  Gloucestershire 
(Mr.  Torke) should  not  be  brought  under 
the  operation  of  the  Half-past  Twelve 
o'clock  Rule.  Now,  he  considered  that  that 
was  not  immediate  and  important  Busi- 
ness. He  had  no  intention  of  going 
into  the  question  involved  in  that  Reso- 
lution— namely,  the  liberation  of  certain 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  from  Kilmain- 
ham.  But  he  must  say,  for  his  own 
part,  he  considered  that  that  Resolution 
was  a  direct  insult  to  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  enter  into  that  qaee- 
tion. 

Mr.  labouchere  said,  he  would 
not  say  another  word  about  it.  The 
House  had  17  Resolutions  before  them. 
They  had  already  been  four  weeks  dis- 
cussing those  Resolutions,  and  they  had 
only  reached  the  9th.  Some  of  the 
Resolutions  still  remaining  to  be  die- 
cussed  were  most  important ;  and  he 
gathered  from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
that  they  would  strongly  oppose  the 
appointment  of  Grand  Committees.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  as  time  was  a  moit 
important  matter  they  ought  not  to 
waste  a  moment  of '  the  time  of  the 
House  upon  vague  historic  discussions, 
when  that  time  might  be  employed  to 
much  greater  advantage  in  continuing 
the  discussion  of  these  Resolutions.  Be- 
sides these  Resolutions,  they  had  also  a 
most  important  question  coming  before 
the  House — namely,  the  question  whe- 
ther these  Resolutions  should  be  made 
Standing  Orders.  He  also  gathered 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  it 
was  their  intention  to  oppose  the  pro- 
position for  making  the  Resolationf 
Standing  Orders.     [*'  Order !  "] 
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Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  call  upon 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  apply  himself  to 
the  Question  before  the  House  which  is 
that  of  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  would 
confine  himself  to  the  immediate  Ques- 
tion before  the  House.  He  thought 
that  if  they  did  adjourn  the  debate,  they 
ought  not  to  adjourn  it  before  1  o'clock, 
and  he  would  state  the  reason  why.  On 
Thursday  or  Friday  last,  a  debate  took 
place  upon  the  question  whether  they 
ou^ht  to  break  off  all  Business  at  12 
o'clock,  and  it  was  decided  that  they 
ought  not  to  do  so.  Many  very  able 
arguments,  no  doubt,  were  urged  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in  favour  of 
breaking  off  at  1 2  o  clock,  but  the  House 
decided  that  they  should  go  on  later. 
The  Question  then  that  was  really  before 
the  House  was  at  what  hour  they  ought 
to  adjourn  this  debate.  It  was  known 
that  there  was  a  Resolution  down  on  the 
Paper  to  follow  the  present  debate,  in 
regard  to  the  imprisonment  of  certain 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.     ['*  Order!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  distinctly  out  of  Order  in  referring 
to  any  other  Question  upon  the  Paper. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  was 
desirous  as  far  as  possible  of  keeping 
within  the  Rules  ;  but  he  had  very  great 
difficulty  in  knowing  how  he  was  to  dis- 
cuss the  Question  without  infringing  the 
Rules.  The  whole  thing  was  the  limit 
of  time — whether  they  were  to  adjourn 
now,  or  to  adjourn  a  little  later — and  it 
must  be  involved  in  that  question  whe- 
ther they  were  at  that  late  hour  of  the 
night  to  go  into  a  lengthened  and  pro- 
tracted debate.  He  thought  they  ought 
not,  but  that  it  was  more  reasonable 
they  should  go  on  with  the  Resolutions 
for  another  quarter  of  an  hour,  and  that 
then  they  could  do  as  they  usually  did 
on  such  occasions,  adjourn  the  House. 
He  certainly  took  that  view,  and  he 
should  therefore  oppose  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  and,  if  it  became  neces- 
sary, he  should  take  the  liberty  of  di- 
viding the  House  upon  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr,  Lahouchere.) 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  House  would  do 
better  to  hasten  forward  the  Business 
Ifith  which  they    had    been   specially 


called  upon  to  deal,  rather  than  adjourn 
the  debate  at  that  unusually  early  hour. 
They  were  in  ordinary  Sessions  in  the 
habit  of  Sitting  until  3  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  or  even  later,  when  their  time 
was  occupied  by  Business  of  several 
kinds ;  but  there  had  never  been  an  in- 
tention of  taking  any  other  Business 
during  this  adjourned  Session  than  that 
of  the  Procedure  Resolutions  now  before 
them,  and,  therefore,  he  thought  the 
discussion  should  be  continued  for  at 
least  an  hour  longer.  If  the  debates 
were  to  be  suspended  as  early  as  was 
now  proposed,  he  could  see  no  guarantee 
that  the  end  of  the  Session  would  be 
reached  before  Christmas.  Many  Mem- 
bers wished  to  ^et  back  to  their  homes, 
and  he  hoped  hon.  Members  opposite 
would  not  be  appealed  to  in  vain  to 
allow  the  discussion  of  the  Resolutions 
to  proceed  without  interruption.  Under 
the  circumstances,  he  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  vote  against  the  Motion  of  the 
Prime  Minister  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Mb.  MELLOR  said,  he  hoped  the  ad- 
journment would  not  be  agreed  to.  The 
discussion  of  the  Resolutions  was  the 
sole  purpose  for  which  they  had  assem- 
bled, and  he  was  certain  that  any  inter- 
ference with  that  object  would  be  un- 
satisfactory to  their  constituents.  Hon. 
Members,  he  thought,  could  hardly  be 
aware,  when  they'supported  the  adjourn- 
ment, that  to  this  Resolution  alone  there 
remained  30  Amendments  to  be  disposed 
of;  and,  under  the  circumstances,  he 
sincerely  trusted  the  House  would  not 
assent  to  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  It  could  not,  of  course,  be 
denied  that  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate might  properly  be  agreed  to  in 
order  to  admit  of  the  discussion  of  some 
question  of  immediate  importance  or 
great  political  interest;  but  no  such 
pressing  reason  had  been  given  for  the 
adjournment  on  this  occasion,  while 
certainly  on  that  side  of  the  House  there 
was  a  very  strong  feeling  against  it. 
That  being  so,  he  contended  that  the 
Resolutions  should  be  proceed  with  with- 
out interruption  until  they  were  finished, 
in  which  case  there  was  a  prospect  of 
their  being  concluded  in  a  reasonable 
time ;  but  if  the  discussion  were  to  be 
suspended  at  that  hour  in  order  to  make 
room  for  other  Business,  it  would  be 
used  as  a  precedent  on  other  occasions, 
and  so  many  questions  would  crop  up 
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that  the  Eesolutions  would  not  be  got 
through  by  the  end  of  the  year. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  ARNOLD  said,  he 
believed  that  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  would  recognize  the 
validity  of  the  arguments  which  had 
been  urged  against  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate.  He  would  remind  the 
House  that  the  words  proposed  by  the 
Government  to  be  included  in  the  Resolu- 
tion were  of  great  interest,  and  that  the 
revision  of  them  which  had  been  suggested 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  had  brought 
about  a  near  approach  to  an  agreement 
upon  the  subject.  It  seemed  to  him. 
under  these  circumstances,  most  lament- 
able to  have  to  adjourn  the  considera- 
tion of  a  question  which  every  hon. 
Member  would  admit  to  be  deserving  of 
attention,  in  order  to  enter  upon  Busi- 
ness which  certainly  had  no  such  claim 
upon  them.  For  that  reason,  and  be- 
cause he  regarded  the  Business  pro- 
posed to  be  taken  up  as  frivolous  and 
vexatious,  and  moreover  calculated  to 
disturb  the  growing  peace  of  Ireland, 
he  should  vote  against  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  OAUSTON  appealed  to  the  Go- 
vernment not  to  adjourn  the  debate  at 
that  hour  for  the  purpose  of  entering 
upon  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  Yorke).  He  would  re- 
mind the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
many  hon.  Members,  amongst  them 
himself,  had  had  Notices  on  the  Paper 
which  for  months  past  they  had  in  vain 
sought  opportunities  of  discussing.  He 
considered  it  unreasonable  that,  having 
been  summoned  to  deal  with  the  Resolu- 
tions on  Procedure,  they  should  be  called 
on  to  adjourn  at  half-past  12  o'clock  in 
order  to  enter  upon  unimportant  Busi- 
ness. For  his  own  part  he  was  strongly 
against  the  proposal,  and  he  hoped  the 
Prime  Minister  would  rise  in  his  place, 
and.  recognizing  the  general  feeling  of 
the  House,  withdraw  his  Motion  for 
Adjournment. 

Mb.  lewis  said,  before  the  Prime 
Minister  replied  to  the  appeal  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oolches- 
ter  (Mr.  Causton).  he  wished  to  draw 
attention  to  the  **  wonderful  unanimity  " 
of  the  Liberal  Party  in  opposing  its 
Leader.     P'  Order !  "l 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  call  upon 
the  hon.  Member  to  confine  his  observa- 
tions to  the  Question  before  the  House. 

J/r.  Mellor 


Mb.  LEWIS  would  at  once  submit  to 
the  ruling  of  the  Chair.  They  were,  it 
appeared,  to  be  prevented  in  the  satis- 
factory disposal  of  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Gloucester  (Mr. 
Yorke)  because  of  the  action  of  several 
Members  opposite  who  opposed  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate  on  the  ground 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
the  Motion  of  the  Prime  Minister  was 
totally  unworthy  of  support.  It  might 
have  been  expected  that,  having  re- 
gard to  the  convenience  and  Business 
of  the  House  generally,  the  Liberal 
Party,  at  any  rate,  would  have  sup- 
ported the  Motion  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter ;  but,  notwithstanding  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  risen  in  his  place  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  in 
order  that  other  matters  might  be  dis- 
cussed, hon.  Members  in  favour  of  the 
Motion  were  told  by  those  who  sat 
around  the  Prime  Minister  that  the 
right  hon.Gentleman  was  entirely  wrong, 
and  that  he  must  submit  to  defeat  on 
division. 

Mb.  CALLAN  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labon- 
chore),  seeing  that  his  object  had  been 
attained,  to  save  the  House  the  trouble 
of  dividing  on  his  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Mb.  DIUjWYN  said,  ho  also  would 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdratsn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agre$d  to. 

Further  Consideration  of  the  Standing 
Order  (Order  in  Debate)  28  Febroaiy 
1880,  deferred  till  To-morrow, 

House  adjourned  at  twenty- 
five  minutes  before 
One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday f  2Ut  November,   1882. 


Their  Lordships  met  this  day  at  Eleven 
of  the  clock  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial 
Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o'clock, 

till  Tcmorrow,  half  pift 

Ten  o'clock, 
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HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Tttttday,  21»(  November,  1882. 


orders  to  have  the  Hetum  made  bo  as  to 
meet  the  hoD.  Member's  wishes  as  far  aa 
possible. 


MINUTES.]  —  N«w  Membbr  Swohs— Cole 
ridge  John  Kennard,  esquire,  for  Citj  o 
Kew  Ssrum. 

Sblect  Cohh[ttee  —  StpoTt  —  PriTilege  (Mi 
Gray).     [No.  406.] 

Q  V ESTIONS. 


THE  PARKS  (METKOPOLIS)— THE 
REGENT'S  PARK. 

Mr.  DILLWTN  (for  Mr.  D.  Grant; 
RBlied  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  has  yet  received  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
as  to  the  rights  of  the  householders  orei 
the  inctosure  in  Begeut's  Fork  ;  and,  ii 
■o,  whether  he  will  commuoicate  tJic 
same  to  the  House  ? 

Mb.  COUETNEY  ;  The  opinion  ol 
the  Law  Officers  has  been  received,  and 
the  subject  is  now  under  consideratioa. 
I  am  not  yet  in  a  position  to  make 
&ny  statement  with  regard  to  it,  but 
the  matter  will  be  expedited  as  much  as 
possible. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND). 

Ma.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  will  agree  to  include,  in 
the  Eetum  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  in 
Ireland,  lately  ordered  by  the  House, 
particulars  of  the  designation,  profes- 
sion, or  occupation  of  each  person  at  the 
time  of  his  appointment  to  the  Commis- 
sion of  the  Peace ;  and,  whether  the 
Betnm  will  be  so  prepared  as  to  dis- 
tinguish between  the  different  classes  of 
magistrates,  namely,  the  ordinary  Jus- 
tices of  the  Peace,  the  Kesident,  Spe- 
cial, and  Superintending  Magistrates, 
Queen's  Counsel,  Mayors,  Coroners,  Jus- 
tices appointed  under  the  Towns  Im- 
provement Act,  and  any  other  persons 
vho  exercise  magisterial  functions  in 
Ireland? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  I  see  no 
objection  to  including  in  the  Return  re- 
ferred to  the  further  information  which 
the  hon.  Member  wishes  for.  I  cannot 
Bay  that  it  can  be  all  given,  or  that  it 
will  be  entirely  accurate ;  but  I  will  give 


Mb.  BURT  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Qovemment  Board,  If  the  Govern- 
ment intend  taking  any  steps  early  next 
Session  for  registering  and  bringing 
temporary  abodes,  such  as  shows,  tents, 
vans,  and  places  of  the  kind,  under  the 
influence  of  sanitary  officers  ? 

Mr.  DODSON,  in  reply,  said,  he  would 
consider  whether  the  law,  as  it  stood,  waa 
in  need  of  amendment  in  this  respect ; 
but  be  could  not,  at  present,  on  this, 
any  more  than  on  any  other  subject, 
now  give  any  undertaking  as  to  the  in- 
troduction of  a  Bill  next  Session. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— GIPSY 
AND  NOMADIC  CHILDREN. 

Mb.  BDET  asked  the  Vice  Piflsident 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion, If  the  Government  intend  taking 
any  steps  early  next  Session  for  bring- 
ing ahout  the  education  of  gipsy  and 
other  travelling  children  living  in  vana, 
:»rts,  shows,  and  other  temporary  dwell- 
ings? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  it  is  exceed- 
ingly difficult  to  devise  any  effectual 
icheme  for  the  education  of  the  nomadic 
[wpulation  referred  to  in  the  Question  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  and  up  to  the  present 
w%  have  received  no  suggestion  for  deal- 
ng  with  the  subject  which  appears  to  be 
aractical.  The  matter,  however,  is  under 
:onsideration,  and  we  propose  during  the 
tiecess  to  confer  with  the  Local  Govem- 
nent  Board  respecting  it. 

JFAIN  — INTERNATIONAL  LAW  — BUR- 
RENDER  OF  CUBAN  REFUGEES. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  he  has  yet  received  the  Report 
>f  the  Committee  of  inquiry  as  to  the 
ase  of  the  Cuban  Refugees ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  lay  it  upon  the  Table  of 
ha  House  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASELEY:  No,  Sir; 
re  have  not  yet  received  the  Report  of 
he  Committee  of  Inquiry.  The  latest 
elegram  we  have  received  from  Lord 
fapier  arrived  this  morning,  and  is  to 
he  following  effect ; — 
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"Committee  haye  oompleted  inquiry;  evi- 
denoe  rery  voluminous ;  Attorney  General  hopes 
to  deliver  Report  next  Friday;  will  be  for- 
warded as  soon  as  possible. 

From  this  I  gather  that  the  Beport 
will  reach  us  about  the  middle  of  next 
weelr* 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affair*,  What  steps  the  Oovemment  have 
now  taken  to  secure  the  release  of  the 
Cuban  refugees  by  the  Spanish  Oovern- 
ment ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay  all  the 
Correspondence  between  the  British  and 
Spanisn  GoTemments  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  It  is 
too  soon  to  make  a  statement  upon  this 
subject,  as  we  have  not  yet  seen  the 
Report  of  the  Inquiry. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  What 
Inquiry  does  the  hon.  Baronet  refer  to  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  mean 
the  Inquiry  which  is  being  held  at  Gib- 
raltar, we  cannot  make  any  formal 
application  to  the  Spanish  Government 
until  we  know  the  result  of  the  In- 
quiry. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  Will 
the  hon.  Baronet  state  what  Correspon- 
dence has  passed  between  the  British 
and  the  Spanish  Governments  on  the  sub- 
ject  up  to  the  present  time  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  No,  Sir ; 
it  is  quite  impossible  to  do  so,  as  we  have 
been  asked  by  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at 
Madrid  not  to  make  any  statement. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  I  will 
repeat  my  Question  on  Friday. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  It  will 
be  impossible  to  make  a  statement  on 
Friday,  because,  as  I  have  said,  Her 
Majesty's  Minister  at  Madrid  has  asked 
us,  in  the  interests  of  this  Question,  not 
to  make  any  statement  until  the  matter 
is  completed  by  the  result  of  the  Inquiry. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  The 
result  of  the  Inquiry,  if  not  known  now, 
could  be  made  known  by  telegraph  by 
Friday.  I  shall  repeat  the  Question  on 
that  day  to  both  hon.  Members. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
any  assurance  from  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment that  the  refugees  would  not  be 
maltreated  until  the  Report  of  the  In- 
quiry had  been  received  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  That 
is  not  a  Question  growing  out  of  the 
Question  on  the  Paper. 

Mr,  Evelyn  Athhy 


AFRICA  (SOUTH)— NATAL— THE  CHIEF 
LANGALIBALELE. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(for  Mr.  Gorst)  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  How  long 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  now 
held  the  Chief  Langalibalele  in  cap- 
tivity ;  whether  in  1 875  this  Chief  was 
Promised  by  Mr.  Brownlee  that  if  he 
ehaved  properly  he  should  be  sent 
back  to  Natal  in  a  few  years ;  whether 
he  is  an  old  broken-down  man,  whose 
only  desire  is  to  return  to  Natal  before 
he  dies;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  can  hold  out  any  definite 
prospect  of  his  being  allowed  to  return 
to  Natal? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  :  Sir,  Lan- 
galibalele  was  brought  from  Natal  to 
Robben  Island  in  August,  1874,  and  was 
soon  after  removed  to  the  place  on  the 
mainland  iu  the  Cape  Colony  where  he 
is  now  detained.  During  the  abort  time 
we  have  had  for  inquiry  we  have  been 
unable  to  find  in  the  records  of  the 
Colonial  Office  any  such  promise  as  that 
referred  to  in  the  second  part  of  the 
Question.  The  statement  in  the  third 
part  of  the  inquiry  is  a  fair  descripticm 
of  the  case.  The  Secretary  of  State, 
however,  has  already  requested  Sir 
Henry  Bulwer  to  report  whether,  in  his 
opinion,  there  is  any  objection  to  the 
idea  of  Langalibalele's  return  to  Natal 
being  entertained. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— EXTRA  FORCE 
OF  CONSTABULARY  —  LOUGHMORE, 
CO.  TIPPEELAHY. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  people  of 
the  parish  of  Loug^more,  Templemore, 
county  Tipperary,  assembled  in  public 
meeting  a  few  days  since,  unanimously 
adopted  a  resolution  emphatically  deny- 
ing that  the  existence  of  crime  and  out- 
rage can  be  alleged  as  a  reason  for 
quartering  an  extra  force  of  Constabu- 
lary in  the  district  of  Loughmore  Sast; 
that  for  months  a  single  outrage  or 
crime  has  not  been  committed  in  the 
district ;  that  the  relations  existing  be- 
tween the  tenant  farmers  of  the  district 
among  themselves,  and  also  between  the 
tenant  farmers  and  the  landlords,  are 
without  exception  friendly,  and  that  the 
people  court  investigation  into  the  truth 
of  these  statements  \  whether  it  is  true 
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that  the  most  recent  act  committed  in  the 
district,  which  could  be  brought  within 
the  category  of  offences  in  regard  to 
which  the  quartering  of  extra  Con- 
stabulary might  be  ordered,  was  the 
posting  at  least  three  months  ago  of 
notices  **  boycotting  "  a  sale  of  meadow, 
and  whether  the  sale  was  carried  through 
without  any  impediment  whatever ;  and, 
whether  the  Government,  in  view  of  the 
condition  of  Loughmore,  will  remove  the 
charge  from  the  poor  tenants  of  that 
district  of  extra  police  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  I  understand 
that  a  small  meeting  of  about  20  persons 
assembled  at  Loughmore,  County  Tip- 
perary,  on  Sunday,  the  12th  instant,  the 
object  being  to  establish  a  branch  of  the 
National  League.  At  the  conclusion  of 
the  meeting  the  resolution  referred  to  in 
the  Question,  denying  the  existence  of 
crime  and  outrage  in  the  district,  was 
passed,  and  a  copy  of  it  was  forwarded 
to  the  authorities  in  Dublin  Castle  on  the 
1 5th  instant.  No  outrage  of  importance 
which  would  necessitate  extra  police  has 
occurred  actually  in  the  parish  of  Lough- 
more ;  but  on  an  adjoining  townland, 
which  is  almost  surrounded  by  Lough- 
more East,  William  Hickie  was  brutally 
murdered  on  the  27th  of  September 
last.  In  consequence  of  this  murder,  it 
has  been  deemed  necessary  to  locate  in 
this  district  a  party  of  four  police  for 
the  protection  of  Hickie' s  family.  These 
are  the  only  additional  police  it  is  pro- 
posed to  send ;  and  it  will  be  for  the 
Government  to  consider — regard  being 
had  to  the  improvement  visible  in  the 
district — whether  some  portion  of  their 
cost  may  not  be  remitted. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)— THE  CONGO. 

Sib  henry  HOLLAND  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that  urgency 
has  been  voted  in  the  French  Chamber 
for  the  discussion  of  a  Bill  empowering 
the  Government  to  ratify  and  give  effect 
to  the  Treaty  between  M.  de  Brazza  and 
the  Congo  Chiefs  ? 

Sib  CHAELES W.piLKE :  Yes,  Sir; 
the  fact  is  as  stated  in  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman. 

PAKLI AMENT  —  O  RBER — PARLIAMEN- 
TARY OATH  (MR.  BRADLAUGH)— 
NOTICES  OF  MOTION. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
asked  the  honourable  Member  for  North- 
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ampton,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  ruling 
of  the  Speaker  with  respect  to  his 
Notices  of  Motion  now  standing  on  the 
Order  Book  of  the  House,  he  will  with- 
draw those  Notices  of  Motion  ? 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  I  did  not 
gather,  Sir,  from  what  fell  from  you 
yesterday  that  the  Notices  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  refers  were  out  of  Order; 
but  as  I  gathered  that  you  were  of  opi- 
nion that  they  ought  not  to  remain  upon 
the  Notice  Book,  I  have  asked  the  Clerk 
to  take  them  off,  with  the  exception,  of 
course,  of  the  Notice  which  stands  first 
in  my  name  for  this  evening — 

"  That  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  heard  at  the  Bar  of 
this  House  upon  his  right  to  take  the  Parlia- 
mentary Oath." 

RIVERS  CONSERVANCY    AND  FLOODS 
PREVENTION  BILL-LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  BRINTON  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  serious  injury 
to  land  and  other  property  in  the  Mid- 
land and  Southern  districts,  consequent 
on  the  overflow  of  rivers  during  the 
present  autumn,  he  is  prepared  to  give 
the  earliest  possible  attention  next  Ses- 
sion to  the  Rivers  Conservancy  Bill  ? 

Mr.  DODSON,  in  reply,  said,  he  was 
aware  of  the  mischief  caused  by  floods 
in  many  parts  of  the  country;  but  he 
could  not  now,  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment, enter  into  any  engagement  as 
to  the  measures  to  be  introduced  next 
Session  to  meet  the  difficulty. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND  (APPREHENDED 

DISTRESS). 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  Copies  of 
any  Reports  recently  made  to  the  Irish 
Local  Government  Board  by  their  in- 
spectors in  reference  to  the  existence  or 
apprehension  of  distress  in  any  districts 
of  Ireland? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  As  a  general 
rule.  Sir,  Inspectors'  reports  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  are  deemed  confl- 
dential  communications  made  for  the 
information  of  the  Board ;  and  I  cannot 
consent  to  lay  on  the  Table  all  reports 
made  on  the  subject  of  distress.  If, 
however,  the  report  on  any  particular 
district  were  asked  for,  it  would  be  a 
subject  for  consideration  whether  that 
report,  or  extracts  from  it,  might  not  be 
presented. 
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Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  notwith- 
Btanding  the  absence  or  postponement  of 
the  production  of  a  Minister  of  Apicul- 
ture, the  subject  has  been  by  no  means 
overlooked;  and  very  interesting  in- 
formation upon  it  has  been  obtained, 
and  more  will  be  found — though  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  yery  vigilant  eye 
of  my  hon.  Friend  has  yet  discoTered  it 
— in  Mr.  Victor  Drummond's  Report 
from  Washington,  already  laid  before 
Parliament  in  1882.  Copies  of  a  special 
Heport  published  by  the  United  States 
Agricultural  Department  on  the  prac- 
tical tests  to  which  the  system  oi  en- 
silage of  green  forage  had  been  sub- 
mitted in  Canada  and  the  United  States 
has  also  been  received  at  the  Foreign 
Office  from  Her  Majesty's  Bepresenta- 
tives  abroad,  and  has  been  (x>mmuni- 
cated  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  the  Bojral 
Agricultural  Society,  and  the  Central 
Chamber  of  Agriculture.  Moreover,  the 
British  Ambassador  at  Paris  has  been 
instructed  to  prosecute  the  subject  by 
procuring  information  respecting  the 
results  of  any  experiments  that  may  be 
tried  in  France.  The  Government  quite 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  as  to  the 
safe  and  rational  method  which  he  haa 
pointed  out—namely,  that  of  procuring 
the  information  as  the  proper  object  of 
the  Gt>vernment  at  the  present  juncture 
with  regard  to  this  yeiy  interesting 
subject. 


EXPLOSIVES  ACT,  1876— DYNAMITE 
EXPLOSION  AT   PEMBERY  BURROWS. 

Sir  JOHN  JENKINS  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  he  can  give  any  in- 
formation with  regard  to  the  second 
explosion,  on  Friday  last,  of  dynamite 
(involving,  it  is  stated,  the  death  of 
several  persons),  which  has  taken  place 
at  Pembery  Burrows,  near  Llanelly,  the 
works  in  respect  of  which  I  asked  him 
a  question  on  the  1 6th  instant ;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  report  of  the 
Inspector  of  Explosives  declaring  that 
the  precautions  taken  at  the  above  works, 
which  appeared  to  him  at  the  time  suffi- 
cient and  satisfactory,  he  will  consider 
whether  some  means  ought  not  to  be 
taken  for  a  more  thorougn  and  efficient 
inspection  ? 

Sia  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  Sir, 
Colonel  Majendie  has  gone  down  to 
make  inquiry  into  this  lamentable  explo- 
sion, and  I  have  heard  from  him  that 
the  full  particulars  are  not  yet  made 
known  to  him  ;  and  I  should,  therefore, 
not  think  it  would  be  proper  to  make 
any  statement  on  the  subject;  but,  in 
answer  to  the  latter  part  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  Question,  from  the  infor- 
mation we  have  received,  we  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  this  accident  arose 
from  any  want  of  thorough  or  efficient 
inspection. 

AGRICULTURE— ENSILAGE. 

M[b.  THOEOLD  BOOEBS  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
considering  the  advantages  which  have 
attended  the  ensilage  of  green  forage  in 
the  United  States  and  France,  he  will 
direct  that  inquiries  be  made  as  to  the 
best  means  for  carrying  out  this  eco- 
nomy, through  the  Legation  and  Con- 
sular Service,  in  these  two  Bepublics, 
with  a  view  of  informing  agriculturists 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  especially  as 
British  agriculture  is  still  suffering  under 
considerable  depression,  and  the  Home 
trade  suffers  in  proportion  to  such  de- 
pression ?  The  hon.  Member  added  that 
one  of  the  motives  that  induced  him  to 
ask  the  Question  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
in  the  absence  of  any  Minister  of  Agri- 
culture, was  that  the  very  bulky  Beport 
of  the  Boyal  Commission  on  Ag^culture 
made  not  the  smallest  allusion  to  this 
matter. 


PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF    THE 
HOUSE— MR.  BRADLAUGH. 

Mr.  FIBTH  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  he  would  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  to -night 
in  sufficient  time  to  give  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Northampton  an  op- 
portunity of  bringing  on  his  important 
Motion. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  After  the  ex- 
perience of  last  night,  Sir,  I  am  not 
much  encouraged  to  make  premators 
attempts  at  adjournment.  I  think  we 
shall  endeavour  to  make  as  much  pro- 
gress as  we  can. 

MR.  PARNELL,  M.P.,  Ac.  (RELEASE 
FROM  KILMAINHAM). 

Mb.  J.  B.  YOBEE  asked  the  Prime 
Minister,  Whether  he  had  had  under 
his  consideration  the  methods  success- 
fully employed  by  some  of  his  supporten 
to  prevent  the  Kesolution  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice  from  cominig  on  last 


1797  Parliament^Businesiofthe  tI^ovEMBEB2l,  1882|  Eowe—The  New  Rul$9.Vl^^ 


night;  also  the  steps  taken  in  a  like 
direction  by  thehon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton in  pre-occupying  the  Order  Book 
with  Motions  on  divers  subjects,  so  as  to 
postpone  indefinitely  the  opportunity 
which  last  night  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  wished  him  to  enjoy;  and 
whether  he  intended  to  take  any,  and, 
ifso,  what,  steps  to  convince  his  sup- 
porters how  distasteful  such  manoBuvres 
were  to  him,  and  to  induce  them  no 
longer  to  delay  the  institution  of  the 
inquiry  in  which,  at  his  earnest  invita- 
tion, he  had  consented  to  engage. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  This  is  an  argu- 
mentative Question,  apparently  having 
for  its  object  to  state  a  case,  which  I 
feel  some  difficulty  in  answering,  inas- 
much as  it  contains  recitals  which,  I 
think,  are  totally  inaccurate.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  says  I  earnestly  invited  him 
to  engage  in  this  inquiry.  I  did  nothing 
of  the  kind.  I  pointed  out  that  if  he 
chose  to  interrupt  me  with  such  an  ex- 
traordinary manifestation  as  he  thought 
proper  to  make  individually  when  I 
asserted  that  there  was  no  Kilmain- 
ham  Treaty  as  indicated  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  then 
that  it  was  his  duty  to  take  some 
other  step  ;  that  is  the  nature  of  the  in- 
vitation I  gave  him.  It  appears  to  me 
that  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  really  wanted 
an  inquiry  he  ought  to  have  moved  for 
it  six  months  ago,  when  it  would  have 
been  difficult  for  me  or  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Northampton  to  inter- 
pose. I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  last  night  except 
what  the  hon.  Member  has  himself ;  but 
I  observed  this— that  the  hand  of  the 
clock  was  moved  across  the  mystical 
hour  of  half-past  12  by  the  speeches  of 
two  hon.  Members  who  are  not  sup- 
porters of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE  :  It  would  have 
been  quite  impossible  for  me  to  have 
moved  this  Resolution  at  the  end  of  last 
Session,  for  the  Government  had  posses- 
sion of  all  the  time  of  the  House.  I 
hope,  after  that  explanation,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  assist  me  in  doing 
that  which  he  has  challenged  me  to  do. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  Do  I  under- 
stand the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
that  it  is  not  the  case  that  he  directly 
challenged  my  hon.  Friend  to  move  for 
an  inquiry  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  have  correctly 
and  accurately,  I  believe,  recited  what 


happened,  and  that  I  do  not  call  an 
earnest  invitation  or  challenge.  I  pointed 
out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  what,  if  he 
chose  to  adopt  such  a  line  of  behaviour 
as  he  adopted  on  that  occasion,  it  was 
his  duty  to  do.  That  was  the  extent  of 
my  invitation. 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  enable  me  to  do  that  at 
the  earliest  possible  opportunity  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  it  will 
be  remembered  that  there  were  two  re- 
quests, one  with  regard  to  the  case  of 
Mr.. Gray,  and  one  with  respect  to  the 
hon.  Member  himself.  I  proceeded  ex- 
actly on  the  same  footing  in  both  cases  ; 
but  for  me  now  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment at  12.15  would  be  totally  useless 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  as  other  Motions 
interpose. 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  me  a  day  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman can  find  a  convenient  and  clear 
day,  that  will  be  a  different  matter ;  but 
it  would  be  useless  for  me  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  now,  as  it 
would  only  cause  a  repetition  of  what 
happened  last  night,  or  else  another 
subject,  and  not  the  Motion  in  question, 
would  be  brought  before  the  House. 

ORDER     OF    THE    DAT. 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— THE  •  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE—NINTH RULE  (ORDER  IN 
DEBATE). 

[adjotjrnid    debate.]     [twenty- 
sixth  NIGHT.] 

Standing  Order  (Order  in  Debate)  28 
February  1880,  further  considered, 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  he  proposed  to  in- 
sert words  to  secure  that  the  Mem- 
ber should  be  **  present  in  the  House  at 
the  time  "  when  sentence,  so  to  speak, 
was  pronounced  on  the  recalcitrant 
Member.  He  thought  it  was  the  least 
thing  they  could  do  to  require  the  Mem- 
ber to  be  present  when  they  called  into 
exercise  this  penal  power.  If  he  was 
absent,  why,  **  let  us  thank  God  we  are 
rid  of  a  knave." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  1,  after  the  word  "  Member,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  **  present  in  the  House  at  the 
time."— (ifr.  Oortt.) 

3  M  2         \Tu>e^ty.5^\xt'K 'K^'>v\.?v^ 
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Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
admit  that,  had  they  intended  to  con- 
tinue the  Eule  in  its  original  form,  the 
Amendment  would  have  been  a  very 
proper  one ;  but,  as  the  matter  now 
stood,  the  Qovemment  were  willing  to 
exclude  all  reference  to  constructive 
Obstruction,  consequently  any  Naming 
under  the  Hesolution  would  either  be 
the  Naming  of  a  single  Member  or  more 
than  one,  the  Members  Named  being 
involved  in  a  common  act  taking  place 
in  the  face  of  the  House ;  therefore,  the 
case  against  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  wished  to  guard  would  not 
arise.  But  the  Amendment  was  not 
only  unnecessary,  it  would  be  attended 
with  serious  inconvenience.  Suppose 
the  House  in  a  state  of  tumult  after  a 
Member  had  flagrantly  violated  the 
Bules,  and  insulted  the  House,  the 
offending  Member,  while  the  Speaker 
was  waiting  a  minute  for  comparative 
stillness,  might  slip  out  of  the  House 
before  the  Amendment  operated,  and 
then  come  back  and  renew  his  Obstruc- 
tion. If  they  were  to  adopt  the  man- 
ners of  Dogberry  they  ought  to  have 
the  same  grounds  of  reason  as  Dogberry 
had.  Dogbeiiy  had  no  reason  to  be- 
lieve the  '*kna\re"  would  come  back 
again ;  but  it  was  quite  evident  the 
offending  Member  would  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  come  back  again.  The  Govern- 
ment agreed  upon  the  equity  of  the  case 
that  constructive  Obstruction  should  not 
be  subject  to  this  Bule ;  and,  in  these 
circumstances,  he  thought  it  unnecessary 
to  introduce  words  which  might  frus- 
trate some  part  of  the  action  of  the 
Chair. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  the  idea  which  had  suggested  it- 
self to  the  mind  of  the  Prime  Minister 
was  ridiculous ;  it  could  only  have  oc- 
curred to  such  a  mind  as  his.  It  was 
ludicrous  to  suppose  a  Member  could  in- 
sult the  House,  and  then  run  away,  and 
BO  prevent  the  operation  of  the  Rule. 
He  held  that,  in  a  matter  of  this  kind, 
the  House  ought  to  be  extremely  cau- 
tious ;  nothing  ought  to  be  left  to 
chance,  especially  after  the  extraordi- 
nary construction  that  was  put  upon  a 
former  Rule  by  Mr.  Lyon  Playfair  on  a 
well-known  occasion.  [**  Oh !  "]  Gen- 
tlemen who  cried  **  Oh  ! "  forgot  that  on 
the  previous  night  Members  of  th^  Go- 


vernment got  up  one  after  another  and 
pronounced  the  action  of  the  Chairman 
on  that  occasion  to  be  extraordinary — 
L"  Hear,  hear !  "  and  "  No,  no !  "]— and 
the  course  taken  by  the  Government  in 
putting  down  their  Amendment  was  a 
distinct  acknowledgment  that  they  re- 
pudiated the  Chairman's  construction. 
["Hear!"  and  '*No!"]  That  being 
so,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  wished 
to  provide  against  any  such  misconstruc- 
tion of  a  Rule  occurring  again,  and  to 
that  end  he  proposed  that  only  present 
and  individual  action,  on  the  part  of 
Members  should  be  taken  account  of. 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  all  that  the  Go- 
vernment stated  was  that  they  would 
alter  the  Rule  so  that  it  should  not  here- 
after be  applied  to  constructive  Obstruc- 
tion, and  the  Amendment  of  the  Prime 
Minister  was  designed  to  give  effect  to 
that  proposal ;  but  that  was  not  a  repu- 
diation by  the  Government  of  the  con- 
struction of  the  Rule  in  its  present  form 
as  interpreted  by  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  enter  into  the  question  of  the 
correctness  or  incorrectness  of  the  action 
of  the  Chairman  of  Committees  on  the 
occasion  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gorst).  He 
thought,  the  disposition  of  the  majority 
of  the  House  was  to  unravel  this  ques- 
tion as  quickly  and  as  well  as  they  could, 
and,  as  regarded  the  action  of  the  past, 
to  let  bvgones  be  bygones.  It  was  ad- 
mitted by  the  Government  that  it  was 
desirable  that  the  Rule  should  be  altered 
in  such  a  way  as  to  prevent  its  being 
applied  against  Members  for  the  offence 
of  constructive  Obstruction;  but  the 
words  "or  otherwise"  were  so  vague 
that  they  might  be  held  to  cover  any 
possible  offence.  The  offence  for  which 
Members  were  suspended  in  the  Session 
of  1881  was  that  of  disregarding  the 
authority  of  the  Chair,  and  not  for  ob- 
structing the  Business  of  the  House. 
The  Amendment  which  had  been  placed 
on  the  Paper  by  the  Prime  Minister  in- 
cluded any  action  which  might  come 
under  the  definition  of  disregarding  the 
authority  of  the  Chairman,  by  abusing 
the  Rules  of  the  House,  or  wilfully  ob- 
structing the  Business  of  the  House, 
**  or  otherwise,"  which  obviously  in- 
cluded everything.  The  Amendment  of 
the  Prime  Minister  did  not,  therefore, 
limit  the  scope  of  the  Resolution  to  some 
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sudden  offence  which  it  might  be  neces- 
sary for  the  House  to  have  power  to 
meet ;  but  it  obviously  applied  to  the 
whole  of  the  offences  included  in  the 
Bule.  It  therefore  applied  to  the  of- 
fence of  constructive  Obstruction,  be- 
cause the  essence  of  constructive  Ob- 
struction was  the  joining:  together  at 
various  times  of  several  Members  in  the 
same  act.  The  Amendment,  therefore, 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham,  although  going  only  a  very 
short  way,  was  absolutely  necessary  if 
they  wanted  to  carry  out  the  views  of 
the  Government.  He  thought  Obstruc- 
tion might  be  fairly  defined  as  an  act  of 
which  a  Member  was  guilty  at  the  time 
he  was  Named  by  the  Chairman  or 
Speaker,  and  which  derived  its  import- 
ance from  what  he  had  done  himself, 
and  not  from  what  had  been  done  by  any 
number  of  other  Members.  If  a  Mem- 
ber was  only  to  be  responsible  for  his 
own  acts,  and  if  the  Presiding  Aytho- 
rity  was  not  to  be  entitled  to  suspend 
him  for  the  acts  of  some  other  Member, 
it  should  be  stated  in  the  Eule.  If  they 
were  to  guard  against  the  suspension  of 
Members  for  constructive  Obstruction,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  they  should, 
amongst  other  provisions,  adopt  that 
proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham — namely,  that  the 
Member  should  be  present  at  the  time 
the  offence  was  committed  ;  otherwise 
he  might  be  held  responsible  for  the 
offences  of  somebody  else  at  some  other 
time,  or  he  might  be  held  responsible 
for  little  bits  of  offences  committed  by 
himself  a  week  before,  and  which,  taken 
in  connection  with  the  act  which  gave 
rise  to  his  suspension,  constituted  in  the 
mind  of  the  Chairman  the  offence  for 
which  he  was  punished. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  ARNOLD  objected  to 
the  Amendment,  because  it  did  not  pro- 
vide for  what  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  really  desired.  He 
lioped,  under  the  circumstances,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  would  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  and  allow  the 
subject  to  be  re-introduced  at  a  later 
stage. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  he  had 
listened  with  much  surprise  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  reference  to  this 
point,  which  had  rendered  it  necessary 
that  the  Opposition  should  reconsider 
their  position  with  regard  to  it.     It  was 


evident,  from  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  repudiate  the  construction 
which  had  been  put  upon  the  Rule  by 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  last  Ses- 
sion by  which  Members  could  be  sus- 
pended in  their  absence. 

Mr.  DODSON  remarked,  that  what 
he  had  intended  to  convey  was  that  it 
was  because  the  Government  did  not  re- 
pudiate that  construction  of  the  Rule  in 
its  present  form  that  they  had  thought 
it  well  to  propose  the  alteration  of  the 
Rule. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  observed,  that  the  de- 
claration of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
amounted  to  a  verdict  of  **Not  Guilty  " 
against  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  with 
a  recommendation  that  he  should  not  do 
it  again.  If  the  Rule  were  framed  in 
accordance  with  the  general  feeling  of 
the  House  Members  could  not  be  sus- 
pended under  it  in  their  absence.  He 
hoped  that  some  words  would  be  adopted 
which  would  insure  offences  by  Members 
of  that  House  being  dealt  with  as  they 
were  committed,  and  that  the  suspension 
of  Members  en  masse  in  their  absence 
would  not  again  occur. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  he  did  not  think 
it  necessary  to  go  back  upon  the  old 
question  whether  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees was  right  or  not  in  the  construc- 
tion he  had  placed  upon  the  Rule  last 
Session.  It  was  quite  sufficient  to  know 
that  that  construction  had  been  extremely 
annoying  to  the  House,  especially  when 
it  was  clearly  established  that  two  or 
three  of  the  suspended  Members  were 
entirely  innocent.  There  was  a  general 
agreement  upon  two  points ;  the  first 
being  that  when  any  Member  was  to  be 
punished  under  this  Resolution,  the 
punishment  was  to  be  immediate  upon 
the  offence  being  committed,  and  that 
there  should  be  no  idea  in  the  mind  of 
the  Chairman  of  bit-by-bit  offences  ac- 
cumulating at  length — in  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber being  Named.  It  had  been  objected 
that  under  this  Amendment  the  Member 
might  go  out  of  the  House,  and  thus 
escape  the  punishment.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Salford  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  sug- 
gested that  he  should  be  brought  back 
again  ;  but  they  could  not  do  that  with- 
out using  a  machinery  which  would  oc- 
cupy a  great  deal  of  time.  The  Govern- 
ment had  shown  every  disposition  to 
meet  the  point ;  but  he  should  be  very 
glad  if  they  would  get  rid  of  theae  cft.\!L- 
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Btructive  and  collective  offences.  They 
were  not  worth  fighting  about ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  would  use  everj  means 
for  keeping  order  in  the  House. 

Sir  R.  ASBHETON  OEOSS  said,  he 
hoped  that  if  the  Government  could  not 
accept  this  Amendment  they  would  pro- 
pose some  other  words,  to  carry  out  the 
object  they  had  in  view.  The  Member 
should  be  present  in  the  House  when  he 
was  Named,  and  the  punishment  should 
follow  immediately  on  the  offence  being 
committed.  He  would  suggest  that  they 
might  introduce  words  that,  **  whenever 
any  Member,  after  an  offence  has  been 
committed,  shall  be  Named,"  &o,,  or  they 
might  add  a  Proviso  to  the  effect  that 
any  person  so  Named  should  be  Named 
forthwith. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  entirely  agreed 
with  the  principle  of  the  Amendments 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  was  of  opinion  that  the  Proviso  in- 
troduced last  night  would  secure  such 
an  operation  of  the  Rule. 

Mr.  A8HMEAD  ^  B ARTLETT  sug- 

fested  that  some  period  of  time  should 
e  inserted  after  the  commission  of  the 
offence  within  which  alone  a  Member 
could  be  Named. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  did  not  be- 
lieve the  Amendment  announced  by  the 
Government  would  carry  out  the  object 
that  was  intended  by  the  Government ; 
and  he  would,  therefore,  suggest  the 
insertion  in  the  second  line  of  the  Go- 
vernment Amendment,  after  the  words 
'  *  Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House,"  the  words  "  immediately  after 
the  commission  of  the  offence,"  which 
would  prevent  such  a  thing  again  taking 
place  as  occurred  with  respect  to  the 
non.  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Marum) 
during  last  Session. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  these  words. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE,  with  regard  to 
Naming  a  number  of  Members  collec- 
tively by  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
desired  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  their  former  practice.  [  Criea 
of**  Divide  ^^fromihe  Minieterial  Benches. ^ 
Those  interruptions  appeai*ed  as  if  hon. 
Members  were  ashamed  of  the  House 
in  which  they  sat,  and  had  no  faith  in 
its  fairness ;  but  he  had  always  believed 
that  the  House  of  Commons  was  dis- 
tinguished for  its  justice,  its  legislation, 
and  its  internal  discipline.  He  had 
risen  to  say,  however,  that  he  hoped 

Mr,  Rylandi 


some  words  to  the  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  would  be  intro- 
duced into  the  Resolution,  because  he 
had  a  vivid  recollection  of  the  case  of 
the  late  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien.  When 
that  hon.  Gentleman  refused  to  serve  on 
a  Committee  of  this  House,  the  House 
sent  its  messenger  for  him,  and  when, 
in  obedience  to  that  summons,  Mr. 
O'Brien  came,  he  proceeded  to  take  his 
place  in  the  House,  but  was  told  to 
retire  to  the  Bar,  because  the  House 
was  still  deliberating  as  to  what  penalty 
should  be  inflicted ;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  allowed  to  be  present,  and  had 
the  opportunity  of  claiming  to  be  heard 
before  any  judgment  was  given,  and  of 
apologizing  to  the  House  before  the 
penalty  was  enforced.  Remembering 
that  precedent,  he  agreed  entirely  in  the 
object  of  the  Amendment  moved  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham. 

Mr.  WARTON  suggested  that  the 
Standing  Order  should  be  re-cast,  so  as 
to  place  the  offence  first  and  the  punish- 
ment afterwards,  as  was  done  in  all 
Acts  of  Parliament  dealing  with  offences. 

Ma.  BIGGAR  said,  he  thought  it  was 
only  reasonable  that  the  Government 
should  agree  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham. 
He  (Mr.  Biggar)  protested  against  Mem- 
bers being  Named  when  not  in  the 
House. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  beUeved 
that  if  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton)  were  adopted,  the  Standing 
Order  would  be  rendered  much  clearer. 

Mr.  gorst  asked  leave  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment,  on  the  understanding 
that  that  of  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wigtown  (Sir 
John  Hay)  were  adopted. 

Mr.  salt  said,  he  would  support  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton),  if  he 
put  it  into  words  and  moved  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
moved  to  amend  the  Resolution  in  line 
1,  by  inserting,  after  "Member,"  the 
words  ''after  a  full  and  reasonable 
notice."  The  object  of  the  Amendment 
was  to  remove  all  doubt  as  to  the  wilful 
character  of  the  offence,  and  to  prevent 
a  recurrence  of  the  well-known  incident 
when  a  considerable  number  of  Members 
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were  Named  by  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees without  any  notice  whatever 
having  been  given  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men concerned.  The  indulgence  shown 
by  the  Speaker  was  beyond  all  praise, 
aud  it  was  desirable  to  enshrine  his 
rulings  in  these  Eesolutions.  The 
Amendment  was  an  attempt  in  that 
direction.  He  hoped  that  the  Prime 
Minister  would  accept  it,  bearing  in 
mind  his  own  words  when  the  Besolution 
was  originally  passed  in  1880.  that  it 
was  safer  to  err  on  the  side  of  leniency 
than  of  severity. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1,  after  the  word  "  Member,'*  to  in- 
sert the  words  *'  after  a  full  and  reasonable 
notice." —(Xorrf  Randolph  Churchill.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  opposing  the 
Amendment  said,  he  would  not  dwell 
too  much  on  the  fact  that  in  discussing 
the  dlh  Kesolution  the  proposal  to  make 
notice  an  absolute  condition  was  nega- 
tived, because  then  they  were  dealing 
with  light  penalties,  and  in  the  present 
Kesolution  with  heavy  ones.  He  would 
further  admit  that,  in  ordinary  cases,  it 
was  a  correct  assumption  that  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  would  give 
notice.  That  had  been  the  ordinary 
practice  of  the  Chair,  and  he  hoped  that 
it  would  always  be  pursued.  But  he 
objected  to  any  word  being  inserted  in 
the  Besolution  to  bind  the  discretion 
of  the  Chair  for  two  reasons.  In  the 
first  place,  there  might  be  cases  where 
the  disobedience  and  breach  of  the  order 
and  decency  of  the  House  was  so  palpa- 
ble and  violent,  and  so  plainly  indicated 
a  determined  will  of  disobedience,  that 
notice  would  really  be  disparaging  to 
the  authority  and  dignity  of  the  House. 
It  was  not  the  case  that  it  had  been  the 
uniform  practice  of  the  Speaker  to  g^ve 
notice ;  for  in  the  great  case  where  the 
Members  remained  in  the  House  in  de- 
fiance of  the  order  of  the  Speaker  no 
Notice  was  given. 

Lord  KANDOLPH  CHUECHILL  : 
The  Speaker  did  give  notice. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  After  the  first  divi- 
sion, the  Speaker  informed  the  hon. 
Members  who  remained  in  the  Houae 
that  if  they  repeated  their  conduct  he 
would  take  notice  of  it. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  at  all 
events,  there  was  no  necessity  to  give 


notice.  If  the  Speaker  presumed  igno- 
rance, it  was  a  charitable  presumption, 
for  the  act  was  done  in  defiance  of  the 
express  order  of  the  Speaker  that  the 
Members  should  quit  the  House.  A 
stronger  and  more  palpable  argument  in 
favour  of  vesting  the  discretion  in  the 
Speaker  could  be  drawn  from  the  case 
of  a  Member  who,  after  being  punished 
for  his  first  offence,  deliberately  com- 
mitted a  second.  Could  it  be  said  that 
warning  was  again  to  be  given  him? 
No  doubt,  as  a  general  rule,  warning 
would  be  given  in  the  case  of  the  first 
offence,  but  not  for  the  second.  There 
might  be  new  forms  of  disobedience 
with  which  the  House  was  not  ac- 
quainted. The  House  was  yet  young  in 
this  science,  and  as  they  grew  older 
the  professors  of  the  art  might  improve 
and  develop  it.  He  thought,  therefore, 
that  for  the  first  offence  the  warning 
should  be  at  the  discretion  of  the  ]  Re- 
siding Officer ;  and  that  in  the  case  of 
the  second  offence  it  would  be  injurious 
and  disparaging  to  the  dignity  of  the 
House  that  any  warning  should  be 
given.  For  those  reasons  he  was  op- 
posed to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GREGOBY  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  words  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord  were  workable.  There  was  no  jury 
in  the  House  to  say  what  was  *'  full  and 
reasonable  notice.  He  urged  the  noble 
Lord  to  withdraw  his  Amendment  in 
favour  of  the  one  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  War- 
ton)  had  intimated  his  intention  of 
moving. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  that  it  should  not 
be  forgotten  that  these  Bui es  were  to  apply 
when  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
was  in  the  Chair.  It  ought  to  be  pro- 
vided that  full  notice  should  be  given  by 
the  Chairman  that  hon.  Members  were 
disregarding  his  authority.  In  laying 
down  hard-and-fast  Bules  provision 
should  be  made  that  Members  were 
treated  in  a  proper  way,  and  that  such 
occurrences  as  took  place  last  Session 
should  not  happen  again.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  was  not  explicit 
enough,  while  it  went  too  far.  He 
would  suggest  that  **  ample  notice" 
should  be  substituted  for  ''full  and  suffi- 
cient." 

Mr.  SYNAN  approved  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  noble  Lord's  Amendment, 
that  warning  should  be  given  to  Mem- 
bers that  they  were  offending ;   but  he 
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thonglit  that  the  words  used  were  too 
yague  and  general. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  suggested 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Amendment,  and 
the  settlement  of  the  question  by  the 
means  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  had  recom- 
mended. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  believed  that 
every  Member  who  had  been  Named 
for  Obstruction  had  been  repeatedly 
warned  by  the  Speaker  before  being 
silenced.  [**  No  !  "]  When  he  said 
that  Members  had  always  been  warned, 
he  meant  that  their  attention  had  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  they  had  strayed 
from  the  Question  to  which  they  ought 
to  have  confined  themselves.  There 
were  other  cases  besides  cases  of  Ob- 
struction to  which  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord  would  apply — namely, 
cases  in  which  well-defined  Eules  were 
directly  and  flagp*antly  violated.  To  lay 
down  that  a  Member  guilty  of  such 
violations  was  entitled  to  warning  would 
be  absurd. 

Mr.  OORST  argued  that,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford 
(Mr.  Whitbread),  the  conduct  of  the 
Speaker  on  more  than  one  occasion  must 
have  been  absurd,  for  it  had  happened 
more  than  once  that  the  Speaker  had 
warned  Members  who  were  wilfully 
disregarding  the  Rules  of  the  House 
before  Naming  them.  In  one  case  the 
warning  was  repeated  two  or  three 
times.  He  referred  to  the  occasion  when 
27  Members  refused  to  go  into  the  Lobby 
and  vote.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bed- 
ford was  mistaken  when  he  said  that 
there  was  no  instance  of  a  suspension 
for  Obstruction  which  had  not  been  pre- 
ceded by  several  warnings.  Had  the 
hon.  Member  never  heard  of  the  case 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr. 
Marum),  who  was  suspended  on  a  memor- 
able occasion,  not  only  without  previous 
warning,  but  just  after  his  entry  into 
the  House  after  a  night  spent  in  bed  ? 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  contended  that,  in 
cases  of  flagrant  violation  of  the  Rules 
of  the  House,  no  warning  should  be 
necessary  before  the  punishment  of  the 
delinquent. 

Mr.  BIQGAR  said,  that,  on  the  occa- 
sion when  27  Irish  Members  were  sus- 
pended, so  far  from  the  Chairman  giving 
them  any  warning,  he  had  only  been  a 
few  minutes  in  the  House,  and  did  not 
know  what  had  taken  place. 

Mr,  Synan 


Mr.  warton  proposed  to  omit  all 
the  words  from  **  have,"  in  line  1,  to 
'*  disregarding,"  in  line  3,  and  to  insert 
the  woiti  **  disregarded."  The  effect  of 
that,  with  two  or  three  consequential 
Amendments,  would  be  to  put  the  horse 
before  the  cart,  instead  of  putting  the 
cart  before  the  horse,  as  the  Standing 
Order  did  at  present.  They  would  have 
the  offence  first  and  the  punishment 
after.  The  Rule  would  then  read 
thus— 

''That  wheneyer  any  Member  shall  haT* 
disregarded  the  authority  of  the  Chair  or 
abused  the  Rules  of  the  House,  then,  if  the 
offence  be  committed  in  the  House,  he  may 
forthwith  be  named  by  the  Speaker." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  haye  been 
named  by  the  Speaker,  or  by  the  Chairman  of 
a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  as  disregard- 
ing,*' and  insert  the  word  '*  disr^azded," — 
{Mr.  Warton,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  been  named  by  the  Speaker '  stand 
part  of  the  said  Standing  Order." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
the  question  raised  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  be  very  well 
worth  considering  if  they  were  in  a 
private  room  or  a  Oommittee  Room  en- 
gaged in  drawing  up  this  Resolution  for 
the  first  time.  But  to  attempt  to  re- 
adjust it  at  present  would  only  throw 
them  into  confusion,  while  no  sabetan- 
tial  advantage  would  be  gained. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  observed 
that,  as  one  who  had  encouraged  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  propose  the 
Amendment,  he  thought  the  form  sug- 
gested would  be  a  decided  improvement ; 
but,  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
Prime  Minister,  he  hoped  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  moved  to  insert 
the  words ''immediately  after  the  com- 
mission of  the  offence,"  which  Amend- 
ment would  provide  against  the  possi- 
bility of  a  Member  being  Named  for 
constructive  Obstruction. 
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Amendment  propoeed, 

In  line  2,  after  the  word  "House,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  immediately  after  the  commission 
of  the  offence." — {Mr.  6lad9ton$.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  PAENELL  moved  to  add  to  the 
Prime  Minister's  Amendment  the  words 
"  by  such  Member,"  in  order  to  com- 
pletely carry  out  the  principle  that  each 
Member  shall  be  Named  separately. 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  proposed 
Amendment,  to  add,  at  the  end  thereof, 
the  words  **by  such  Member." — {Mr. 
FarnelL) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  added  to  the  said  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  he 
should  propose  certain  subsesequent 
Amendments,  which  would  meet  the 
object  which  the  hon.  Member  had  in 
view. 

Amendment  to  proposed  Amendment, 
by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Words  inserted. 

Amendment  made,  in  line  3,  byleaving 
out  the  word  ''as,"  and  inserting  the 
word  "of," — (J/r.  Oladetoney) — instead 
thereof. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  moved 
the  omission  of  the  words  "disregarding 
the  authority  of  the  Chair,"  which,  in 
his  opinion,  either  were  superfluous  or 
created  a  new  Parliamentary  offence. 
The  Speaker  or  Chairman  acted  under  the 
directions  of  the  House,  and  an  offence 
against  the  authority  of  the  Chair  was 
an  offence  against  the  Kules  of  the 
House.  The  relations  between  the 
House  and  the  Chair,  which  had  been 
much  strained  lately,  would  probably 
be  altogether  changed  by  the  New 
Bules  of  Procedure ;  and  it  would  be 
well,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  that  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Chair  should  be  limited 
by  the  directions  of  the  House. 

[The  Amendment,  not  being  seconded, 
could  not  be  put.] 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
thought  the  Eule  ought  to  discriminate 
between  accidental  and  wilful  disregard. 
He  would  have  preferred  the  words 
"  insulting  and  disregarding  ; "  but,  as 
he  could  not  obtain  support  for   the 


word  "insulting,"  he  moved  to  insert 
the  word  "  wilfully." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  3,  after 
the  foregoing  Amendment,  to  insert  the 
word  "wilfully."— (ifr.  T.  P.  O'Connor.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  wilfully '  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  a 
Speaker  or  Chairman  would  not  enforce 
the  Bule  for  accidental  disregard ;  and, 
as  the  Eule  had  been  in  operation  for 
years  without  revealing  the  supposed 
defect,  he  appealed  to  the  hon.  Member 
to  leave  the  matter  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Chair. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  made,  in  line  3,  by  in- 
serting after  the  word  "  or,"  the  word 
"of."— (i/r.  Gladstone,) 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
rose  to  move  the  omission  of  the  words 
"  abusing  the  Rules  of  the  House  by 
persistently  and  wilfully  obstructing  the 
Business  of  the  House."  He  said,  they 
were  absolutely  unnecessary,  because 
such  abuse  was  now  impossible  with 
the  New  Rules,  under  which  several 
Members  had  been  called  to  Order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  the  House 
having  inserted  the  word  "of"  after 
"or,"  the  Resolution  would  not  read  if 
the  Amendment  were  carried. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  got  up  to  move  my  Amendment  before 
the  Prime  Minister  moved  his. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  As  the  Resolution 
now  stands,  the  Amendment  cannot  be 
put  from  the  Chair,  because,  if  it  were 
carried,  the  Resolution  would  not  be 
sense 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  should  limit  his  Amendment  to 
the  omission  of  the  words  "  by  per- 
sistently and  wilfully  obstructing  the 
Business  of  the  House."  It  seemed 
almost  impossible  to  devise  methods  of 
Obstruction  now.  There  could  be  no 
Obstruction  in  debate,  or  in  divisions,  or 
in  making  long  speeches  for  that  purpose, 
as  the  Resolutions  already  passed  could 
be  put  in  force.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  had  put 
down  several  Notices  of  Motion  on  one 
subject  to  prevent  a  Motion  on  another 
subject  comine  on.  Was  he  to  be  sus- 
pended for  abusing  the  Rules  of  the 
House  in  that  way  ?    On  Monday  night 
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the  hon.  Member  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  in  order  to  prevent 
the  House  reaching  that  Motion,  which 
the  Government  professed  to  be  anxious 
to  bring  on;  and  although  this  was 
done  wilfully  and  deliberately,  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  suspended,  though,  if 
an  Irish  Member  had  done  as  much,  he 
would  have  been  in  considerable  danger. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  possible  for  the 
Government  to  make  out  any  case  for 
retaining  these  words,  and  the  Besolu- 
tion  would  be  greatly  simplified  if  so 
tremendous  a  penalty  were  imposed  only 
for  disregard  of  the  authority  of  the 
Chair. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  words  **  by  persistently  and  wilfully 
obstructing  the  ousiness  of  the  House/' 
— {Lord  Randolph  Churchill.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  Standing  Order,  as  amended." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  moved  an 
Amendment  which  might  act  against 
his  own  views.  If  the  House  should 
agree  to  this  Amendment,  they  would 
leave  the  Speaker  and  Chairman  with 
very  much  larger  powers  and  authority 
than  if  the  words  were  left  in  the  clause, 
as  neither  would  take  wilful  and  per- 
sistent Obstruction  alone  into  view.  It 
was  in  the  interests  of  individual  Mem- 
bers that  the  words  were  inserted,  be- 
cause they  indicated  to  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  the  kind  of  abuse  which  the 
House  had  in  mind  when  they  agreed 
to  the  Hule.  The  words  stood  well  as 
they  were,  and  should  not  be  altered. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  would  have 
supported  the  Amendment  as  it  origi- 
nally stood ;  but  he  thought  that  if  it 
were  carried  in  its  present  form  this 
severe  penalty  might  be  inflicted  for  the 
infringement  of  any  Bule  of  the  House. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
moved  to  leave  out  the  words  **  or  other- 
wise," and,  in  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment, cited  a  speech  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister  upon  the  introduction  by  the 
late  Government  of  their  Rule  for  deal- 
ing with  Obstruction.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  on  that  occasion  objected 
to  the  words  "or  otherwise"  being  in 
the  Resolution,  on  the  gfround  that 
whereas  the  Resolution  was  aimed  at 

Lord  Randolph  Churchill 


the  offence  of  "  wilful  and  persistent 
Obstruction,"  if  those  words  were  re- 
tained the  Rule  might  be  applied  to 
the  abuse  by  any  Member  of  any  Rule 
of  the  House.  The  noble  Lord  was 
perfectly  content  to  rest  his  objection  to 
the  words  upon  the  ground  then  stated 
by  the  Prime  Minister. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  5,  to 
leave  out  the  words  "or  otherwise." — 
{Lord  Randolph  Churchill.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'or  otherwise*  stand  part  of  the  said 
Standing  Order,  as  amended." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  he  was 
not  responsible  for  the  report  of  his 
speech,  but  he  accepted  it ;  but  he  must 
point  out  that  at  that  time  they  were 
dealing,  not  with  Procedure  generally, 
but  with  some  specific  offence ;  and  he 
submitted  -to  the  House  whether  they 
ought  not  to  confine  their  proceedings 
to  that  one  specific  offence.  That  was 
the  idea  which  lay  at  the  root  of  his 
remarks.  He  did  not  press  his  objec- 
tion, however,  and  he  believed  the  House 
did  determine  to  legislate  so  far  as  to 
make  its  penal  Resolution  applicable  to 
every  species  of  offence.  As  they  were 
now  considering  generally  the  question 
of  altering  the  authority  of  the  House, 
he  had  not  the  least  hesitation  in  accept- 
ing the  authority  of  the  decision  of  the 
House  against  the  suggestion  which  he 
then  made. 

Mr.  WARTON  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  conduct  of  the  Government  in 
the  matter  was  extremely  inconsistent. 
By  the  retention  of  the  words  "or 
otherwise "  the  restriction  previously 
contained  in  the  Resolution  would  be 
removed.  They  might  as  well  leave  ont 
all  the  words  of  definition  and  leave  the 
matter  wholly  in  the  Speaker's  dis- 
cretion. 

This  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hekrt  James)  said,  he  did  not  agree 
with  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  If 
the  words  preceding  "or  otherwise'' 
were  omitted,  there  would  be  no  words 
of  discretion  or  restriction  to  the  Speaker. 
There  was  a  discretion  given  to  him  as 
to  the  nature  of  the  offence,  and  after 
the  words  defining  the  offence  came  the 
words  <'  or  otherwise."  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  well  knew  that  in  the 
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definition  of  an  offence  general  words 
must  be  construed  in  correspondence 
"with  particular  words. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  the 
words  were  either  without  meaning  or 
they  had  a  dangerous  meaning.  In 
either  case  they  ought  to  be  rejected. 

Mb.  WHITBREAD  supported  the 
words  of  the  Eule,  declaring  his  belief 
that,  so  far  from  Obstruction  being  a 
perfect  science,  Members  indulging  in 
it  were  as  yet  only  entering  a  vast  ter- 
ritory not  100th  part  of  which  they  had 
surveyed  or  mapped  out.  When  Ob- 
struction was  being  persisted  in,  in  the 
last  two  Sessions,  he  used  to  wonder 
night  after  night  at  the  immense  fields 
of  Obstruction  to  which  they  seemed 
perfectly  blind.  The  only  alternative  to 
the  retention  of  the  words  would  be  to 
frame  an  exhaustive  catalogue  of  offences 
punishable,  which  would  be  an  invidious 
and  disagreeable  task. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  thought  the 
question  ought  to  be  considered  in  con- 
nection with  the  penalties  which  were  to 
be  imposed.  He  thought  the  offence 
should  be  clearly  stated ;  and  he,  there- 
fore, hoped  the  Government  would  ac- 
cept the  Amendment  by  the  omission  of 
the  words  "  or  otherwise." 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  he 
thought  the  words  "or  otherwise"  vague 
and  indefinite.  In  fact,  he  thoroughly 
accepted  the  reasoning  on  which  the 
Prime  Minister  himself  two  years  ago 
opposed  the  insertion  of  those  words  in 
the  Standing  Order.  He  adhered  to 
the  text  of  the  speech,  while  he  rejected 
the  Talmudical  gloss  upon  it  with  which 
they  had  been  favoured.  Two  years  ago, 
when  the  House  had  to  meet  Obstruction, 
it  laid  down  a  Code  of  very  mild  penal- 
ties, and  to-day  they  were  asked  to  re- 
form this  article  of  the  Code  by  making 
it  very  much  more  stringent.  No  Mem- 
ber at  that  time  much  cared  about  being 
suspended  for  an  *'  otherwise,"  when  the 
penalty  was  having  to  spend  half  the 
evening  at  the  opera.  Now,  the  proceed- 
ing was  serious  and  should  be  accurate. 
If  the  penalties  were  more  stringent, 
surely  the  offences  should  be  more  dis- 
tinctively marked.  Moreover,  the  words 
**or  otherwise"  were  unnecessary,  be- 
cause the  Speaker  already  had  full  power 
of  Naming  a  Member  who  abused  the 
Rules  of  the  House.  They  had  for  the 
last  few  weeks  been  haunted  by  a  ghost, 
and  the  Speaker  of  the  future  roamed 


about  the  House.  What  would  he  say 
to  the  uncertain  responsibilities  thrown 
upon  him.  The  future  Speaker  or 
Chairman  must,  indeed,  be  greedy  of 
despotism  if  he  wanted  more  power 
than  he  possessed  already.  He  had 
listened  with  wonder  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bedford's  (Mr.  Whitbread's)  pic- 
ture of  the  illimitable  vista  of  future 
Obstruction  —  strange  and  ingenious 
forms  of  torment  that  would  have  en- 
tered the  imagination  of  no  one  but  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford.  Let  him 
make  a  suggestion  to  the  hon.  Member. 
They  all  of  them  recollected  the  tracts 
of  their  youth,  which  taught  them  so 
much  mischief  in  the  history  of  the 
naughty  boy,  who  indulged  in  inconceiv- 
able tricks  till  he  was  transported  or  fell 
into  the  duck  pond,  and  then  they  knew 
they  had  been  reading  a  moral  treatise. 
Let  the  hon.  Member  write  a  Parliamen- 
tary tract  on  that  model,  and  give  for 
their  learning  and  edification  the  history 
of  the  wicked  obstructive  Member  who 
blocked  all  Bills,  who  divided  on  all 
clauses,  who  counted  the  House  when 
400  Members  were  present,  and  ended 
by  being  suspended  for  the  Session. 
Such  a  tract  by  the  hon.  Member  would 
be  far  more  useful  than  all  the  New 
Rules  of  Procedure. 

Mr.  CALLAN  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, considering  that  every  possible 
offence  was  included  in  a  disregard  of 
the  authority  of  the  Chair  and  abuse  of 
the  Rules  of  the  House  by  persistent  and 
wilful  Obstruction. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  they  ought 
to  know  distinctly  what  they  were  to  be 
punished  for.  Let  them  have  every  offence 
specified,  and  then  they  would  vote  for 
them  with  pleasure. 

Mr.  STUART- WORTLEY  said,  that 
if  the  words  *'  or  otherwise "  were 
adopted,  he  should,  having  regard  to  the 
Attorney  General's  explanation,  move  to 
substitute  for  *'  otherwise "  the  words 
'*in  some  other  such  manner." 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  90  ;  Noes 
48:  Majority  42.— (Div.  List,  No.  387.) 

Mb.  STUART -WORTLEY  rose  to 
move  the  insertion  in  line  5,  after 
"  otherwise,"  of  the  words  '*  in  like 
manner,"  so  that  the  Rule  should  read — 

'*  That  whenever  any  Member  shall  have  been 
named  by  the  Speaker  or  by  the  Chairman  of  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  Houa^  qa  d\'Kc^<^ga^\^<^ 

\Ticent>j-%\xVK  "Nn^VI?^ 
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Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  theyliad  heard  much  of  the  de- 
terioration of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  the  idea  must  have  taken  a  strong 
hold  of  the  Prime  Minister's  mind, 
seeing  that  the  right  hon.  G^entleman 
insisted  on  retaining  the  words  ''or 
otherwise  "  and  objected  to  the  words 
**  in  like  manner,"  because,  in  future. 
Members  were  to  come  to  the  House  in 
a  state  of  intoxication,  and  the  words 
**or  otherwise"  were  to  prevent  their 
escaping  unpunished  for  that  offence. 

Mil.  W ABTON  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. He  thought  the  Prime  Minister 
believed  in  the  supremacy  of  his  own 
intellect,  and  had  such  a  contempt  for 
his  own  supporters  that  his  action  was 
directed  to  show  how  subservient  thej 
were  to  him. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
thought  the  illustration  given  by  the 
Prime  Minister  in  support  of  his  ai^- 
ment  was  not  a  very  happy  one.  If  the 
offences  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
indicated  were  committed,  the  culprit 
must  have  brought  himself  conspicuously 
to  the  notice  of  the  Speaker ;  and  some 
of  the  Rules  already  passed,  or  the 
ancient  usages  of  the  House,  could  be 
easily  applied  to  the  case.  However,  it 
was  clear  that  the  decision  of  the  House 
had  been  taken  on  the  whole  question 
upon  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill),  and  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  would  do  well  to  content 
himself  with  having  made  a  vigoroos 
attempt  to  make  the  meaning  and  lan- 
guage of  the  Attorney  Qeneral  clear. 

The  attorney  QENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  felt  it  to  be  rather  hard 
that  it  should  be  sought  to  fix  upon  him 
words  for  which  the  noble  Loid  oppo- 
site (Lord  John  Manners]  and  his  (}ol- 
leagues  in  the  late  Government  were 
originally  responsible,  as  they  appeared 
in  their  own  Resolution.  He  now  ob- 
jected, however,  to  the  insertion  of  the 
words  **  in  like  manner,"  because  thej 
would  mean  that  the  Obstruction  mu^ 
not  only  be  of  a  similar  kind,  but  that 
the  mode  of  carrying  it  on  must  be 
similar. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  ad- 
mitted  that  the  late  Government  were 
responsible  for  the  terms  of  their  Reso- 
lution ;  but  pointed  out  that  action  had 
been  taken  under  it  such  as  they  had 
never  contemplated,  and  that  it  was, 


the  authority  of  the  Chair,  or  abuBing  the  Rules 
of  the  House  hy  wilfully  ohstructing  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  or  otherwise  in  like  manner." 

This  alteration  or  addition  of  the  words 
''  in  like  manner  "  would  have  the  effect 
of  expressing  the  intention  of  the  Attor- 
ney General,  as  explained  by  him  in  the 
remarks  he  had  just  addressed  to  the 
House.  He  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  might 
say  that  they  (the  Opposition)  did  not 
see  what  form  of  abuse  there  was  that 
a  Member  was  likely  to  be  guilty  of,  and 
that  the  ancient  usages  and  Rules  of 
Procedure  already  passed  would  not  meet. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread),  during  his  speech,  did  not  men- 
tion any  offence  that  could  not  be  dealt 
with  under  the  Rules  they  had  passed ; 
and  therefore  it  was  why  they  wished 
to  have  those  words  inserted  after  the 
word  **  otherwise." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  5,  after 
the  word  "  otherwise,"  to  insert  the 
words  '*  in  like  manner." — {Mr.  Stuart' 
WoHUy.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  observed  that,  of 
course,  it  might  be  said  that  every 
offence  came  under  the  head  of  disre- 
gard of  the  authority  of  the  Chair  when 
once  it  was  noticed  by  the  Chair ;  but 
the  House  did  not  proceed  on  that  prin- 
ciple, but  had  thought  fit  to  make  cer- 
tain indications.  It  had  likewise  felt 
that  if  it  made  an  indication,  it  was  not 
enough  to  indicate  wilful  Obstruction 
alone ;  and  the  Attorney  General  had 
shown  that  the  other  acts  of  abuse  of 
the  Rules  of  the  House  contemplated  by 
the  Resolution  should  be  in  the  same 
rank  and  degree.  But  the  words  "  in 
like  manner"  now  proposed  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  opposite  were 
words  of  hopeless  ambiguity,  and  he 
must  object  to  their  insertion.  How 
could  it  be  said  that  gross  misconduct — 
for  example,  entering  the  House  in  a 
state  not  of  perfect  self-  possession, 
through  the  use  of  articles  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  objected,  or  20  other  things 
which  might  be  named  were  it  not  too 
offensive  to  mention  them,  were  ''in 
like  manner  "  with  wilful  Obstruction  ? 
It  was  intended  that  the  other  offences 
coming  within  the  Rule  must  be  in  the 
same  rank  or  degree. 

Mr.  Stuart'  Worthy 
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therefore,  now  desirable  to  guard  against 
the  recurrence  of  such  a  state  of  things. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  sufficient  punishment  if  the 
doorkeepers  were  instructed  to  remove 
an  hon.  Member  under  the  circumstances 
described,  and  the  House  would  be  tho- 
roughly justified  in  dividing  upon  such 
a  matter.  The  point  raised  by  the  At- 
torney General,  that  these  words  were 
used  by  a  Member  of  a  former  Govern- 
ment, was  a  very  small  one,  and  he 
would  support  the  Amendment  if  a  di- 
vision was  taken. 

Mr.  PEMBERTON  expressed  the 
opinion  that  no  lawyer  could  have 
drawn  the  clause  in  any  other  way.  It 
was  perfectly  clear  that  the  words  would 
be  confined,  as  the  Attorney  General 
stated,  to  cases  ejuhdem  generie. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  OHUROHILL, 
in  proposing  to  insert  in  line  5,  after 
the  word  **  then,"  the  words — 

"  After  the  nature  of  the  offence  and  the 
grounds  upon  which  such  Member  has  been 
named  shall  have  been  stated  and  entered  upon 
the  Journals  of  the  House," 

regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolflf) 
was  prevented  by  indisposition  from 
moving  the  Amendment  which  stood  in  his 
name.  Unless  the  Government  were  in 
an  unusually  captious  frame  of  mind 
they  would  be  disposed  to  agp*ee  with  it. 
On  the  celebrated  occasion  when  the  27 
Members  were  expelled,  the  circum- 
stances were  entered  at  great  length 
upon  the  Journals  of  the  House;  he 
found  that  three  columns  were  occupied 
by  that  incident.  But  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
was  suspended,  on  March  8,  for  dis- 
regarding the  authority  of  the  Chair, 
that  was  the  only  entry  he  could  find 
relative  to  the  event,  though  the  question 
was  subsequently  brought  forward  by 
the  hon.  Member  himself  and  a  lengthy 
debate  took  place.  The  necessity  of 
some  such  Amendment  was,  moreover, 
increased  by  the  fact  that  the  penalties 
for  such  disregard  were  now  enormously 
increased. 

Amendment  proposed. 

Inline  6,  after  the  word  "then,*'  to  insert 
the  words  '*  after  the  nature  of  the  offence  and 
the  grounds  upon  which  such  Member  has  been 
xMtmed  shall  have  been  stated  and  entered  upon 


the  Journals  of  the  House." — {Lord  Randolph 
Churchill.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the 
Government  felt  some  sympathy  with 
the  purpose  of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
certainly  were  not  aware  of  being  in 
any  unusually  captious  humour. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
explained  that  he  had  said  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  in  a  captious  frame  of 
mind  if  they  did  not  agree  with  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Exactly,  if  they 
did  not  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord.  But  if  they  were  in  such 
a  frame  of  mind  they  would  rather  seek 
to  find  verbal  difficulties  than  loyally 
support  the  Rule  introduced  by  the  late 
Government.  It  would,  however,  be 
making  an  entirely  new  precedent  if  they 
were  to  fix  a  form  to  be  entered  in  the 
Journals  of  the  House ;  it  would  also  be 
unnecessary,  for  if  there  was  one  thing 
more  than  another  in  which  the  officers  * 
of  the  House  under  the  superintendence 
of  the  Speaker  were  to  be  trusted,  it  was 
in  framing  the  Records  of  the  House.  A 
vast  number  of  acts  of  importance  were 
recorded  in  the  Votes  under  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  Speaker;  and,  although  the 
process  was  necessarily  a  hasty  one,  all 
would  agree  that  the  record  was,  on  the 
whole,  admirably  made.  He  was  glad, 
however,  the  noble  Lord  had  mentioned 
the  subject,  though,  at  the  same  time, 
he  must  point  out  that  it  was  not  to  be 
supposed  that  they  could  arrest  the 
Business  of  the  House  in  order  that  the 
entry  might  be  made. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  was  glad 
to  hear  that  the  act  resulting  in  the 
suspension  of  a  Member  would  in  future 
be  noticed  in  the  Journals  of  the  House. 
He  thought  the  noble  Lord  had  done 
good  service  in  drawing  attention  to  the 
matter. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Speaker  whether  he  would 
direct  the  officers  of  the  House  to  record 
more  fully  the  nature  of  the  offences 
committed  when  Members  were  sus- 
pended ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  entries  in  the 
Journals  have  hitherto  been  made  ac- 
cording to  precedent ;  but,  as  my  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  matter,  I  will 
consider  the  desirability  of  the  change 
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Buggested,   but    I  will  enter    into    no 
enf^agement. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  it  was  desirable 
that  the  facts  as  disclosed  in  Hamard 
should  be  placed  upon  the  Journals  of 
the  House,  in  order  that  the  official 
record  might  give  fuUj  the  true  grounds 
of  suspension. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  made,  in  line  5,  by  in- 
serting, after  the  word  '*  committed," 
the  words  "by  such  Member." — (J/r. 
ParnnU.) 

LoBD  RANDOLPH-  CHUROHILL 
moved  the  insertion  of  the  words  "  ex- 
cept a  statement  from  the  Member  so 
named ;  "  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
being  to  enable  a  Member  before  his 
suspension  to  make  a  statement  of  his 
case,  and,  if  he  pleased,  to  apologize  to 
the  House.  A  Member  might  have  used 
language  in  a  moment  of  passion  which 
he  would  at  once  withdraw,  and  offer  an 
ample  apology  ;  and  he  thought  that 
provision  should  be  made  for  such  cases. 
He  did  not  expect  that  this  Rule  would 
be  used  against  the  Conservative  Party, 
or  against  the  Liberal  Party ;  but  it  was 
likely  to  be  applied  against  Members  of 
the  Irish  Party,  who  often  used  language 
to  which  they  did  not  attach  the  same 
importance  as  their  audience.  He  con- 
tended that  such  a  loem  pomitentia  ought 
to  be  afforded  to  an  offending  Member, 
especially  as  the  penalties  involved  by 
suspension  were  to  be  considerably  in- 
creased. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  7,  after  the  word  **  Deb&te,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  except  a  statement  from  a  Member 
■o  named."—  {Lord  Randolph  ChurehiU.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
not  commit  himself  to  the  opinion  that 
in  any  form  this  proposal  could  be 
adopted ;  but  it  could  not  be  adopted  in 
its  present  form.  The  word  ''state- 
ment "  by  no  means  pointed  "to  apology 
or  withdrawal,  and  naturally  meant  an 
argument  by  the  Member  in  his  own 
defence.  That  argument  would  ob- 
viously be  directed  against  the  decision 
of  the  Presiding  Officer;  while  the 
Speaker,  whose  decision  was  impugned, 
would  have  no  opportunity  of  reply- 
ing. 

Mr,  Speaker 


Mb.  BUCHANAN  said,  he  was  not 
su prised  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  had 
not  himself  appeared  in  his  place  to 
move  this  Amendment,  because  it  would 
be  found  that  when  this  Standing  Order 
was  first  proposed  in  1880,  an  Amend- 
ment was  moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell)  very 
much  to  the  same  effect  as  the  present 
Amendment,  and  amongst  those  who 
voted  against  it  was  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham.  He  hoped  that 
the  House  would  on  no  account  agree  to 
the  Amendment.  The  principal  objec- 
tion to  it  had  been  clearly  stated  by  the 
Prime  Minister — that  any  explanation  or 
statement  would  naturally  take  the  form 
of  a  statement  in  opposition  to  the  ruling 
of  the  Chair,  and  the  Chair  would  be 
precluded  by  the  custom  of  the  House 
Lm  making  a  reply. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  would 
suggest  the  introduction  of  words  allow- 
ing a  Member  to  withdraw  or  apolo- 
gize. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  leave  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  thought  the 
Amendment  was  entitled  to  a  more 
favourable  reception  than  it  had  re- 
ceived. Unquestionably  the  Amend- 
ment struck  a  very  grave  defect  and 
exposed  a  very  grave  injustice  in  the 
Resolution  of  the  Gbvemment.  The 
Amendment  simply  pleaded  for  the  right 
of  being  heard  in  self-defenoe.  That 
was  a  privilege  accorded  to  the  lowest 
criminals,  and  yet  the  Members  of  the 
highest  Court  in  the  Realm  were  to  be 
deprived  of  it.  He  should  like  to  know 
for  what  reason  the  GK>vernment  had 
withdrawn  from  a  more  oppressive  Re- 
solution a  privilege  which  had  been  ac- 
corded under  a  Resolution  of  a  less 
stringent  character?  It  was  a  gr^t 
hardship  that  a  constituency  should  be 
disfranchised,  possibly  at  the  beginning 
of  a  Session,  because  of  some  momentaiy 
or  pardonable  lapse,  perhaps,  of  temper 
on  the  part  of  hon.  Members.  He  re- 
membered an  instance  in  which  an  hon. 
Member  was  suspended  for  endeavour- 
ing to  explain  to  the  Speaker.  This 
was  likely  to  occur,  especially  in  the  case 
of  new  Members  who  had  no  experience 
of  the  Rules  of  the  House.  If  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Amendment  were  adopted, 
he  felt  sure  that  in  the  majority  of  casof 
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the  House  woald  escape  a  division  and 
the  Member  be  saved  the  extreme  pe- 
nalty. At  the  same  time  he  did  not 
think  that  the  Amendment  proposed  was 
he  most  suitable  ;  but  he  thought  it 
would  be  easy  to  find  some  words  which 
would  remove  this  great  blot  and  defect 
in  the  Kesolution,  and  save  a  good  deal 
of  heartburning. 

Mb.  GORST  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. A  Member  ought  certainly  to 
have  the  opportunity  of  being  heard 
before  the  House  decided  to  inflict  a 
penalty  on  him.  If  the  Amendment 
were  withdrawn,  he  hoped  that  words 
would  be  brought  up  allowing  a  Mem- 
ber to  make  an  explanation  or  apology 
to  the  House.  He  (fid  not  anticipate 
that  there  would  be  any  abuse  of  the 
privilege,  and  it  was  contrary  to  justice 
to  condemn  anyone  unheard. 

Mb.  OHAMBEHLAIN  said,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  now  con- 
tended that  it  was  contrary  to  justice  to 
condemn  any  hon.  Member  for  an  offence 
unheard.  As  had  been  already  pointed  out, 
a  precisely  similar  proposal  to  this  was 
discussed  in  the  time  of  the  late  Parlia- 
ment, and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
then  took  exactly  the  oppositeviewto  that 
which  he  now  advocated.  [Mr.  Gorst  : 
No,  no !]  He  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  had 
in  his  hand  the  Division  List  for  that 
occasion,  and  he  found  the  Amendment 
then  moved  was  to  permit  any  Member 
who  had  been  Named  to  offer  such  ex- 
planation, defence,  or  apology  as  he 
should  think  fit,  for  a  time  not  exceed- 
ing 10  minutes.  Against  that  proposal, 
which  he  now  supported,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  then 
voted. 

Mb.  gorst  :  I  am  very  sorry  for  it. 
I  must  have  voted  in  that  way  quite  in- 
advertently. 

Mb.  chamberlain  said,  he  was 
glad  to  hear  the  explanation  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  and  what  was 
true  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was,  perhaps,  true  of  the  whole  Con- 
servative Party,  because  the  whole  Con- 
servative Party  voted  on  the  occasion  in 
question  against  the  Amendment.  No 
doubt  they  also  voted  inadvertently,  like 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  With 
reference  to  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  he  would 
point  out  that  under  the  Rule,  as  it  was 
proposed  to  be  amended  by  the  Govern- 
ment;   there   were  three  penalties    for 


three  different  offences.  There  was  sus- 
pension for  a  week,  for  a  month,  and 
for  the  remainder  of  the  Session.  After 
suffering  the  first  and  second  penalties, 
a  Member  would  be  able,  as  contem- 
plated by  the  existing  Rule,  to  raise  his 
case  and  have  a  debate  by  putting  down 
a  Motion  calling  the  decision  in  ques- 
tion. It  was  true  that  he  could  not 
debate  it  at  the  time  of  his  suspension  ; 
but  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  his 
doing  so  subsequently.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber urged  that  it  was  desirable  that  in 
all  cases  the  person  suspended  should 
be  permitted  to  make  a  statement  or 
apology.  But  those  two  things  were 
different.  The  objection  to  allowing  a 
Member  to  make  a  statement  was  very 
well  put  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Devon,  then 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote),  in  the  debate  to  which 
reference  had  been  made.  He  said  that 
he  did  not  think  it  would  be  reasonable 
to  make  a  statement  without  allowing 
the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  to  reply  to 
such  statements,  or  perhaps  misrepre- 
sentations, as  were  made.  It  was  abso- 
lutely impossible  to  allow  a  Member  to 
make  a  statement,  which  might  be  an 
accusation  against  the  Presiding  Officer 
of  the  House,  without  allowing  him  to 
reply.  Then  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  that,  at  least,  a  Member 
might  be  allowed  to  withdraw  any  state- 
ment or  expression  which  his  excitement 
might  have  betrayed  him  into  making. 
The  answer  to  that  was  that  he  would 
be  allowed  to  withdraw.  It  was  impos- 
sible but  that  he  should  be,  in  the  first 
instance,  called  upon  to  withdraw.  In 
the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  who  was 
last  'suspended  by  the  House,  no  lees 
than  1 1  distinct  opportunities  were  given 
him  to  withdraw  the  objectionable  words. 
If  the  object  of  hon.  Members  was  only 
to  permit  an  apology  which  was  not  to 
extend  into  a  general  statement,  he  had 
to  say  that  that  object  was  amply  pro- 
vided for  by  the  existing  Rules. 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  that  if  Con- 
servative Members  voted  against  this 
proposal  in  the  last  Parliament,  Liberal 
Members  must  have  voted  for  it,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  now  opposing 
what  he  then  supported.  [**  No,  no !  "| 
If  the  minority  was  not  composed  of 
Liberals,  he  was  at  a  loss  to  know  who 
was  in  that  Lobby.  He  wished  to  point 
out  that  the  Rule  was  now  proposed  to 
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be  made  much  mora  severe  than  formerly. 
Under  the  existing  Bule,  the  first  sus- 
pension was  for  the  Sitting,  the  second 
for  the  Sitting,  and  the  third  for  a  week, 
with  a  right  to  a  Member  to  be  heard  in 
his  place  if  a  Motion  were  made  to  con- 
tinue his  suspension.  But,  under  the 
Bule  as  proposed  to  be  amended,  the 
first  suspension  was  to  be  for  a  week,  the 
second  for  a  month,  and  the  third  for  the 
remainder  of  the  Session ;  and  a  Mem- 
ber was  not  given  the  opportunity  of 
speaking  in  his  own  defence  at  all.  He 
did  not  think  that  the  House  ought  to  pass 
the  Eesolution  unless  the  Government 
expressed  some  intention  to  modify  that 
part  of  it  denyins^  a  Member  suspended 
for  a  third  time  the  right  to  be  heard. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
contended  that  a  Member  Named  by  the 
Chair  ought  to  be  allowed  to  make  a 
statement  In  several  cases  of  Irish 
Members  being  suspended,  notably  in 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  O'Donnell),  who  was  prevented 
from  finishing  his  sentence,  five  minutes' 
explanation  would  have  prevented  any 
suspension  taking  place. 

Mb.  MACFABLANE  said,  that  he 
had  an  Amendment  to  enable  Members 
before  suspensionfora  longer  period  than 
one  Sitting  to  make  an  explanation  or 
apology.  The  Amendment  he  proposed 
would  deal  with  the  question  more  com- 
prehensively than  the  Amendment  before 
before  the  House. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  7,  after  the  word  *<  Debate,"  to  insert 
tbe  words  '<  except  a  statement  from  the  Member 
named,  strictly  confined  to  explanation  or 
apology.*'— (ifr.  T,  -P.  0* Connor.) 

Question  proposed,  «  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  the  Government 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment.  It 
would  have  the  effect  of  opening  the 
door  to  an  indefinite  width,  and  of  prac- 
tically defeating  the  object  of  the  Kule. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  said,  he  rose  to 
move  the  Amend  ment  to  which  he  had  j  ust 
referred.  Its  object  was  to  allow  a  Mem- 
ber Named  an  opportunity  of  apologising 
before  the  penalty  of  suspension  for  any 
considerable  time  was  imposed  upon  him. 
He  explained  that  the  Amendment,  while 

Captain  Aylm^r 


providing  that  the  Member  should  be 
suspended  during  the  remainder  of  the 
Sitting  at  which  the  offence  was  com- 
mitted, suspension  for  a  prolonged  period 
should  not  be  infiicted  upon  him  until 
the  House   had  had  time  to  consider 
the  matter,  and  the  Member  had  had 
time  to  reflect  upon  the  advisability  of 
offering  an  apology.    In  the  heat  of  de- 
bate Members  often  used  language  which 
they  afterwards  considered  unjustifiable, 
and  it  was  to  give  such  Members  an  op- 
portunity of  apologizing  that  he  moved 
the  Amendment.     He  could  look  at  this 
question  from  a  thoroughly  disinterested 
point  of  view.     He  was  one  of  the  few 
Irish  Members  who  had  never  been  sus- 
pended.    He  had  never  felt  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  incur  the  censure  of  the  House ; 
but  while  saying  that  he  felt  in  no  way 
entitled  to  use  a  word  of  condemnation 
against  other  Irish  Members  who  took  a 
different  view  of  their  duty.      He  was 
aware  at  the  time  that  the  censure  of  the 
House  was  incurred  by  many  Members 
that  that  censure  would  have  been  in- 
valuable to  him  at  some  future  time ;  for 
there  was  nothing  so  popular  in  Ireland 
as  to  commit  some  kind  of  outrage  upon 
the  House  of  Commons;  but  he  had 
never  felt  it  incumbent  for  electioneering 
or  any  other  advantages  to^  incur  that 
censure.     He  had  seen  the  greatest  in- 
justice done  to  hon.  Members  who  were 
suspended,  and  it  was  to  avert  that  in- 
justice in  future    that  he  moved  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  speaker  pointed  out  that  there 
was  a  difficulty  in  putting  the  Amend- 
ment, because  it  did  not  fit  in  with  the 
context.  In  no  preceding  part  of  the 
Bule  was  the  word  "  suspension  "  spoken 
of. 

Mb.  MACFABLANE  said,  he  made  a 
mistake.  He  ought  to  have  been  placed 
a  few  lines  lower  down  in  the  Kesola- 
tion. 

Mb.  NE  WDEOATE,  in  rising  to  move 
the  following  Amendment : — In  line  8, 
leave  out  all  after  ''service  of  the 
House,'*  and  insert — 

"  If  sach  Question,  thus  put  by  Mr.  Speaker, 
shall  be  decided  by  the  House  m.  the  affirmative^ 
the  suspension  of  such  Member  shall  continue 
until  the  House  has  further  considered  it ;  and 
Mr.  Speaker  shall,  immediately  after  such  Ques- 
tion has  been  decided  in  the  affirmative,  causes 
Notice  to  be  pUioed  on  the  Notice  Paper,  to  the 
effect,  that  at  the  next  Sitting  of  the  House  bat 
one,  before  any  other  businees  is  taken,  Mr. 
Speaker  will  put  a  Question  to  the  House,  as  to 
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whether  such  Member  be  relieved  from  such 
suspension,  or  whether  such  suspension  shall  be 
continued  for  a  further  time,  or  whether  any 
other  judgment  of  the  House  with  respect  to 
such  Member  shall  be  pronounced. 

A  Motion  may  thereupon  be  made ;  not  more 
than  two  Amendments  to  such  Motion  shall  be 
permitted ;  not  more  than  three  Members  shall 
be  allowed  to  speak  either  upon  the  Original 
Motion,  or  upon  any  Amendment  proposed 
thereto;  and  no  Member  shall  be  allowed  to 
speak  in  any  such  Debate  during  more  than 
fifteen  minutes. 

Not  more  than  one  Motion  for  Adjournment 
shall  be  permitted  while  the  conduct  of  the  Mem- 
ber, who  has  been  suspended,  is  urder  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  ;  not  more  than  two 
Members  shall  be  allowed  to  speak  upon  such 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  and  not  longer  than 
during  ten  minutes. 

Should  no  Motion  be  made  after  Mr.  Speaker 
has  put  the  Original  Question,  the  suspension 
of  a  Member,  to  whom  Mr.  Speaker's  Notice 
relates  shall  be  held  to  have  been  terminated. 

If  notice  be  taken  in  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  by  the  Chairman,  that  a  Member 
has  been  guilty  of  persistent  obstruction  to  the 
business  of  such  Committee,  or  otherwise,  the 
Chairman  may  name  such  Member  and  put  a 
Question  to  Report  Progress  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again,  which  Question  shall  be  decided  without 
Debate,  Amendment,  or  Adjournment.  If  such 
Question  shall  be  decided  in  the  affirmative, 
when  the  House  resumes,  the  Chairman  shall 
forthwith  Heport  to  the  Speaker,  that  notice 
had  been  taken,  that  such  Member  had  been 
guilty  of  Obstruction,  or  otherwise,  and  a  Ques- 
tion, that  such  Member  be  suspended  may  be 
put,  as  if  such  offence  had  been  committed  in 
the  House  itself," 

said,  he  wished,  at  the  outset,  to  express 
his  thorough  concurrence  in  the  object 
with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  had  proposed  the  Eeso- 
lution  before  the  House.  He  (Mr.  New- 
degate)  had  been  a  Member  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Public  Business  in  1878: 
and  after  having  provided  that  Com- 
mittee with  the  statistics  which  showed 
the  grossly  obstructive,  and  he  might 
say  destructive  course,  pursued  by  some 
20  or  30  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  in 
derogation  of  the  order  and  efficiency  of 
the  House,  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  wit- 
nessed the  scenes  of  last  year  and  of 
the  present  year.  He,  therefore,  made 
up  his  mind  that  the  House  ought  to 
revert  to  the  enforcement  of  its  an- 
cient usages  and  penalties  upon  dis- 
order. The  Standing  Order  which  was 
adopted  at  the  instance  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  on  the  28th  of 
February,  1880,  appeared  to  him  from 
its  inception  quite  inadequate,  for  it  im- 
posed suspension  for  one  night  only  as 
the  penalty  upon  the  gravest  disorder, 
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a  penalty  which  experience  had  proved 
totally  inadequate.  He  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Members  who  were  sitting  near 
him — the  Irish  section  of  Home  Rulers 
— would  not  think  that  he  imputed  to 
them,  as  individuals,  a  desire  to  destroy 
the  efficiency  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member,  who  had  just  addressed  the 
House  (Mr.  Macfarlane),  said,  that  he 
had  not  joined  in  that  unfortunate  en- 
terprize ;  and  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  was 
convinced  the  other  hon.  Members  to 
whom  he  alluded  had  entered  upon  that 
rash  enterprize  under  influences  outside 
the  House,  which  directed  their  consti- 
tuents, and  inspired  them  with  a  mis- 
taken feeling  of  outraged  patriotism  and 
nationality.  The  fact  of  the  House  being 
in  Session  at  that  period  of  the  year  for 
the  purpose  of  considering  what  might 
be  done  to  recover  the  efficiency  of  the 
House  afforded  evidence  enough  that 
the  subject  was  one  of  importance  to  the 
whole  United  Kingdom.  He  desired  to 
call  attention  to  this  circumstance  that 
both  in  the  Standing  Order  of  the  28th 
of  February,  1880,  framed  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Devon,  whose  absence  from  the  House 
on  that  occasion  he  greatly  deplored,  for 
he  knew  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  con- 
curred generally  in  the  opinion  he  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  entertained. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE,  resuming,  said, 
that  he  was  much  indebted  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  for  having  recalled 
from  other  occupations  so  many  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  for  it  happened  to 
be  the  hour  when  Members  were  neces- 
sarily refreshing  themselves.  He  would 
revert  to  what  he  was  saying  when  this 
interruption  took  place.  Both  in  the 
Standing  Order  framed  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Devon,  and  in  the  Amendment  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  had  proposed,  the  following 
words  occurred — indeed,  the  proposals 
of  both  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  con- 
cluded with  the  words — 

"  Provided  always,  that  nothing  in  this 
Resolution  shall  be  taken  to  deprive  the  House 
of  the  power  of  proceeding  against  any  Mem- 
ber according  to  ancient  usages." 

He  {Mr.  Newdegate)  rejoiced  at  this 
testimony  to  the  justice  and  to  the  effi- 

3  IS  \^Tv)ent^-%\xt'K  'S\^V\?^ 


1 827  Parliament-^BuHinm  of  the    [  COMMONS]      2?bu»#— 791^  New  Rules.     1 828 


oiency  of  the  Common  Law,  which  per- 
vaded the  usages  of  the  House,   and 
which,  in  fact,  formed  the  very  basis  of 
its  discipline.     But  he  had  strongly  felt, 
when  m)tice  of  this  9th  [Resolution  was 
given,  that  it  might  form  the  commence- 
ment of  a  different  system  in  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  Regulations  of  the  House. 
Whilst  the   Standing  Order  extended 
only  to  the  suspension  of  a  Member 
for  one  night,  however  serious  might 
be  his  offence,   the  principle   involved 
was  not  worth  cavilling  about.      But 
now,  when  it  was  proposed  enormously 
to  increase  the  penalties  which  would  be 
imposed  by  this  summary  and  arbitrary 
process,  he  thought  it  was  time  that  the 
House  should  consider  whether  some 
adequate  notice  ought  not  to  be  g^ven 
to  hon.  Members  generally  of  the   in- 
tention to  inflict    these  penalties,   and 
not  upon  hon.  Members,  but  upon  con- 
stituencies.    Suspension  for  a  night  was 
one  thing,   but  suspension  for  a  Ses- 
sion would  be  a  serious  deprivation  of 
their  representation  to  any  constituency. 
When,   therefore,  he    remembered    in 
the  days  gone  by,  before  that  coverslut 
of  the  ballot  had  been  adopted,  how 
great  had  been  the  determination  mani- 
fested by  the  House  to  secure  the  purity 
of  elections,  it  was  difficult  to  imagine 
that  the  House  would  abrogate,  without 
due  notice  and  without  due  deliberation, 
the  representation  of  any  oonstituenoy 
for  a  Session  on  account  of  the  action, 
however    reprehensible,   of   its  Hepre- 
sentative.    Some  hon.  Members  said  his 
Amendment  was  long.     But  why  was  it 
so  long  ?  Because  it  summarised  in  out- 
line the  ancient  usages  of  the  House 
with  respect  .to  its  internal  discipline, 
which  both  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North  Devon,  in  framing 
the    Standing    Order,    and    the    right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  in 
framing  his  Amendment,  had  expressed 
their  desire  to  retain.    His  (Mr.  r^ewde- 
gate*8)  object  had  been  to  retain  effec- 
tual means  for   enforcing  the  ancient 
discipline,  and  to  do  this  without  giving 
opportunity  for  Obstruction.     When  the 
House  came  to  the  infliction  of  severer 
penalties  upon  Members  and  upon  con- 
stituencies through  their  Members,  he 
asked  himself,  and  he  asked  the  House, 
why  should  this  necessary  disciplinary 
action  be  an  exception  from  the  general 
system  which  had  long  prevailed  in  the 
House  ?  Why  should  those  penalties  be 
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enforced  upon  a  system  alien  to  that  by 
which  the  discipline  of  the  House  haid 
hitherto  been  maintained?  He  was  aware 
that  these  considerations  might  not  have 
occurred  to  many  Members  of  the  House; 
but  the  senior  Members  knew  the  sys- 
tem upon  which  the  internal  discipline 
of  the  House  was  founded — that  it  was 
founded  upon  the  Common  Law  of  Eng- 
land, and  that  the  same  kind  of  securi- 
ties for  notice,  analogous  securities  for 
deliberate  trial    pervaded  the    ancient 
usages  of  the  House  that  pervaded  the 
administration  in  the  highest  Common 
Law  Courts.     Whilst  the  penalty  was 
only  suspension  for  one  night  from  the 
service  of  the  House,   there   was  less 
reason  for  objecting  to  such  suspension 
not  being  inflicted  in  a  manner  that  was 
abrupt  and  summary.     But  he  asked 
whether  greater  precautions  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  by  the  giving  of 
due  notice  and  the  like  were  not  pro- 
vided in  the  higher  Courts  of  Judica- 
ture in  this  country  than  were  deemed 
necessary  in  Police  Courts  and  before 
Justices  in  Petty  Sessions  ?    And  why 
was  this?    Because  the  Police  Magis- 
trates and  the  Justices  in   Petty  le- 
sions could  only  entertain  minor  offences 
and  inflict  minor  penalties ;  but  in  pro- 
portion as  the  crimes  to  be  adjudicated 
upon  increased  in  gravity  and  the  penal- 
ties attached  to  them  in  weight,  ao  pro? 
portionately  were    the    securities    and 
precautions  for  fairness  of  trial  increased 
in   the  higher  Courts    of   Judicature, 
which  hence  far  outnumbered  and  oat- 
weighed    those  of   the    Police   Courts 
and  other   inferior  tribunals.      While, 
then,   he    concurred  in   the   object  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman   the  Prime 
Minister  in  providing  sufficient  means 
for  repressing  —  aye,    for    orosliing  — 
rebellion    in    the    House,    he    depre- 
cated the  adoption  of  this  drumhead 
court  martial  system  of  administration, 
this    arbitrary    infliction    of   increased 
penalties.    He    (Mr.    Newdegate)  had 
himself  been  engageid  as  a  Justice  of  the 
Peace  in  the  repression  of  disturbances 
in  the  year  1841,  and  again  in  1848,  and 
had  been  under  the  necessity  of  observ- 
ing the  difference  between  the  Common 
Law  and  Military  Law.     He  had  had 
to  seek  advice  and  to  learn  this  differ- 
ence before  he  engaged  in  suppressing 
riot.  What  was  the  ooject  in  view  under 
the  Common  Law,  and  what  the  system 
of  procedure  ?    The  police  magistrate  or 
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justice  acting  under  the  Common  Law, 
when  called  upon  to  quell  a  riot,  found 
that  it  was  their  first  duty  to  detect  and 
to  arrest  the  ringleaders ;  in  other  words, 
their  duty  was  to  deal  with  and  to  re- 
press violence — to  detect  and  repress 
individual  violence  or  crime.  Then,  if 
they  failed  in  this  duty,  and  found  that 
the  riot  was  so  serious  that  measures 
must  be  taken  against  large  numbers  of 
rioters,  what  became  their  duty  ?  The 
police  magistrate,  or  two  Justices  of  the 
teace  present,  were  bound  to  give  notice 
that  the  Hiot  Act  would  be  read.  They 
were  bound  to  give  public  notice,  so  that 
the  mob  could  hear.  And  why  were 
they  bound  to  do  that?  Because  the 
reading  of  the  Hiot  Act  meant  this — the 
suppression  of  the  Common  Law  by 
Military  Law,  and  that  the  responsi- 
bility of  action  was  transferred  from  the 
civil  magistrate  to  the  officer  command- 
ing the  troops.  By  proposing  that  this 
summary  process,  this  drumhead  court- 
martial  process,  under  which  suspension 
for  one  night  had  been  inflicted  upon 
Members  of  the  House  under  the  Stand- 
ing Order,  should  extend  to  the  greater 
penalties '  of  suspension  for  a  week,  a 
month,  or  a  Session,  they  travelled  into 
a  different  sphere,  and  were  bound  to 
take  the  same  precautions  that  the 
higher  Courts  observed,  not  unduly  to 
infringe  the  liberty  of  the  subject.  When 
inflicting  heavier  penalties  the  House 
ought  not  to  dispense  with  precautions 
like  those  observed  in  the  higher  Courts ; 
they  had  no  right,  in  dealing  with  grave 
offences,  and  in  meting  out  enlarged 
penalties,  to  adopt  the  summary  juris- 
diction exercised  by  the  Police  Courts 
and  the  Justices  in  Petty  Sessions.  He 
observed,  however,  with  regret,  that 
there  was  a  growing  disposition  to  adopt 
an  arbitrary  system  of  procedure  in  the 
House ;  and  it  was  shown  in  the  Notice 
which  had  been  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  to  deal 
penally  with  the  Members  of  the  House 
by  sections,  and  not  individually.  That 
betokened  the  importation  of  a  diff'erent 
Code.  It  meant  the  substitution  of  a 
system  analogous  to  that  of  military  law, 
and  was  totally  alien  to  the  system  of 
Common  Law,  in  strict  analogy  with 
which  the  whole  of  the  ancient  usages 
of  the  House  had  for  centuries  provided 
for  the  preservation  of  order  in  that 
House.  He  wished  that  House  to  un- 
derstand that  his  one    chief  object  in 


having  given  Notice  of  his  Amendment 
was  to  have  the  opportunity  of  express- 
ing these  convictions.  He  feared  that 
the  House  were  on  the  verge  of  travel- 
ling out  of  their  ancient  system.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  it  was  proposed  to  • 
supersede  the  foundation  of  their  ancient 
usages  in  treating  ofl*ences  of  great 
gravity,  by  the  adoption  of  another  sys- 
tem, an  arbitrary  and  an  alien  system, 
which  was  identified  in  this  country  with 
that  of  military  law.  He  would  ask  the 
House  to  view  the  matter  in  yet  another 
aspect ;  when  he  said  that  a  section  of 
Irish  Members  had  brought  the  House 
into  this  difficulty,  he  meant  no  offence 
to  the  Members  from  Ireland  who  were 
sitting  near  him,  and  who,  however  they 
might  differ  from  him  in  opinion,  had 
no  reason  to  doubt  his  love  of  fair  play. 
When  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  was  to  be  ex- 
pelled from  the  House,  Lord  Inchiquin, 
his  brother,  came  and  sat  by  him  (Mr. 
Newdegate).  Lord  Inchiquin  and  his 
brother  were  now  both  dead,  so  he  felt 
he  was  justified  in  relating  this  incident; 
but  Lord  Inchiquin  said — **  I  come  to  sit 
next  you,  Newdegate,  because  I  know 
you  will  see  fair  play."  These  words 
had  left  a  deep  impression  on  him  (Mr. 
Newdegate).  He  was  afraid  .that  the 
House  was  on  the  verge  of  giving  up 
the  system  which  had  secured  fair  play, 
of  changing  the  character  of  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  House,  and,  by  doing 
that,  of  changing  the  character  of 
the  House  itself.  That  was  what  he 
dreaded.  Whence  had  these  disturb- 
ances arisen  ?  Whence  came  this  re- 
bellion— for  he  must  call  it  a  rebellion — 
with  the  representation  of  which  they 
had  had  to  contend.  L**Oh,  oh!'*]  Surely 
it  was  a  rebellion,  when  in  February, 
1881,  36  Members  of  the  House  refused 
to  obey  the  authority  of  the  Speaker  in 
the  maintenance  of  order  in  the  House. 
That  was  a  rebellion,  he  repeated — a 
rebellion  wkich  those  Members  had  de- 
clared to  be  an  Irish  national  rebellion, 
the  representation  of  which  those  Mem- 
bers had  declared  that  they  had  imported 
into  that  House.  He  had  heard  it  said 
that  such  excesses  would  never  be  re- 
peated ;  he  had  little  or  no  confidence  in 
these  assurances.  He  put  it  to  the 
House,  what  would  the  Members  for 
England  and  Scotland  have  said  to  any- 
one who  proposed  to  extend  to  either  or 
both  of  these  countries  the  provisions  of 
the  Prevention  of  Orimft  ^^^\^^  Ka\.*l 
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Would  thej  not  have  found  a  yoioe  to 
remonstrate  and  protest  against  such  an 
iniquitous,  such  a  dangerous  proposal  ? 
This  drumhead  court  martial  system  of 
imposing  penalties  was  introduced  into 
the  House  solely  to  meet  the. difficulties 
which  the  Irish  Members,  to  whom  he 
had  adverted,  had  created ;  and  was  it 
reasonable  or  just  to  supersede  the  Com- 
mon Law  of  the  ancient  usages  of  this 
House,  which  represents  the  whole  of 
the  United  Kingdom  because  they  had 
to  deal  with  a  rebellion,  he  did  not  speak 
of  it  with  contempt,  which  had  prevailed 
only  in  one  section,  one  province  of  the 
United  Kingdom  ;  was  it  right  to  adopt 
Bules,  the  object  of  which  was  to  change 
the  character  of  the  ancient  usages  and 
discipline  of  the  whole  House  because 
they  had  to  deal  with  an  exclusively 
Irish  difficulty  ?    They  had  not  done  so 
in  their  legislation.    Why,  then,  should 
they  do  so  in  their  internal  discipline  ? 
Their  Predecessors  in  the  House  had  re- 
spected the  dignity  of  the  House  not 
from    merely    coxcombical    feeling    or 
vanity,  but  because  they  knew  that  if 
the  House  did  not  maintain  the  dignity 
of  its  Procedure,  forming,  as  it  did,  one 
branch  of  the  highest  Court  known  with- 
in the  United  Kingdom,  it  could  not 
permanently  sustain  the  free  but  just 
exercise  of  its  privileges  and  authority. 
He  contended,  then,  that  this  drumhead 
court  martial  system  of  inflicting  heavy 
penalties  without  notice  for  words  spoken 
perhaps  at  3  o'clock  in  the  morning  and 
in  an  excited  House  was  unworthy  of 
the  dignity  and  character  of  the  House, 
especially  as  the  penalties  now  proposed 
were  to  be  sufficient  to  affect  the  rights 
of  constituencies.     The  House  had  al- 
ways respected  its  own  dignity  as  a 
National  Court,  because  that  dignity  gave 
force  to  its  judgments  and  in  treating  an 
individual  Member  of  the  House  they 
ought  to  remember  the  maxim,  that, 
although  each  hon.  Member  was  returned 
for  a  particular  constituency,  yet  as  soon 
as  he  entered  the  House  he  was  Member 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  in  that  re- 
spect they  were  all  equal.     He,  for  one, 
then,  rebelled  against  the  introduction 
of  this  drumhead  court  martial  system. 
He  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  rebel ;  and 
he  rebelled  by  proposing  the  Amend- 
ment now  before  the  House,  which,  on 
the  part  of  the  House,  was  a  recital  and 
summary  of  the  system   and  practice 
under  the  ancient  usages  of  the  House 
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in  the  penal  treatment  of  its  Members. 
He  asked  the  consideration  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  this  Amendment  on  the 
ground  that  its  object  was  not  to  iuTali- 
date  the  action  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed,  but  to  g^ve  it 
greater  force  by|maintaining  the  dignity 
of  the  House  in  action.  He  would  read 
a  passage^from  HaU$lV%  PreeedenU^  to 
show  how  former  Houses  had  acted  in 
the  matter  of(imposing  penalties.  It  was 
as  follows : — 

'^  When  any  person  is  brought  to  the  har,  as 
a  delinquent,  to  receive  judgment  of  commit- 
ment, or  any  other  punishment,  or  to  be  dis- 
charged out  of  custody,  the  Mace  must  be  at 
the  bar,  and  till  the  Standing  Order  of  1772,  such 
person  must,  of  course,  have  received  the  Orders 
of  the  House  upon  his  knees.  Tlie  alteration 
made  by  that  Order  was  adopted  upon  the  hu- 
manity of  the  House,  which  often  has  occasion 
to  inflict  punishment  on  persons,  who  would  be 
more  sensibly  affected  by  this  ignominious  man- 
ner of  receiving  their  sentence  than  by  the 
severest  species  of  penalty  the  House  can  impose. 
On  the  17th  and  18th  of  May,  16  U,  this  Rule 
is  dispensed  with  in  favour  of  Mr.  Martyn,  who 
was  reprimanded  for  an  improper  speech  he  had 
made  at  the  bar,  as  counsiel  in  a  cause ;  he  had 
been  a  Member  in  a  former  Parliament.'* 

He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  had  cited  this  cajse, 
in  order  to  show  the  House  that  their 
Predecessors,  who  had  created  and  main- 
tained the  great  position  and  authority 
of  the  House,  not  merely  as  a  part  of 
the  Legislature,  but  as  a  part  of  the 
highest  Court  of  the  Eealm,  felt  deeply 
the  necessity  of  imposing  penalties 
especially  for  attacks  on  the  House  it- 
self, whether  from  without  or  from  with- 
in, in  a  manner  that  was  becoming  the 
dignity  and  the  authority  of  the  House 
when  enforcing  the  penalties  they  had 
a  right  to  impose.  Thanking  the  House 
cordially  for  permitting  him  thus  to  ex- 
plain his  long  Amendment,  whioh  he 
had  hoped  was  not  only  long  enough, 
but  dear  enough  to  explain  itself  to 
every  Member  who  was  at  aU  acquainted 
with  the  ancient  practice  and  discipline 
of  Parliament,  he  begged  to  moye  it  as 
it  stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  8, 'after  the  word  *' House,*'  to  in- 
sert the  words  "  if  such  Question,  thus  put  by 
Mr.  Speaker,  shall  be  decided  by  the  House  in 
the  afnrmative,  the  suspension  of  such  Member 
shall  continue  until  the  House  has  lurther  con- 
sidered it ;  and  Mr.  Speaker  shall,  immediately 
after  such  Question  has  been  decided  in  ths 
afllrmative,  cause  a  Notice  to  be  placed  on  the 
Notice  Paper,  to  the  effect,  that  at  the  aex 
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Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  whe- 
ther  the  Premier  intended  to  adhere 
tenaciously  to  the  scale  of  penalties  laid 
down  in  the  Resolution  ?  He  ventured 
to  hope  the  Prime  Minister  would  devise 
some  method  by  which  the  constituency 
should  not  be  punished  as  well  as  the 
offending  Member. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
was  pleased  to  hear  the  well-deserved 
compliment  which  the  Prime  Minister 
had  paid  to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate),  which  had  found  an  echo  in 
every  quarter  of  the  House.  At  the 
same  time,  although  he  quite  sym- 
pathized with  his  hon.  Friend  in  the 
wish  to  diminish  some  of  the  penal- 
ties proposed  by  the  Resolution  of  the 
Government,  he  found  himself  unable 
to  support  the  Amendment,  in  view 
of  the  inconveniences  arising  from  it 
which  had  been  pointed  out  by  the 
Prime  Minister. 


Sitting  of  the  House  but  one,  before  any  other 
business  is  taken,  Mr.  Speaker  will  put  a  Ques- 
tion to  the  House,  as  to  whether  such  Member 
be  relieved  from  such  suspension,  or  whether 
such  suspension  shall  be  continued  for  a  further 
time,  or  whether  any  other  judgment  of  the 
House  with  respect  to  such  Member  shall  be 
pronounced.*' — {Mr.  Kewdegate.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  8aid,hehad 
great  sympathy  with  the  hon.  Member's 
fidelity  to  Constitutional  principles,  with 
the  sincerity  with  which  he  entertained 
those  principles,  and  the  candour  and 
fairness  which  he  manifested  on  many 
occasions.  The  hon.  Member's  regard 
for  those  principles  had  earned  him  re- 
spect in  all  quarters  of  the  House  for  the 
championship  of  liberty,  as  he  under- 
stood it.  He  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  no 
idolator  of  any  of  the  restraints  on  their 
proceedings  which  had  been  introduced 
from  time  to  time  during  the  last  50 
years ;  and  he  should  be  happy  if  they 
could  go  back  to  the  Kules  of  the  House 
as  they  were  when  he  entered  it  in  1832. 
But  it  had  been  all  along  a  choice  of 
evils.  They  had  been  compelled  either 
to  introduce  restraints  on  the  liberty 
which  then  prevailed,  or  else  to  abandon 
the  idea  of  performing  their  duty  to  the 
country.  That  was  really  the  key  to  the 
proposals  which  were  now  made.  The 
objections  to  the  Amendment  were  in- 
surmountable ;  it  would  in  itself  provide 
a  new  instrument  of  Obstruction  more 
powerful  than  any  the  House  had  at 
present  to  contend  with.  After  the  sus- 
pension was  passed,  the  suspension  itself 
would  become  a  most  formidable  menace 
to  the  carrying  on  of  the  Business  of  the 
House ;  because  the  House  was  to  be  in- 
volved in  a  discussion  which,  in  spite  of 
the  limitations  in  the  Amendment  as  to 
the  number  of  their  speakers  and  the 
length  of  their  speeches,  would  occupy 
two  hours  and  a  quarter,  and  probably 
longer,  from  the  impossibility  of  limit- 
ing the  number  of  Amendments  when 
the  question  was  opened,  so  that  the 
House — if  in  any  case  it  would  be  so  im- 
prudent as  to  suspend  a  Member — would 
in  this  way  itself  pay  a  penalty  far  more 
severe  than  anything  proposed  to  be 
inflicted  upon  any  offending  Member.  He 
did  not  see  how,  under  the  Amendment, 
a  reconsideration  of  the  whole  question 
might  not  take  place  which  would  not  be 
subject  to  the  limitations  proposed  foi: 
the  first  consideration. 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Ma.    G  0  E  S  T    moved  to  insert  the 

words — 

**  Provided,  That,  if  more  than  one  Member 
is  named  in  such  Resolution,  Amendments  to 
omit  the  name  of  any  such  Member  shall  be 
allowed." 

He  desired  that  the  House  should  have 
the  opportunity,  when  several  Members 
were  suspended,  of  distinguishing  be^ 
tween  those  who  were  guilty  and  those 
who  were  innocent.  In  the  early  part  of 
the  Session,  when  several  Members  were 
suspended  together,  a  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  of  his  (Sir  John  Hay)  desired 
to  move  the  omission  of  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Marum), 
believing,  as  many  other  hon.  Members 
believed,  that  that  hon.  Member  was 
not  concerned  in  the  Obstruction  for 
which  his  fellow-Members  had  been  sus- 
pended. No  Motion,  however,  to  that 
effect  was  allowed;  and  his  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  was  obliged,  in  his 
perplexity,  to  leave  the  House  without 
voting.  When  this  Itule  was  proposed 
by  the  late  Goverment  it  applied  to 
a  single  Member,  and  not  to  several 
Members  at  a  time,  and  the  Proviso  now 
submitted  was  not  then  necessary ;  but 
now  that  it  applied  to  more  than  one 
Member  the  proposed  safeguard  seemed 
only  reasonable. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  8,  after  the  word  "  House,'*  to  insert 
the  words  *'  Provided,  That,  if  more  than  onA 
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the  present  Amendment  had  been  in 
force  ?  In  the  case  of  every  one  of  those 
27  Members,  a  separate  Amendment 
would  have  been  moved  to  omit  his 
name.  Thus,  there  would  have  been  27 
divisions  on  27  different  names.  Those 
divisions  would  have  occupied,  on  the 
average,  at  least  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
each.  Supposing,  therefore,  that  the 
operation  began  at  9  o'clock,  the  House 
at  4  o'clock  in  the  morning  would  have 
found  itself  ready  to  proceed  with,  the 
consideration  of  the  Rules  of  Urgency. 
If  the  House  were  to  retain  some  autho- 
rity, it  must  be  on  its  guard  against 
proposals  of  this  kind,  however  plausible 
they  might  be.  Bather  than  adopt  this 
Amendment,  it  would  be  far  better  to 
give  up  trying  to  deal  with  collective 
Obstruction  altogether.  Supposing  that 
half-a-dozen  Members  united  in  violent 
interruptions  and  disorderly  inteirup- 
tions  to  the  proceedings  of  the  House, 
why  was  the  House  to  be  put  to  the  tor- 
ture and  to  the  loss  of  public  time  by 
dividing  on  the  name  of  each  Member. 
Constructive  Obstruction,  going  back 
over  the  past,  the  Grovernment  were  will- 
ing and  even  anxious  to  abandon ;  but 
they  were  desirous  of  saving  the  time 
of  the  House,  and  this  they  would 
be  unable  to  do  if  the  Amendment  were 
passed. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
objected  to  a  great  deal  that  had  fallen 
from  the  Prime  Minister,  because  what- 
ever their  desire  to  hasten  Business, 
there  was  one  thing  they  ought  to  put 
before  everything,  and  that  was — they 
ought  to  be  just.  If  they  were  unjust, 
the  result  would  be  to  cause  angry  feel- 
ings to  arise,  which  would  tend  to  any- 
thing rather  than  the  despatch  of  Busi- 
ness. The  Speaker  might  accidentally 
be  in  error  in  regard  to  some  of  the 
Members  he  had  Named,  and  why 
should  not  the  House  have  the  power 
of  saying  so?  If  such  a  power  were 
not  given,  why  should  any  appeal  be 
given  to  the  House  at  all  from  the  de- 
cision of  the  Speaker.  In  the  case  sug- 
gested of  a  disturbance  in  the  House, 
he  might  not  see  who  was  engaged  in 
it,  and  might  Name  someone  who  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  disturbance.  He 
would  not  commit  a  mistake  as  to  the 
fact  of  the  disturbance;  but  he  might  be 
in  error  as  to  whether  A,  B,  and  0  took 
part  in  it.  The  Chairman,  who  did  not 
occupy  so  elevated  a  positi<m  as  the 


Member  is  named  in  such  Resolution,  Amend- 
ments to  omit  the  name  of  any  of  snch  Members 
shall  be  allowed/*— (.If I-.  OoraL) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
it  was  quite  possible  to  try  this  question 
fairly  with  reference  to  the  past.     The 
hon.   and  learned  Gentleman  founded 
his  argument  for  the  Amendment  on  the 
allegation  of  a  case  that  actually  hap- 
pened in  which  injustice,  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  thought,  was  done,  be- 
cause there  was  not  such  a  power  as  he 
now  proposed  to  give.    A  large  number 
of  Members  were  proscribed,  and  there 
was  a  great  difference  of  opinion  in  the 
House  as  to  the  relative  positions  in 
which  the  persons  Named  in  that  list 
might  be  supposed  to  stand.     His  an- 
swer was  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  engaged  themselves  to  pro- 
vide against  the  recurrence  of  such  a 
case.     They  had  engaged  to  propose 
words  by  which  constructive  or  collec- 
tive Obstruction,  in  the  sense  of  Obstruc- 
tion   extending    over   a    long    period, 
should  be  excluded  from  the  operation 
of  the  Besolution.   Therefore,  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
on  the  case  of  last  year  fell  to    the 
ground.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
modestly  proposed  that  when  Members 
had  been  collectively  Named  there  should 
be  a  power  of  moving  Amendments. 
Last  year  it  was  deemed  to  be  of  the 
utmost  importance  by  the  Government 
and  by  nine-tenths  of   the  House  of 
Commons  that  a  certain  measure  should 
be  passed ;  and  it  was  found  impossible, 
under  the  ordinary  Eules,  to  pass  it. 
Bules  of  Urgency  were  accordingly  de- 
vised, and  they  were  to  be  debated  on  a 
particular  night.     On  that  night  a  body 
of  about  34  Gentlemen  opposed  them 
resolutely  by  availing  themselves  of  all 
the  Forms  of  the  House  for  what  they, 
no  doubt,  considered  imperative  reasons. 
Twenty-seven  of  them  involved  them- 
selves in  a  common  act,  and  were  brought 
into  common  notice  by  the  Speaker  and 
disposed  of  by  a  single  vote.     In  conse- 
quence of  that  sinfi^le  vote  the   House 
was  able — he  thought  before  10  o'clock 
— to  get  to  the  Bules  of  Urgency  and  to 
dispose  of  them,  and  to  bring  into  ope- 
ration a  system  under  which,  by  restraint 
of  individual  Members,  a  BUI  of  two 
pages  was  disposed  of  in    16  further 
nights.     What  would  have  happened  if 
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Speaker,  was  still  more  liable  to  make 
a  mistake  of  that  kind.  Then,  as  to  the 
arguments  of  the  Prime  Minister  that 
it  would  take  too  much  time  to  divide 
the  House,  it  would  take  no  more  time 
than  to  divide  upon  the  nomination  of  a 
Committee.  If  an  hon.  Member  ob- 
jected to  a  particular  name  on  a  Com- 
mittee he  was  at  liberty  to  divide  the 
House  upon  it.  It  was  surely  far  safer 
for  the  House  to  be  at  the  trouble  of 
going  to  a  division  than  to  allow  a  man 
to  remain  under  an  unjust  accusation. 
For  these  reasons,  he  should  vote  for  the 
Amendment. 

Colonel  NOLA.N  said,  he  thought 
the  whole  fallacy  lay  in  supposing  that 
upon  the  occasion  of  the  suspension  of  a 
Member  the  House  would  be  in  the  same 
calm  state  as  it  was  at  present.  It  was 
quite  possible  for  the  Chairman,  after 
having  been  goaded  into  action  by  the 
comments  of  the  newspapers,  to  make  a 
sudden  display  of  vigour  by  rushing  into 
violent  extremities  and  suspend  a  Mem- 
ber even  for  voting.  On  the  former 
occasion  so  much  referred  to,  when  he 
was  about  to  vote  in  one  of  the  divisions, 
a  communication  reached  him  from  the 
Table  asking  him  whether  he  wished  to 
be  suspended ;  and  he  believed  that  he 
would  have  been  suspended  by  the  pre- 
sent Chairman  for  voting  had  he  not 
first  taken  the  precaution  of  consulting 
the  late  Chairman  (Mr.  Eaikes)  in  the 
Lobby  as  to  whether  he  could  be  sus- 
pended merely  for  voting,  when  the  right 
hon.  Member  advised  him  that  it  would 
be  perfectly  safe  for  him  to  vote,  and 
had  he  not  communicated  that  opinion 
to  the  authorities  of  the  House.  He 
believed  himself  that  under  no  circum- 
stances whatever  could  a  Member  be 
suspended  for  voting.  The  House  ought 
to  be  very  careful  how  it  passed  a  Hule 
of  this  kind,  for  to  suspend  a  Member 
who  was  innocent  of  Obstruction  would 
be  a  very  serious  matter. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  thought  that, 
having  regard  to  the  language  of  the 
Rule,  it  must  mean  one  Member ;  for  if 
it  had  meant  more  than  one  it  would 
have  said  *'  Member  or  Members." 
They  ought,  however,  to  have  a  distinct 
understanding  from  the  Government 
whether,  under  this  Standing  Order, 
more  than  one  Member  could  be  sus- 
pended at  a  time  by  the  decision  of  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman,  or  whether  under 
it  there  could  be  a  recurrence  of  what 


took  place  last  Session,  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  was  suspended 
with  others  at  the  particular  moment 
that  he  happened  to  be  in  a  railway 
train  travelling  to  Ireland.  If  that  was 
the  case,  he  should  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment. If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Rule 
meant  the  suspension  of  an  individual 
Member,  he  would  be  satisfied,  and 
would  not  go  into  the  Lobby  against 
the  Government. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  it  was 
sometimes  a  difficult  matter  for  the  Chair 
to  distinguish  between  positive  Obstruc- 
tion and  mere  noise,  and  this  might  lead 
to  Members  being  suspended  by  mis- 
take. He  thought,  therefore,  there 
ought  to  be  some  means  of  reviewing 
the  decision  of  the  Chair  as  to  any  par- 
ticular Member  or  Members  afiPected  by 
it.  He  was  very  averse  to  collective 
suspension  being  put  in  force  under  this 
Rule,  and  he  thought  the  expenditure 
of  a  little  time  to  remedy  any  injustice 
that  might  arise  from  a  suspension  of 
that  kind  ought  to  be  allowed. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan) 
had  cast  a  ghastly  glare  on  the  proceed- 
ings connected  with  the  passing  of  the 
Coercion  Bill  through  the  House,  and 
had,  moreover,  afforded  a  remarkable 
argument  in  favour  of  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  Many  accusa- 
tions had  been  made  against  the  present 
Chairman  of  Committees ;  but  if  the 
charge  made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Galway  was  correct,  he 
defied  anyone  to  point  to  anything  more 
serious  than  this.  Surely  the  Prime 
Minister,  if  he  heard  these  charges,  could 
not  sit  still  under  them. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  did  not  catch 
what  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
fi&id  * 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  then  he  would  repeat  it.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Galway  had 
stated  that  he  had  consulted  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Raikes)  as  to  whether 
he  could  be  suspended  for  voting.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  informed  him  that 
he  believed  he  would  be  perfectly  safe. 
But  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  went 
on  to  say  that,  even  under  those  circum- 
stances, if  he  had  not  fortified  himself 
by  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Raikes  and  com- 
municated with  the  authorities  of  the 
House  he  would  have  been  suspended ; 
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and  he  made  the  further  startling  state- 
ment that  he  received  a  communication 
from  the  Ohair  to  know  whether  he 
wished  to  be  suspended.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  From  the  Table.]  Well,  from 
the  Table  was  from  the  Chair.  They 
knew  that  those  who  sat  at  the  Table 
were  the  advisers  of  the  Chairman,  and 
were  the  channels  of  communication  be- 
tween the  Chairman  and  Members  of  the 
House.  And  positively  that  was  the  way 
in  which  the  present  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees interpreted  the  Rule  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  North  Devon ;  he  sent 
messages  to  hon.  Members  to  know 
whether  they  wished  to  be  suspended. 
Now,  he  wanted  to  know  why  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  in  face  of  the  serious 
criticisms  passed  on  his  actions  by  al- 
most every  independent  Member,  did  not 
come  forward  in  the  House  and  explain 
his  conduct  instead  of  hovering  about 
the  Lobby  ?  Was  it  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  forbidden  him  to  speak  ?  If, 
after  that  statement  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  the  County  of  Galway, 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  did  not 
come  to  the  Table  and  flatly  deny  that 
he  had  ever  made  such  a  communication, 
he  had  proved  himself  totally  incapaci- 
tated and  unfit  to  discharge  with  impar- 
tiality and  fair  play  the  high  duties 
intrusted  to  him ;  and  if  the  Chairman 
persistently  abstained  from  meeting 
those  charges,  he  defied  the  House  and 
the  Oovemment,  with  any  appearance 
of  justice  or  reason,  to  refuse  to  accede 
to  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend. 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  he  had  heard  with 
considerable  astonishment  and  no  little 
regret  the  tone  and  language  in  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  thought  fit  to  reflect 
on  the  conduct  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees of  Ways  and  Means,  not  on  the 
strength  of  anything  which  the  noble 
Lord  knew  himself,  but  of  something 
which  he  had  heard  from  someone  else. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
It  was  based  on  a  statement  made  in 
this  House. 

Mr.  DODSON  repeated,  that  it  was 
not  founded  on  anything  known  to  the 
noble  Lord  himself,  but  on  what  he  had 
heard  from  someone  else  ;  and  the  story 
had  probably  lost  nothing  in  intensity 
in  its  repetition  by  the  noble  Lord.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  already  pointed  out 
that  the  danger  apprehended  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 

Lord  Randolph  Churchill 


Gorst)    would  not  occur,   because  the 
Resolution,  as  amended  and  proposed  to 
be  amended,  did  not  apply  to  that  which 
was  understood  as  constructive  Obstruc- 
tion, but  only  to  an  act  committed  at 
the  time  and  immediately  noticed  by  the 
Speaker,  whether  it  was  committed  by 
one  Member  or  by  several  Members. 
The  case  mentioned  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Q-alway  (Colonel  Nolan) 
could  not  possibly  arise  under  the  Rule 
as  amended  or  proposed  to  be  amended. 
It  was  said  that  the  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man might  make  a  mistake  as  to  the 
action  of  a  Member  or  a  certain  number 
of  Members ;  and,  therefore,  there  ought 
to  be  a  power  of  moving  Amendments 
to  the  Naming  of  more  than  one  Member. 
Now,   the    occupant  of  the  Chair  was 
better  placed  for  seeing  and  observing 
than  the  vast  majority  of  Members  in 
the  House  could  be,  because  he  occupied 
a  central  position.    But  the  Amendment 
of  the   hon.   and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  would  go  to  render  the  pro- 
posed Rule  absolutely  nugatory,  if  it  was 
to  apply  at  all  to  collective  action.    It 
was  asked  what  kind  of  collective  action 
could  there  be  by  which  an  act  contrary 
to  the  Rules  was  committed  jointly  by 
several  Members  present  together.  Now, 
the  refusal  of  a  certain  number  of  Mem- 
bers to  leave  the  House  and  take  part  in 
a  division  would  be  an  act  coming  within 
the  Rule.    Again,  if  several  Members 
rose  tumultuously  in  their*  places  and 
interrupted  the  Business  by  disorderly 
words  or  exclamations,  that  would  come 
under  the  amended  Rule.     Under  the 
Amendment  of   the  hon.   and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  there  might  not 
only  be  a  division  on  each  name,  but, 
as  he  read  it,  there  might  also  be  a  de- 
bate.    [**No!"]    The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  shook  his  head  ;  but  there  were 
no  words  in  his  Amendment  which  would 
exclude  a  debate  and  a  division  on  each 
name,  and  its  effect  would  be  to  render 
the  Rule,  as  far  as  collective  action  went, 
entirely  nugatory. 

Mr.  PAKNELL  said,  he  was  not 
easy  in  his  mind  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
Rule  even  when  altered  in  the  way  pro- 
posed by  the  Prime  Minister.  Further 
on  he  should  be  very  glad  to  know  the 
ruling  of  the  Chair  as  to  whether  Mem- 
bers rising  in  their  places  for  the  pux^ 
pose  of  supporting  the  claim  for  a  divi* 
sion  upon  what  might  be  considered  a 
dilatory  Motion  could  be  in  any  case 


1841  Parliament^iuainesiofthe  {Noy£MB£B2l,  1882]  Mouse^Thi  New  Rules.  1842 

held  to  be  guilty  of  an  act  of  Obstruo- 
tion,  either  as  regarded  the  particular 
act  of  BO  rising  in  their  places,  or  as 
regarded  any  previous  act  of  theirs 
which  might  be  taken  in  connection 
with  it.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan)  had  in- 
formed the  House  that  he  only  escaped 
suspension  on  a  certain  night  because  he 
was  able  to  communicate  to  the  Chair 
the  opinion  of  a  Gentleman  who  had 
been  a  high  authority  (Mr.  Haikes),  and 
that  he  had  every  reason  to  believe  that 
if  the  Chair  had  not  been  fortified,  or, 
at  all  events,  prevented  by  the  commu- 
nication of  that  opinion,  ha  would  have 
been  suspended  on  the  occasion  in  ques- 
tion because  he  had  taken  part  in  a  par- 
ticular division,  though  not  in  the  de- 
bate. For  himself^  looking  to  the  fact 
that  there  was  only  one  occasion — a 
very  remarkable  occasion — when,  under 
Yery  exceptional  circumstances,  the  Go- 
vernment would  have  desired  to  use  that 
Rule  to  suspend  a  batch  of  Members, 
and  that  they  now  proposed  so  largely 
to  extend  the  period  of  suspension,  and 
remembering  also  that  they  had  a  num- 
ber of  new  Rules  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment attached  great  value,  he  thought 
it  might  be  better  to  dispense  altogether 
with  the  power  of  suspending  Members 
collectively.  If  once  the  power  of  sus- 
pending large  numbers  of  men  was 
granted,  that  power  might  easily  be 
abused.  W^re  Members  who  rose  in 
their  seats  to  demand  a  division  on  a 
Motion  relative  to  the  suspension  of  an 
Obstructive  Member,  or  who  voted  on 
the  Motion,  to  be  guilty  of  Obstruction  ? 
If  the  Government  would  give  up  their 
claim  to  suspend  Members  collectively, 
there  would  be  no  risk ;  and,  in  his  opi- 
nion, it  would  have  been  better  to  have 
occupied  the  time  that  the  separate  divi- 
sions would  have  taken  on  that  well- 
known  occasion  than  to  have  strained 
the  existing  Rule,  and  given  rise  to  all 
the  debate  that  had  subsequently  taken 
place  upon  it. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  that,  with  re- 
ference  to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Galway,  as  he  under- 
stood it,  it  came  to  this.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  was  afraid  on  a  certain 
occasion  that  if  he  voted  he  would  be 
suspended,  and,  being  in  doubt,  he  got 
a  communication  in  the  Lobby. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
From  the  Table. 


Mb.  COURTNEY :  In  the  Lobby. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
It  came  from  the  Table. 

Mr.  COURTNEY:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  can  correct  me.  He 
said  he  received  a  communication  in  the 
Lobby— [CriM  of  *'  Table  !  "]— from  the 
Table  from  someone,  I  do  not  know 
who 

Colonel  NOLAN :  What  I  said  was 
that  I  got  a  communication  from  the 
Table.  I  have  no  objection  to  give  the 
name  ;  but  I  think  it  is  unnecessary.  A 
Clerk  at  the  Table  came  up  to  me  in  the 
Lobby — there  was  nothing  in  it  of  the 
nature  of  a  private  interview — and  spoke 
to  me,  and  the  impression  left  on  my 
mind  was  that  if  I  gave  that  vote  I  should 
be  suspended. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  he  was  quite 
willing  to  accept  the  correction  for  what 
it  was  worth.  It  did  not  matter  in  the 
least.  The  important  point  was  this. 
The  noble  Lord  said  the  Chairman  com- 
municated the  opinion  to  the  hon. 
Member 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  said  the  communication  came  through 
the  ordinary  channels  of  communication 
between  the  Chair  and  hon.  Members. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  that,  whatever 
the  importance  of  the  matter  was,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees (Mr.  Lyon  Playf air) — who  was  in 
the  House  in  the  early  part  of  the  even- 
ing— not  being  in  a  good  state  of 
health,  had  left  the  House  an  hour  and 
a-half  since,  knowing  nothing  about 
this  matter  being  brought  up ;  but,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  his  attention  would  be 
directed  to  it,  and  at  the  earliest  op- 
ortunity  he  would  explain  what  share 
e  had  had  in  such  an  extraordinary 
transaction.  For  the  present,  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  House  to  regard  this  as 
a  story  to  be  received  with  caution  ;  he 
did  not  mean  to  say  anything  of  an 
unpleasant  character  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  until  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  had  made  his  statement. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell)  had  stated  a  good  many 
inconveniences  which  would  result  from 
the  Rule ;  but  he  had  fairly  admitted 
there  were  some  arguments  in  its  favour. 
In  his  own  opinion,  the  reasons  which 
had  been  adduced  against  the  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  having  the  right  to 
Name  any  number  of  Members  col* 
lectively  were  not  sufficient .  to  ^UAtif"} 
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the  House  in  refusing  to  accord  the 
power. 

Mr.  E.  N.  FOWLEB,  as  one  who 
formed  one  of  the  majority  on  the  occa- 
sion to  which  reference  had  been  made, 
when  a  number  of  hon.  Members  had 
been  suspended,  wished  to  state  that  he 
was  present  all  night,  and  believed  at 
the  time  that  the  Chairman  took  the 
proper  course.  He  believed  that  was 
also  the  feeling  of  nearly  all  hon.  Mem- 
bers present  on  the  occasion. 

Mr.  BYLANDS  felt  it  was  inconve- 
nient to  pursue  this  matter  further  in 
the  absence  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. With  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment, he  thought  it  was  objectionable. 
He  appealed  to  the  Government  to  give 
up  the  power  of  Naming  Members  col- 
lectively. The  exercise  of  the  power 
would  lead  to  great  inconvenience.  If 
six  or  eight  Members  were  Named,  and 
one  were  included  whom  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber believed  to  be  innocent,  he  ought  to 
vote  in  favour  of  permitting  all  to  escape 
rather  than  that  one  innocent  man  should 
be  punished.  It  would  be  turning  a  judi- 
cial act  of  the  House  into  a  farce  if  the 
House  were  to  be  called  upon  to  decide 
upon  a  collective  number  of  Members, 
some  of  whom  a  Member  called  upon  to 
vote  believed  to  be  innocent,  and  some 
guilty. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  joined  in  the  ap- 
peal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley. 
On  behalf  of  the  framers  of  the  Bule  of 
1880,  he  might  say  that  it  never  was  in- 
tended to  be  applied  collectively.  Many 
of  them,  no  doubt,  supported  the  appli- 
cation of  the  Bule  when  it  was  so  ap- 
plied ;  but  they  did  so  because  they  felt 
it  their  duty  to  support  the  Chair  in  the 
maintenance  of  order.  If  it  was  neces- 
sary that  there  should  be  the  power  of 
Naming  Members  collectively,  it  ought 
to  be  in  the  power  of  the  House  to  object 
to  the  suspension  of  an  individual  Mem- 
ber, who,  in  their  opinion,  ought  not  to 
be  punished.  No  ooubt  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  had  a  far  better  means  of 
judging  of  the  action  of  hon.  Members 
than  hon.  Gentlemen  in  other  parts  of 
the  House ;  but  no  one  could  deny  that 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman  was,  like 
others,  liable  to  be  mistaken. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  rose  to  point  out 
what  would  be  the  convenient  course  to 
pursue.  TheGovernment  were  of  opinion, 
and  the  House  would  be  of  opinion,  that 
the  fair  question  to  raise  was  the  ques-  I 
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tion  whether  there  should  be  collective 
action  or  not.  It  was  undeniable  that 
under  the  Amendment  not  only  would 
there  be,  or  might  be,  an  Amendment 
upon  every  name,  but  a  debate  on  every 
Amendment,  and  they  would  be  involved 
in  confusion  worse  confounded.  He  had 
upon  the  Paper  a  Notice  of  the  following 
Proviso,  which  he  intended  to  move  later 
on : — 

''  Provided,  That  not  more  than  one  Mem- 
her  shaU  he  named  at  the  same  time,  un- 
less several  Memhers,  present  together,  have 
jointly  committed  an  act  for  which  ther  are 
named." 

It  would  be  open  to  any  hon.  Member  to 
move  that  the  words  from  "  useless  "  to 
the  end  of  that  Proviso  be  omitted.  If 
this  were  done  the  question  of  whether 
there  should  be  collective  action  might 
be  raised,  and  the  present  discussion 
could  terminate. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  remarked,  that  the 
whole  of  the  Government  argument  was 
in  favour  of  saving  the  time  of  the  House 
at  the  expense  of  justice  to  individual 
Members.  As  an  Irish  Member  he  was 
not  very  much  afrcdd  of  the  collective 
suspension,  for  he  believed  there  might 
be  many  circumstances  in  the  history  of 
Ireland  when  one  of  the  best  things  that 
could  possibly  happen  for  the  Irish 
national  cause  would  be  for  the  whole 
of  the  Irish  National  Party  to  be  ex- 
pelled from  the  House  en  hloe.  He 
thought  that  the  question  of  the  suspen- 
sion of  Members  collectively  could  only 
be  properly  investigated  by  a  Committee. 
He  himself  had  been  wrongfully  sus- 
pended for  simply  calling  attention  to 
the  disturbance  going  on  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  If  that  were  so,  how 
much  greater  was  the  risk  of  improper 
suspension  where  that  suspension  was 
collective  ? 

Mr.  GBEGOBY  said,  he  felt  that 
there  was  ^reat  force  in  what  had 
been  urged  m  respect  of  the  individual 
Naming  of  Members ;  and  he  felt  consi- 
derable difficulty  in  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  Teamed  Friend  the 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst).  be- 
cause it  appeared  to  him  that  it  was  a 
contradiction  in  terms  of  what  had  al- 
ready been  done.  They  had  already 
passed  that  part  of  the  Standing  Order 
which  declared  that  no  Amendment, 
Adjournment,  or  Debate  should  be  al- 
lowed ;  and  they  were  now  asked  to. in- 
sert a  Proviso  which  was  in  express 


1845  ParUainint-'jbminmofth$  lNoy£MB£&21,  1882}  Hou9&-^The  New  Ruk».  1846 


contradiction  to  that,  because  it  would 
allow  a  debate  on  the  Naming  of  any 
Member  declared  to  be  guilty  of  an 
offence.  Therefore,  if  the  Amendment 
were  passed,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
amend  the  preceding  part  of  the  Stand- 
ing Order  in  that  respect.  It  appeared 
to  him  that,  as  the  Amendment  stood,  a 
debate  might  be  raised  upon  the  name 
of  every  individual  Member.  He  quite 
concurred  in  what  had  been  said  as  to 
the  propriety  of  the  House  having  an 
opportunity  of  carrying  to  a  division  the 
case  of  an  individual  Member  if  it  was 
thought  that  a  mistake  had  been  made. 
He  thought  that  was  a  proper  right  to 
reserve  for  the  House ;  but  he  also 
thought  that  it  would  be  a  source  of 
great  inconvenience  if  any  debate  were 
to  be  allowed  upon  a  Motion  of  that 
kind,  and  they  ought  carefully  to  guard 
against  anything  which  would  permit  a 
discussion  to  be  raised  in  that  respect. 
What  he  would  suggest  to  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  that  he  should 
adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  Prime 
Minister  and  reserve  the  Amendment 
for  a  future  part  of  the  Eesolution.  He 
was  not  quite  sure  that  the  discussion 
would  come  on  regularly,  as  the  Prime 
Minister  had  suggested,  upon  his  own 
Eesolution ;  but  he  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  reserve  it  until  they  reached 
the  end  of  the  Eesolution.  It  would 
then  be  regular  to  move,  after  passing 
a  Eesolution  requiring  the  Presiding 
Authority  to  Name  Members  seriatim^ 
that  the  decision  might  be  challenged 
on  each  name  without  discussion  or  de- 
bate. That  would  be  analogous  to  what 
happened  in  the  case  of  the  nomination 
of  ISelect  Committees.  Such  an  altera- 
tion of  the  Eesolution  would  prevent 
anything  in  the  nature  of  undue  discus- 
sion or  undue  delay ;  and  he  hoped  the 
suggestion  he  threw  out  would  meet 
the  assent  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  said, 
that  all  the  House  needed  in  that  dis- 
cussion was  some  clear  definition  Irom 
the  GFovernment  of  the  difference  be- 
tween the  terms  ''constructive  Obstruc- 
tion "  and  **  collective  Obstruction." 
Constructive  Obstruction,  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Prime  Minister,  was  the 
kind  of  Obstruction  dealt  with  by  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  in  the  case 
which  had  been  referred  to  that  even- 
ing ;  whereas  collective  Obstruction  was 


a  new  kind  of  Obstruction  proposed  to 
be  dealt  with  by  this  Eule.  But  the 
only  definition  yet  given  by  the  Prime 
Minister  of  collective  Obstruction  was 
that  it  was  to  be  a  ''  common  act  com- 
mitted in  the  presence  of  the  House." 
That  was  precisely  the  reason  on  which 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  and  the 
Ministry  based  their  defence  of  the 
suspension  of  the  23  Members  early  in 
this  Session,  and  it  was  very  important 
that  the  matter  should  be  elucidated  by 
Her  Majesty's  Oovernment.  With  regard 
to  the  suggestions  which  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Sussex  (Mr. 
Gregory),  in  criticizing  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gt)rst),  he  certainly  could 
not  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  suspension  of  a  Member  was  not  a 
fitting  subject  for  debate.  Suspension 
was  now  proposed  to  be  a  much  more 
serious  affair  than  it  had  ever  been  be- 
fore ;  and,  having  regard  to  the  effect  of 
this  suspension  upon  Members  them- 
selves, and  also  upon  the  constituencies 
they  represented,  which  might  be  for  a 
week  or  a  month,  or  even  longer,  de« 
prived  of  representation,  he  thought 
there  could  not  be  a  more  fitting  subject 
for  debate  by  the  House  than  a  Motion 
for  the  suspension  of  a  Member.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands)  that 
the  better  course  would  be  for  the 
Qt)vemment  to  withdraw  the  collective 
proposition,  and  leave  only  the  power 
of  suspending  Members  individually,  if, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  House,  they  had 
committed  the  offence  with  which  they 
were  charged.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  from  the  Front  Bench 
on  that  side  of  the  House  (Sir  E.  Asshe- 
ton  Cross)  very  forcibly  stated  that  there 
was  one  consideration  even  more  im- 
portant than  the  time  of  the  House,  and 
that  was  the  claims  of  justice.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  that  view,  and  he  was  of  opinion 
that  that  was  a  point  which  required 
the  consideration  of  the  Government. 
The  deposition  of  Members  under  the 
New  Eules  might  be  a  very  serious 
matter  indeed  ;  and  the  saving  of  a  little 
time,  which  was  the  main  reason  given 
by  the  Prime  Minister  why  Members 
should  be  suspended  #n  fntuBe^  without 
debate  or  consideration,  seemed  to  leave 
out  of  sight  all  the  more  important 
elements  of  the  case.    He  should  like  t» 
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hear  from  the  Ooyemment,  before  the 
House  oame  to  a  decision  upon  the 
question,  whether  some  attempt  at  least 
would  be  made  to  define  the  real  differ- 
ence between  collective  and  obstructive 
opposition. 

Bib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  had  only  one  word  to  say  with  regard 
to  the  suggestion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Qregory). 
He  thought  that  it  was  a  very  pertinent 
suggestion  indeed ;  but  he  thought  his 
hon.  Friend  had  omitted  one  thine  when 
he  said  there  should  be  no  aebate. 
There  must  be  a  debate  in  order  to 
show  why  one  man  should  not  be  sus- 
pended, and  why  another  should.  If 
there  was  collective  action,  and  five  or 
six  hon.  Members  were  to  be  suspended, 
and  the  House  thought  that  one  of  those 
Members  had  been  unjustly  Named, 
surely  it  ought  to  be  in  the  power  of  an 
hon.  Member  to  state  the  reason  why  he 
thought  such  Member  had  not  been  pro- 
perly Named.  If  no  such  opportunity 
were  afforded,  the  Division  Bell  would 
ring,Members  would  come  into  the  House 
from  the  Lobbies,  the  Government 
Whips  would  tell  them  that  a  Member 
had  been  Named  by  the  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  and  they  would 
have  no  opportunity  of  knowing  why 
such  particular  Member  had  been  singled 
out  for  suspension,  and  why  another 
should  not  be  suspended.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  this  question  of  collective 
action  required  far  more  consideration 
than  it  had  hitherto  received.  The 
House  was  certainly  not  in  a  position,  at 
this  moment,  to  come  to  any  decision 
upon  the  matter.  The  only  decision 
they  could  come  to  was,  whether  the 
Government  were  prepared  to  withdraw 
that  part  of  the  Amendment  which  pro- 
vided that  there  should  not  be  collective 
action,  but  single  action  aeainst  Mem- 
bers individually.  He  believed  there 
was  not  a  single  man  in  that  House  who 
would  not  agree  that  when  an  hon. 
Member  offended  against  the  ruling  of 
the  Speaker  or  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees he  ought  to  be  severely  punished ; 
but  when  they  came  to  the  question  of 
collective  action  they  ought  to  give  a 
decision  upon  so  momentous  a  question 
that  should  neither  be  hastily  arrived 
at  nor  involve  the  alteration  of  the  Rule 
before  it  had  been  long  in  operation. 
He  would  therefore  appeal  to  the  Go- 
yemment,  even  at  the  last  moment,  to 
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reconsider  their  position.  The  House 
had  now  been  engaged  upon  this  ques- 
tion throughout  the  whole  of  yesterday 
and  to-day ;  and  he  gathered  that  the 
eeneral  opinion  of  the  House  was  in 
favour  of  continuing  that  which  had  been 
effectively  tried  before.  It  was  certainly 
not  the  intention  of  the  existing  Rule 
that  collective  action  should  be  taken ; 
and  the  Rule  as  it  was  now  framed  had 
hitherto  prevented,  to  a  g^eat  extent, 
that  Obstruction  of  which  there  had  been 
so  many  and  such  loud  complaints.  He 
ventured  to  hope  that  the  House  would 
maintain  the  intention  with  which 
the  Standing  Order  was  first  framed, 
and  would  decide  upon  dealing  with 
Members  individually  instead  of  collec- 
tively. 

Mb.  N£  WDEGATE  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  would  not  divide 
the  House  upon  this  question,  and  for 
this  reason — that  if  he  divided  the 
House,  the  House  would  affirm  the 
principle  of  collective  punishment  even 
before  it  had  been  proposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment. Now,  what  was  the  idea  of 
collective  punishment?  For  his  own 
part,  he  had  a  great  aversion  to  collec- 
tive punishment.  He  did  not  know 
how  they  managed  in  the  Birmingham 
Caucus,  but  in  North  Warwickshire  they 
were  apt  to  treat  individuals  accordiug 
to  their  merits ;  and  he  thought  it  was 
not  too  much  to  state,  even  for  Members 
of  that  House  who  represented  the 
people  of  the  United  Kingdom,  that 
they  ought  to  be  treated,  and  treat  each 
other,  according  to  their  individual 
merits  or  demerits,  and  that  they  should 
not  be  treated  collectively  as  if  they 
were  hodfuls  or  spadefuls  of  crimimd 
mortar.  He  thought  they  ought  to 
enjoy  the  privilege  of  limited  liability. 

Mr.  WARTON  wished  to  point  oat 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  Ash- 
mead-Bartlett)  that  it  seemed  to  him 
the  principle  of  constructive  Obstruction 
had  gone,  because  the  words  which  had 
been  used  by  the  Government  upon  the 

S reposition  of  the  ri^ht  hon.  and  gallant 
[ember  for  the  Wigtown  Burghs  (Sir 
John  Hay)  had  immediately  given  die 
death-blow  to  constructive  Obstruction. 
In  regard  to  collective  Obstruction,  he 
thought  there  was  great  force  in  the 
recommendations  which  had  been  made 
by  several  hon.  Members.  He  did  not 
entirely  agree  with  the  Proviso  of  the 
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Prime  Minister ;  but  he  did  think  that 
that  Proviso,  if  modified  in  the  manner 
proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  would 
effect  what  the  House  desired.  He 
hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  withdraw  the  Amendment  for  the 
present,  because  he  thought  it  would  be 
far  better  to  discuss  it  upon  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  Government  when  they  came 
to  line  22  of  the  Standing  Order. 

Baron  HENEY  DE  WOEMS  said, 
the  matter  was  one  of  so  serious  a  nature 
that  at  that  late  hour  he  thought  they 
ought  to  adjourn  the  debate  in  order 
that  the  question  might  be  further  con- 
sidered. The  present  Eesolution  was 
being  obtained  very  much  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  1st  Eesolution.  The  Go- 
vernment were  anxious  to  keep  in  their 
hands  the  power  of  suspending  Members 
collectively,  in  order  that  they  might  be 
able  to  hold  it  in  terrorem  over  the  heads 
of  a  small  minority,  in  the  same  manner 
as  they  introduced  the  Ist  Eule  of  the 
Mure  to  enable  them  to  enforce  their 
will  over  a  larger  minority.  No  argu- 
ment had  been  adduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment that  in  any  way  tended  to  elucidate 
the  mode  in  which  they  contemplated 
the  application  of  the  Eesolution ;  and, 
under  these  circumstances,  without  going 
into  detail  upon  the  question,  which 
had  already  been  ventilated  thoroughly 
and  at  some  length  on  the  Conservative 
side  of  the  House,  he  would  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate,  in  order  to 
give  the  Government  an  opportunity 
of  reconsidering  the  matter,  and  of 
urging  any  arguments  they  might  have 
to  put  forward  in  support  of  their 
views. 

Mr.  BIQGAE  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Baron  Henry  de  Worms.) 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  said,  he  had 
endeavoured  last  night  to  make  it  per- 
fectly clear  to  the  House  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  abandoned  all  idea  of 
setting  up  in  the  future  any  doctrine  of 
constructive  Obstruction,  and  he  felt 
that  he  had  been  successful  in  that  en- 
deavour. He  certainly  regarded  the  ac- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down,  in  moving  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate,  as  some  evidence  of  construc- 
tive Obstruction  to  the  progress  of  Busi- 
ness^ which  might,  under  other  circum- 


stances, have  been  brought  before  the 
House.  He  failed  to  understand  upon 
what  special  ground  the  hon.  Member 
asked  for  further  delay.  What  was  the 
Question  before  the  House  ?  No  doubt 
there  were  two  issues  of  considerable 
importance ;  one  was  whether  they  would 
abandon  altogether  all  idea  of  construc- 
tive Obstruction,  although  retaining  in 
the  Standing  Order  the  power  of  dealing 
with  collective  Obstruction ;  and  the 
second  question  was,  whether  collective 
Obstruction  or  a  collective  offence 
against  the  Standing  Order,  was  to  be 
retained  in  the  Order,  and  the  penalties 
applied  individually  by  a  separate  divi- 
sion in  each  case.  No  doubt  those  were 
questions  of  very  considerable  import- 
ance; but  what  the  Government  were 
arguing  now  was  that  they  should  be 
taken  in  their  proper  place.  It  was  re- 
cently suggested  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  the  suggestion  was  accepted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Gre- 
gory), that  the  only  convenient  way  of 
raising  this  important  question  would 
be  to  allow  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  to  be  withdrawn,  and  to  take  the 
first  question,  whether  there  should  be 
any  collective  offence  at  all,  when  they 
came  to  line  22  of  the  Eesolution.  If 
the  House  saw  fit  to  adopt  the  proposal 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  to  retain  the 
idea  of  a  collective  offence,  then  the  fur- 
ther question  would  be  raised  whether 
or  not  there  should  be  a  separate  divi- 
sion on  each  name.  He  failed  to  under- 
stand how  the  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich (Baron  Henry  de  Worms)  could 
reasonably  ask  for  further  delay  ;  and  it 
certainly  seemed  to  him  that  there  could 
be  no  excuse  for  proposing  to  the  House 
the  postponement  of  the  further  progress 
of  the  Eesolution. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Baron  Henry  de  Worms)  had 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
on  an  extremely  intelligible  principle-— 
namely,  for  the  purpose  of  resisting, 
and  he  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  hoped 
of  resisting  successfully,  for  the  third 
or  fourth  time,  these  continued  attempts 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  mystify 
the  House  of  Commons  on  these  points. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  had  pro- 
posed an  Amendment  which  directly 
raised  the  question  of  collective  «^^^^xl« 
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sion.  [<<  Order  !  "]  He  believed  that 
he  was  perfectly  in  Order  in  aaswering 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  who 
had  called  in  question  the  position  taken 
up  by  several  Memberci  of  the  House. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  refused  to 
tell  the  House  what  was  in  their  minds 
in  regard  to  their  own  Amendment, 
which  was  to  be  proposed  by  the  Prime 
Minister  later  on  ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  asked  the 
Government  to  proceed  with  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  without  having 
the  slightest  knowledge  of  what  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  were,  or 
what  the  Government  were  likely  to  do. 
Now,  he  ventured  to  say  that  that  was 
altogether  an  extravagant  demand,  and 
he  did  not  think  the  House  ought  to 
agree  to  it.  The  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  was  intended  as  a  protest  against 
the  oontinued  refusal  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  on  a  Hule  of  this  kind,  to 
take  the  House  of  Commons  as  a  body 
into  their  confidence,  and  tell  them 
exactly  what  their  intentions  were. 
["Order!"]  When  he  was  out  of 
Order,  he  had  no  doubt  the  Speaker 
would  remind  him  of  the  fact.  He  was 
dealing  directly  with  the  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  to 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Baron 
Henry  de  Worms).  He  also  wished 
to  urge  in  support  of  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment  tnat,  in  consequence  of 
the  extraordinary  disclosure  made  that 
night  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Gal  way  f  Colonel  Nolan),  the  House 
was  not  really  in  a  position  to  come  to  a 
decision  on  the  point  now  raised  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  until  they 
should  have  heard  an  explanation,  if 
such  could  be  given,  by  the  Chairman 
of  Committees.  On  these  two  grounds 
— namely,  the  refusal  of  the  Government 
to  state  their  intentions,  notwithstanding 
the  numerous  appeals  which  had  been 
made  to  them,  and  the  absence  of  any 
explanation  from  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, he  should  support  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich 
(Baron  Henry  de  Worms)  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  noble 
Lord  was  so  habitually  rash  and  reckless 
in  the  statements  and  charges  he  made 
that  he  would  take  no  notice  whatever 

Itord  Randolph  Churchill 


of  the  imputation  that  the  Government 
were  contmually  trying  to  mystify  the 
House.  The  noble  Lord,  in  making 
such  charges,  appeared  to  aim  at  estab- 
lishing for  himself  the  reputation,  of  a 
privileged  person,  and  he  should  not  at- 
tempt to  compete  with  the  noble  Lord 
in  that  respect.  He  would  therefore 
pass  by  all  imputations  of  that  kind. 
But  the  noble  Lord  said  that  they  ought 
to  adjourn  the  debate,  beoause  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees was  not  present.  Now,  the 
matter  with  respect  to  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  was  that  he  had  been 
directly  or  indirectly,  seriously  or  par- 
tially, accused  with  respect  to  his  con- 
duct in  the  Chair ;  but  that  was  a  mat- 
ter which  could  not  possibly  affect  the 
Besolution  or  the  conduct  of  the  House, 
if  they  should  accede  to  the  proposal 
to  shut  out  entirely  the  idea  of  con- 
structive Obstruction ;  and  the  reason 
given  by  the  noble  Lord  was  not 
applicable  to  the  matter.  The  noble 
Lord  made  another  great  charge  against 
the  Government.  He  said  that  they 
would  not  take  the  House  into  their  con- 
fidence about  the  Amendment  which 
they  intended  to  propose  at  the  dose  of 
the  Kesolution.  The  noble  Lord  talked 
about  mystifying  the  House,  because 
the  Government  would  not,  on  one 
Amendment  to  the  Standing  Order,  dis- 
cuss every  other  Amendment  likely  to 
be  brought  forward,  and  because  they 
would  not  consent  to  discuss  matters  that 
were  altogether  irrelevant.  He  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  had  stated  as  plainly  as  pos- 
sible upon  the  question  of  constructive 
Obstruction  that  although  it  was  a  ques- 
tion upon  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  an  opinion,  they  had  no  idea 
of  dealing  with  it  in  the  Besolution.  He 
did  not  think  that  it  was  by  penal  Beso- 
lutions  that  a  matter  of  that  kind  could 
be  dealt  with  satisfactorily.  He  was  no 
believer  in  penal  Besolutions,  but  it  was 
to  other  means  he  looked  for  vindicating 
the  power  of  the  House.  Still  it  was  the 
opinion  of  the  Government  that  the  [Re- 
solution was  necessary,  and  they  were 
prepared  to  state  their  opinions  and 
abide  by  the  judgment  of  the  House. 
At  any  rate,  do  not  let  the  House  adopt 
this  Amendment,  which  provided  a  plan 
which,  whether  in  regard  to  single  Obstrao- 
tion  or  collective  Obstruction,  they  ought 
not  to  adopt,  because  it  would  only  make 
the  matter  a  good  deal  worse  than  either 
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of  the  two  plans  before  the  House.  All 
they  said  was,  let  the  House  discuss  the 
question  apart  from  collateral  issues 
which  introduced  elements  of  confusion 
and  indirectly  affected  the  question  of 
constructive  Obstruction.  Let  them,  by 
all  means,  proceed  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion at  once,  and  not  be  obstructed  by 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment  which  had 
been  moved  by  the  hon.  G-entleman  op- 
posite the  Member  for  Greenwich  (Baron 
Henry  de  Worms). 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEE8  said,   the 
House  was  occupied  for  some  time  last 
night  in  discussing  the  question  whether 
constructive  Obstruction  should  be  re- 
cognized  and  punished  or  not.     After 
the  debate  had  gone  on  for  some  time, 
and  the  feeling  of  the  House  was  mani- 
fest against  that  proposition,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  wisely  and  properly 
gave  way.   The  result  was  that  construc- 
tive Obstruction  ceased  to  be  a  matter 
for  consideration.     They  had  now  been 
engaged  for  a  long  time  that  evening 
upon  the  question  of  collective  Obstruc- 
tion ;  and  he  was  very  sanguine  indeed 
that  if  they  did  not  precipitate  matters, 
if  they  did  not  excite  the  two  sides  of  the 
House  to  a  serious  conflict,  they  would 
before  very  long   find    that    collective 
Obstruction  would   follow   the   fate   of 
constructive  Obstruction.     He  was  very 
anxious,    therefore,   that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst)  should  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment, which  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  had  conclusively  shown  was 
only  calculated  to  prejudice  that  full  and 
free  and  amicable  discussion  upon  col- 
lective Obstruction  which  it  was  desir- 
able they  should  enter  upon.  He  thought 
there  could  be   no  doubt  that  if  they 
adopted  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham 
they   would  really  prejudge   the   case. 
He,  therefore,  ventured  to  appeal  to  his 
hon.   and  learned  Friend  to   take  that 
stumbling  -  block  out  of  their  path  in 
order  that  they  might  come  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  real  question  at  issue. 
Then  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Greenwich   (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
had  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate.    He   feared  that  such  a  Motion 
would  not  tend  to  that  calm  and  judicial 
consideration  of  the  question  which  was 
BO  desirable;  and,  therefore,  he  would 
simply  suggest  to  his  hon.  Friend  that 


the  House  would  be  a  great  gainer  if  he 
were  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  he  was  afraid  that 
the  Speaker  would  not  allow  to  him  the 
same  indulgence  which  he  had  accorded 
to  the  Leaders  on  both  Benches,  of  dis- 
cussing the  merits  of  his  Amendment 
on  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate.     He  would,  therefore,  mo- 
destly confine  himself  to  the   Question 
before  the  House — namely,  the  question 
of  the  adjournment  of  the  debate  ;  and 
he  would  state  why  he  thought  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate  would  be  ex- 
tremely convenient.     If  they  adjourned 
the  debate,  when  the   House  met  to- 
morrow, it  was  possible  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  might  have  made  up 
their  minds  whether  they  would  or  would 
not  adhere  to  collective  Obstruction.  He 
had  been  asked  in  the  course  of  the 
evening  to  withdraw  his  Amendment, 
on  the  ground  that  the  Government  were 
going  to  give  way.     His  answer  tP  that 
was  that,  when  they  did  give  way,  then 
he  would  withdraw  his  Amendment.  He 
thought  if  they  had  an  adjournment  of 
the  debate,  so  that  when  the  House  met 
again  to-morrow  the  Government  would 
be  in  a  position  to  announce  whether 
they  adhered  to   collective  Obstruction 
or  not,  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
knowing  what  to  do  with  the  Amend- 
ment, because  if  the  Government  gave 
up  collective  Obstruction  to-morrow  he 
would  at  once  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment ;  whereas,  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
when  the  House  met  to-morrow,    the 
Government  still  adhered  to  their  pro- 
posal in  regard  to  collective  Obstruction, 
then,  to  use  the  language  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South- West  Lan- 
cashire (SirB.  Assheton  Cross),  it  would 
be  necessary  in  the  interests  of  justice, 
inconvenient  as  it  might  be,  that  his 
Amendment  should  be  submitted  to  the 
House.     Upon  these  grounds,  it  seemed 
to  him  very  desirable  that  they  should 
have  an  adjournment,  so  that  when  they 
met  to-morrow  they  might  know  exactly 
what  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
were. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  24  ;  Noes 
132:  Majority  108.— (Div. List, No. 388.) 

Original  Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  55  ; 
Noes  103:  Majority  48. — (Div.  List, 
No.  389.) 
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Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  with  regard 
to  the  important  question  of  penalties 
which  they  were  now  approaching,  that 
although  he  did  not  expect  the  House 
to  give  judgment  on  the  whole  question 
that  night,  he  hoped  thej  would  be  able 
to  come  to  a  conclusion  on  the  first 
Amendment  he  should  move,  which 
would  merely  effect  an  alteration  in  the 
structure  of  the  Standing  Order,  with- 
out committing  hon.  Members  to  any 
subsequent  alteration.  While  upon  this 
subject  he  thought  it  would  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  that  he  should 
state  what  were  the  opinions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  in  connection  with 
it.  On  making  the  first  preliminary 
Motion  he  said  that,  in  their  opinion, 
taking  the  Bule  as  it  stood,  it  was  of 
vital  consequence,  in  order  to  make  it 
consistent  and  effective,  that  they  should 
strengthen  the  penalties  employed,  and 
that  there  was  a  total  absence  of  equality 
between  the  machinery  put  in  action 
and  the  trouble  entailed  upon  the  House 
by  the  hon.  Member  who  was  the  ob- 
ject of  it,  he  having  to  suffer  a  few 
hours'  suspension,  and  the  House  having 
to  go  through  the  confusion  consequent 
upon  the  interruption  of  its  proceed- 
ings. He  said  also  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  there 
should  be  an  ascending  scale  of  penal- 
ties. Those  were  the  two  fundamental 
propositions  he  had  laid  down.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  said — 
*'  See  how  effective  this  Bule  has  really 
been,  for  no  one  has  ever  committed  a 
third  offence."  But,  for  his  part,  he 
used  that  fact  in  a  sense  exactly  the 
reverse  of  its  application  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  third  offence  did 
entail  a  substantive  and  sensible  punish- 
ment, and  in  that  sense  it  might  be 
said  that  this  portion  of  the  Bme  had 
been  effective,  because  Members  had 
avoided  coming  within  it.  But  the 
punishment  of  going  home  an  hour  or 
two  earlier  than  usual  was  no  punish- 
ment at  all;  and,  accordingly,  it  was 
found  that  the  first  offence  was  com- 
mitted frequently,  and  the  second  by  no 
means  rarely.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment therefore  thought  it  right  to  pro- 
pose the  introduction  of  a  substantial 
punishment  for  the  first  offence.  He 
would  say  nothing  in  regard  to  collec- 
tive Obstruction,  which  had  virtually 
passed  from  the  view  of  the  House. 
They  had  secured  that  whatever  was 


done  should  be  done  upon  the  commit- 
tal of  the  offence.  But  for  the  Obstruc- 
tion which  the  House  should  deem  to 
be  a  fit  subject  of  punishment,  the  Go- 
vernment contended  that  there  ought  to 
be  a  substantive  punishment,  which 
would  produce  its  effect,  and  they  did 
not  think  that  less  than  a  week  could 
be  named  as  fulfilling  that  idea.  With 
regard  to  the  second  and  third  offences, 
he  thought  it  would  probably  meet  the 
judgment  of  the  House  if  they  proposed 
a  fortnight's  suspension  for  the  former, 
and  for  the  latter  a  suspension  of  one 
month. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  8,  to 
leave  out  the  words  **  during  the  re- 
mainder of  that  day's  sitting." — C^*"- 
Oladitone. ) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  jto  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  GROSS  said,  he 
accepted  the  proposed  amendment  of 
the  Standing  Order  on  the  understand- 
ing that  it  involved  a  mere  matter  of 
drafting.  As  far  as  he  was  personally 
concerned,  he  agreed  that  it  was  better 
that  all  these  punishments  should  pro- 
ceed upon  a  scale ;  and  he  expressed  his 
great  gratification  that  the  Government 
had  taken  into  their  consideration  the 
recommendations  made  a  few  days  ago, 
and  modified  the  scale  of  penalties,  al- 
though he  desired  to  reserve  any  further 
opinion  until  the  subject  of  the  wording 
of  the  Bule  was  brought  forward.  He 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  failed  to  draw  a  correct  infer- 
ence from  an  argument  used  by  him  on 
a  former  occasion,  with  reference  to  the 
third  offence,  which  it  was  his  intention 
to  show  had  not  been  committed,  not- 
withstanding the  mildness  of  the  penalty 
which  it  entailed. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  what  was  the 
real  meaning  of  the  term  **  service  of 
the  House  ?  "  An  hon.  Member,  sitting 
on  a  Committee  upstairs,  might  say  on 
a  Wednesday,  when  the  House  met  at 
12 — **  Come  down,  and  at  2  o'clock  be 
ruled  by  Mr.  Speaker  to  have  obstructed 
the  Business  of  the  House,  and  sus- 
pended from  that  time  from  the  service 
of  the  House."  But  it  might  be  that 
the  Committee  upstairs  wanted  his  vote, 
and  that  without  him  a  quorum  could 
not  be  formed,  as  a  consequence  of 
which  important  Business   might  faU 
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through.  Therefore,  he  asked  whether 
the  suspension  of  a  Memher  from  the 
Bervice  of  the  House  included  his  sus- 
pension also  from  service  on  Committee 
upstairs  ?  If  he  were  allowed  to  vote 
on  such  Committee,  it  appeared  to  him 
anomalous  that  he  should  not  also  be 
allowed  to  record  his  vote  downstairs. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  apprehend  that 
the  suspension  of  a  Member  from  the 
service  of  the  House  would  also  include 
his  suspension  from  service  on  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  sexton  regarded  the  Amend- 
ment as  something^  more  than  a  mere 
matter  of  construction  of  the  Kule.  It 
was  the  first  of  a  series  of  Amendments 
involving  an  increase  of  penalties ;  how- 
ever, in  view  of  the  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  *he]  did  not  propose  to 
offer  any  objection. 

Mr.  W  AR  T  0  N  considered  the  an- 
nouncement of  the  Prime  Minister  a  fair 
and  just  one,  but,  at  the  same  time,  re- 
served to  himself  the  right  ^of  future 
judgment  in  this  matter. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  omitted. 

Further  Consideration  of  the  Standing 
Order  (Order  in  Debate)  28  February 
1880,  as  amended,  deferred  till  To-mor- 
row, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Wednesday,  22nd  November,  lb82. 


Their  Lordships  met  this  day  at  Eleven 
of  the  clock  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial 
Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  22nd  November,  1882. 


VOL.  CCLXXIV.    [third  skries.] 


QUESTIONS, 

— *o^:o:»^>»— 
NAVY— THE  NAVAL  RESERVES. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Amiralty,  If  it  is  intended  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Eeport 
of  the  condition  of  the  Naval  Eeserves 
while  under  the  command  of  H.E.H. 
the  Duke  of  Edinburg^h ;  if  so,  when 
he  anticipates  being  able  to  place  the 
same  in  the  hands  of  Members  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Sir,  it  is  only  to-day  that  His  Royal 
Highness  has  handed  over  his  duties  to 
his  successor,  and  submitted  his  Report 
to  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  and  I  can- 
not give  an  answer  to  this  Question 
until  there  has  been  time  to  consider  the 
Report. 

Mr.  OOURLEY  said,  he  would  repeat 
his  Question  next  week. 

THE  EGYPTIAN  WAR  FUND— COM- 

>aTTEE. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  asked  Mr.  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  circular  issued  by 
the  Egyptian  War  Fund  Committee 
asking  for  public  subscriptions  for  the 
support  of  the  families  of  the  killed  and 
wounded  in  the  late  Egyptian  War ; 
and,  if  he  would  take  into  considera- 
tion whether  provision  should  not  be 
made  with  this  object  rather  out  of 
public  funds  than  out  of  private  charity  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  it  is  rather 
difficult  to  answer  this  Question,  especi- 
ally in  the  absence  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
with  whom  I  have  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  consulting.  The  State  has 
certain  rules  of  service  and  of  remune- 
ration for  those  who  serve  the  Queen  in 
the  Army ;  and,  with  regard  to  cases  of 
wounds  and  deaths  in  action,  all  these 
things  are  dealt  with  regularly  and  by 
fixed  rules;  and  I  own  it  appears  to 
me,  speaking  for  myself,  to  be  of  the 
greatest  importance  that  they  should  be 
dealt  with  by  fixed  rules.  I  do  not  know 
much  of  the  scheme  which  has  been 
published  for  a  public  subscription  in 
support  of  families ;  but  I  am  by  na 
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means  prepared  to  say,  if  there  be  occa- ; 
sion  for  such  a  public .  scheme,  that  it 
ought  to  be  superseded  by  public  grants. 
Whatever  is  done  ought  to  be  done  by 
proper  system  and  method ;  and  unless 

f  roper  system  and  method  are  provided, 
do  not  think  the  State  ought  to  inter- 
fere. The  hon.  Gentleman  will  recollect  ^ 
that  where  many  lives  have  been  lost — 
as,  for  instance,  in  the  Crimean  War — 
very  large  sums  of  money  have  been 
raised  by  public  subscription  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  the  necessities  of 
the  case;  and  that  is  a  system  which 
has  been  established  by  abundant  pre- 
cedents in  this  country. 

Mr.  OOEST  asked  whether  the  Boyal 
Patriotic  Fund  was  not  administered  by  a 
Boyal  Commission,  and  whether  it  ought 
not  to  be  so  administered  as  to  make 
provision  for  the  cases  contemplated  in 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  it 
was  certainly  the  case  that  the  fund  was 
administered  by  a  Commission  created 
by  the  Crown.  To  the  other  part  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  Question, 
he  should  prefer  not  to  give  a  precise 
answer  until  he  should  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  examining  into  the  mat- 
ter. He  suggested  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  should  repeat  the  Ques- 
tion on  a  future  day. 

NOTICE. 

EGYPT  (MILITAEY  EXPEDITION)  — 
SPECIAL  GRANTS  TO  SIR  GARNET 
WOLSELEY  AND  SIR  BEAITCHAMP 
SEYMOUR. 

Mb.  GOUBJiEY  gave  Notice  that 
when  the  Government  moved  the  special 
grants  to  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  and  Sir 
Beauchamp  Seymour,  he  would  call 
attention  to  the  subjects  of  these  grants. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  al- 
ready stated  that  the  Government  had 
under  consideration  what  should  be  done 
in  regard  to  the  Forces  generally  em- 
ployed in  the  way  of  recognition  of  their 
services. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE— THE  CHAIRMAN  OF  COM- 
MITTEES. 

FEBfiONAL    SXPLAKATION. 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIR :  Sir,  I  trust 
the  House  will  allow  me  to  make  an  ex- 
planation with  reference  to  an  incident , 

Ur^  Gladstone 


in   the  debate  last  night.      The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Eandolph    Churchill)    has    used    very 
strong  expressions  about  my  continued 
absence  for  some  time  from  the  House 
during  these  discussions.     That  I  have 
been  absent  is  quite  true ;  but  I  have 
been  suffering  from  very  severe  illness, 
and  I  am  only  convalescent  now.     Yes- 
terday I  was  in  the  House  from  4  till 
10.    I  did  not  sit  on  the  Front  Bench, 
but  remained  behind,  where   I  could 
more  conveniently  rest.    At  10  o'clock  I 
felt  very  much  exhausted,  and,  knowing 
that  I  could  not  take  -pati  either  in  the 
discussion  or  in  the  divisions,  I  went 
home.      After  my  departure  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Gal  way  (Colonel 
Nolan)  stated  that  on  some  occasion  he 
received  a  message  from  the  Clerk  of 
the  House  to  the  effect  that  if  he  should 
vote  he  would  incur  the  risk  of  suspen- 
sion.    [**No!"]     My  source  of  infor- 
mation is  the  report  in  I%e  Timee  this 
morning.     The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  assumed,  and,  I  believe, 
asserted  that  the  message  on  the  occa- 
sion to  which  he  referred  was  a  message 
from  the  Chair.    Now,  I  wish  to  state, 
in  the  most  emphatic  language  that  I 
can  use,  that  I  never  heard  of  the  inci- 
dent until  I  read  the  hon.  and  gaUant 
Member's  speech    in    The    Timet   this 
morning.    It  is  not  the  practice  of  the 
Chair  to  send  messages  by  the  Clerks 
to  any  individual  Members.  They  would 
not  take  such  messages.    If  the  Chair- 
man has  to  communicate  with  any  hon. 
Member,  he  always  communicates  by 
note,  which  is  sent  through  the  hands  of 
a  messenger.    Therefore,  I  do  not  un- 
derstand the  story  at  all.    I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Galway  is  under  the  impression  that 
he  received  some  communication  from  a 
Clerk  at  the  Table.    I  cannot  question 
his  belief.    It  is  not  my  duty  to  defend 
the  Clerks  at  the  Table ;  but  knowing 
as  I  do  the  great  ability  with  which  they 
discharge  the  duties  of  their  office,  and 
their  knowledge  of  the  Bules  of   the 
House,  I  do  not  in  the  least  comprehend 
the  story.  I  can  only  say  most  emphati- 
cally that  I  had  no  participation  in  or 
knowledge  of  the  matter.   I  cannot  con- 
ceive   any  human  being — much  moie 
anyone  acquainted  with  the  Bules  of 
the  House—who  could  by  any  possibility 
look  upon  voting  as  in  any  degree  an 
act  of  Obstruction.    The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  has  censved 
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me  because  I  have  not  taken  part  in 
these  discussions.  Now,  I  have  ab- 
stained from  speaking  with  a  set  pur- 
pose, and  I  know,  Sir,  that  you  entirely 
approve  my  reserve.  Hon.  Members 
have  a  right  to  pass  criticisms  upon  the 
conduct  of  the  Chair ;  but  we  think  that 
it  would  not  be  proper  for  the  Chairman 
to  engage  in  any  general  discussion  con- 
taining criticisms  upon  his  Office.  I 
should,  however,  like  to  refer  to  a  speech 
delivered  last  Thursday,  during  my 
enforced  absence  from  the  House.  I 
should  like  to  make  another  personal 
explanation  with  reference  to  that  speech, 
the  question  involved  being  a  question 
of  fact  and  not  an  opinion.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac  Iver) 
stated  that  on  some  occasion  I  was  heard 
by  someone  in  the  Lobby  to  say  that  I 
would  have  called  to  Order  or  suspended 
— I  do  not  exactly  know  which — the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter)  if 
he  had  not  been  a,  Member  of  such  great 
influence  and  connected  with  The  Times 
newspaper.  I  should  like  to  assure  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead — I  am 
quite  certain  that  it  is  not  necessary 
that  I  should  assure  the  House — that 
there  is  not  a  particle  of  foundation  for 
such  a  statement.  I  have  nothing  fur- 
ther to  say  except  that,  if  I  have  not 
g^ven  a  sufficiently  emphatic  denial  to 
both  stories,  I  should  be  very  glad  to 
find  other  words  by  which  to  express 
with  stiU  greater  strength  that  there  is 
not  the  smallest  shred  or  atom  of  foun- 
dation for  such  statements. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  Sir,  unfortunately 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  was 
absent  from  the  House  last  evening.  I 
had  only  recently  returned  from  Ireland, 
and  I  was  not  aware  whether  he  was  in 
or  out  of  the  House,  and  I  think  it  right 
to  point  out  that  the  incident  referred  to 
was  only  a  portion  of  a  short  speech  I 
made — perhaps  one-fourth,  at  most,  of 
the  speech  I  made.  I  by  no  means 
brought  forward  the  incident  as  a  charge 
against  anybody,  but  simply  as  an  ar- 
gument or  illustration.  The  House  last 
night  went  solely  upon  that  portion  of 
my  speech,  and  the  papers  have  reported 
nothing  else.  It  is  only  fair  that  I 
should  state  this  in  order  to  show  the 
House,  and  incidentally  the  public,  how 
important  this  bears  upon  the  incident, 
and  how  it  was  brought  forward.  There 
are  portions  of  the  speech  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  which  I  must 
porreoty  and  which  he  said  was  based 


upon  the  report  in  The  Times  newspaper. 
I  never  said  the  Clerk  at  the  Table,  but 
I  said  a  clerk.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  I  connected  the  message  sent 
to  me  with  the  vote  I  was  about  to  give. 
I  did  not  connect  it  in  that  way.  I  did 
not  connect  it  with  the  voting  in  my 
original  statement;  but  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  put  me  in  rather  a  diffi- 
cult position.  In  attempting  to  repeat 
what  I  had  said  he  emphasized  words 
which  I  had  not  emphasized.  He  fell 
into  one  or  two  mistakes,  and  I  got  up  to 
correct  him.  I  then  said  that  the  im- 
pression left  in  my  mind  at  the  time  was 
that  the  message  was  connected  with  the 
vote  I  was  about  to  give.  Having  made 
this  qualification  and  explanation,  let 
me  remark  how  much  more  extraordi- 
nary and  important  the  incident  be- 
comes. A  Clerk  at  the  Table — the  third 
Clerk  —  comes  to  me  officially — one 
paper  says  privately  and  unofficially — 
the  other  papers  report  what  I  did 
exactly  say — namely,  that  it  was  clear 
to  my  mind  it  was  official  and  could  not 
possibly  be  construed  into  a  private  and 
unofficial  action.  I  was  standing  in  the 
Division  Lobby,  where  the  names  were 
being  taken.  He  walked  up  the  whole 
length  of  the  Lobby,  and  brought  me,  I 
did  not  say  a  message,  but  a  communi- 
cation from  the  Table,  and  we  all  know 
there  are  more  advisers  at  the  Table 
than  the  Chairman.  The  Clerk  came  up 
to  me  and  asked  me  clearly  whether  I 
wished  to  get  suspended  or  not .  Now, 
I  knew  that  since  the  first  batch  of  sus- 
pensions I  had  done  nothing  except  to 
vote.  It  may  be  that  the  Clerk  wished 
to  communicate  to  the  Chair  whether  I 
wished  to  be  suspended,  and  the  Chair- 
man would  oblige  me.  [**  Oh  !  oh !  "] 
Now,  that  was  actually  suggested  to 
me  by  several  Members  last  night  and 
I  only  state  it  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
pudiating it.  The  only  other  possible 
explanation,  and  the  one  which  struck 
me  at  the  time,  is  that  if  I  persisted  and 
continued  to  vote  I  should  to  a  certain 
extent  identify  myself  with  the  Party 
who  were  moving  repeated  adjourn- 
ments, and  would  probably  be  sus- 
pended. That  is  the  natural  interpreta- 
tion, and  the  one  which  presented  itself 
to  my  mind ;  and  though  I  did  not  say 
so  in  my  original  statement,  I  feel  bound 
after  the  speech  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  to  state  the  facts  as  they  oc- 
curred. The  Chairmej\.\i%A«KA.>is^^V^ 
did  not  d^ieu^  VSei^  Q\«t\&  ^N»  ^^  "^si^^x 
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and  I  say  the  incident  remains  wholly 
unexplained  as  to  why  a  Clerk  at  the 
Table  should  come  up  to  me  as  he  did. 
That  requires  some  explanation,  and  I 
think  the  Chairman  is  responsible  for 
the  Clerks  at  the  Table,  and  as  Chair- 


man- 


Mr.  8PEAKEB :  It  is  right  that  I 
should  point  out  to  the  House  and  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  that  he  is  now 
referring  to  a  communication  of  an  in- 
formal kind,  I  apprehend,  which  passed 
between  him  ana  the  Clerk  at  the  Table 
outside  the  House.  I  do  not  understand 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  to  assert 
that  the  Cleik  at  the  Table  brought  for- 
mally a  communication  from  the  Chair- 
man to  himself.  If  that  were  so  the  matter 
would  assume  a  serious  aspect  indeed. 

CoLomsL   NOLAN :    Bir,   when  you 
say  outside  the  House,  I  ought  to  ex- 
plain that  it  was  in  the  Division  Lobby, 
and  durinff  a  division,  and  when  the 
bells  were  being  rung  for  a  division.     I 
do  not  know  whether  that  spot  is  outside 
the  precincts  of  the  House  or  not,  but, 
at  the  same  time,  I  wish  to  state  the 
exact  circumstances.    I  certainly  looked 
upon  it  as  an  official  communication,  and 
would  no  more  have  thought  it  an  un- 
official communication  than  if  an  adju- 
tant on  parade  came  up  to  an  officer, 
and,  having  come  direct  from  the  Colonel, 
gave  him  an  order.    I  cannot  look  upon 
it  in  any  other  way.     But  we  have  now 
got  the  disclaimer  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means.     I,  however,  did  not 
mean  to  assert,   and    did    not    assert, 
that  the  communication  came  from  the 
Chairman.      Still,   the  circumstance  is, 
as  I  have  already  said,  very  extraordi- 
nary, and  I  am  very  glad  I  brought  it 
before  the  House,  as  it  required  expla- 
nation, and  I  am  very  glad  that  it  has 
brought  forth  the  statement  from  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  that  no  vote 
can  subject  a  Member  to  the  penalties  of 
Obstruction.     There  is  only  one  other 
point  to  which  I  wish  to  refer.     I  see 
that  my  conversation  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ^Mr.Haikes)  is  reported  toler- 
ably correctly  in  the  papers,  and  I  think 
it  only  fair  to  him  to  say  how  it  oc- 
curred.   I  saw  him  in  the  outside  Lobby 
some  time    before  this  incident,   and, 
knowing  him  to  be  one  of  the  highest 
authorities  on  the  subject,  I  went  up  to 
him  and  said — ''Mr.  Baikes,  may  I  ask 
you  for  an  opinion  ?  "    When  he  gave  it 
to  me  he  laughed,  and  said — ''I  am  no 
authority  in  the  House,  and  I  have  no  j 
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right  to  give  you  an  opinion;  but  cer- 
tainly,  if  I  were  Chairman,  I  should 
'  never  dream  of  suspending  a  Member 
for  mere  voting."     The  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  has  given  the  same 
I  opinion  to-day ;  but  I  think  it  is  only 
right  I  should  state  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,   and  that  he   did  not 
volunteer  an  opinion.  After  having  said 
\  this,  I  think  the  House  will  agree  with 
me  that  the  facts,  as  I  stated  them  in 
my  original  speech,  are  the  true  facts. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  the  little  I 
have  to  say  I  say  subject  entirely  to 
your  authority ;  but  you  have  sigmfied 
from  the  Chair  that  this  is  a  matter  of 
importance,  and  I  only  suggest  that  it 
appears  to  me  that  there  is  a  most  im- 
portant gap  in  the  explanation  which  has 
just  been  made  to  the  House  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Galway,  which 
it  is  very  material  should  be  supplied. 
What  I  expected  to  have  heard  from  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  whe- 
ther the  Clerk  at  the  Table,  who  seems 
to  have  conveyed  some  words  to  him,  did 
or  did  not  state  that  those  words  were  a 
communication  from  the  Chairman  of 
Committees. 

CoLowEL  NOLAN :  I  thought,  Sir,  I 
had  already  stated  most  distinctly  that 
the  Clerk  at  the  Table  did  not  make 
such  a  statement,  and  I  have  never  for 
one  moment  asserted  that  he  did  so.  On 
the  contrary,  I  carefully  guarded  against 
it  being  supposed  that  he  had  made  such 
an  assertion,  and  the  moment  an  hon. 
Member  interpreted  the  words  in  that 
sense,  I  rose  in  my  place  and  said — 
**  No,  not  from  the  Chair,  but  the 
Table."  If,  however,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister wishes  to  know  what  my  impres- 
sion was  at  the  time,  it  was  that  the 
message  had  been  sent  by  the  Chairman 
of  Committees ;  but  I  am  quite  sure  now 
that  the  communication  did  not  come 
from  the  Chair.  Of  course,  I  was  in 
fault  for  not  inquiring  upon  the  point. 

ORDER    OF  THE  DAY. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OP  THE 
HOUSE— THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE— NINTH  RULE  (ORDER  IN 
DEBATE). 

[adjoitbniid   debate.]     [twewtt- 

SEVEETH  KIOHT.] 

Standing  Order  (Order  in    Debate) 
28  Februazy  ISBO,  further  eomidered. 
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Mb.  X'  P.  p'OONNOE  said,  that, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whe- 
ther the  fact  of  a  Memher  heing  sus- 
pended from  the  service  of  the  House 
would  also  suspend  him  from  service  on 
Committees  on  Private  Bills  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the 
Speaker  had  last  night  given  a  very 
clear  opinion  upon  this  point.  For  his 
own  part,  he  had  not  considered  this 
point ;  but  he  would  consult  the  autho- 
rities of  the  House  as', to  whether  it  was 
necessary  for  any  special  provision  to  be 
made  in  reference  to  it, 

Mb.  DODDS  said,  he  thought  that  no 
difficulty  would  arise  in  reference  to  this 
branch  of  the  subject,  because  imme- 
diately a  Member  was  suspended  from 
service  in  Committees  another  Member 
would  be  appointed  to  take  his  place. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  draw  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  there  was  no  Ques- 
tion before  the  House. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  that,  in  order  to 
afford  an  opportunity  for  discussing  the 
point,  he  would  move  to  omit  the  word 
•'and^inUine  15. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
cannot  move  an  Amendment  which,  if 
carried,  will  not  be  consistent  with  sense. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  16,  to 
leave  out  the  words  **  three  times  in  one 
Session." — {Mr.  Gladstone,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Resolution." 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  it  was 
very  important  that  it  should  be  known 
whether  the  fact  of  an  hon.  Member 
being  suspended  would  prevent  him  from 
serving  on  Private  Bill  Committees. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
consider  the  matter.  He  was  given  to 
understand  that  even  unsworn  Members 
might  serve  on  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittees. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Words  omitted, 

'  Mb.  GLADSTONE  rose  to  substitute 
the  word  '*  first"  for  *'  third,"  in  line  17. 
This  was  an  Amendment  of  substance, 
involving  the  first  step  in  the  scale  of 
punishment  to  which  he  had  referred 
last  night.  This  was  a  Rule  which  he 
hoped  and  expected  would  be  only  rarely 
applied,  and  then  under  very  peculiar 
circumstances  only.     It  appeared  to  the 


Government,  however,  that  when  a 
Member  deliberately  defied  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Chair,  a  substantial,  and  not 
a  merely  nominal,  penalty  should  be  in- 
flicted upon  him. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  17,  to 
leave  out  the  word  *'  third,"  and  insert 
the  word  ** first." — {Mr.  Gladstone) 

Question,  "That  the  word  'third' 
stand  part  of  the  Resolution,"  put,  and 
negatived. 

Word  inserted. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
the  sense  of  the  House  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  altering  the  Standing  Order 
which  had  been  moved  in  1880  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Devon.  His  chief  objection  to 
the  alteration  was  that  no  case  had  been 
put  forward  by  the  Government  to  war- 
rant any  increase  in  the  severity  of  the 
Rule.  That  Rule  had  been  in  operation 
for  two  years — that  was  to  say  during 
three  Sessions — in  the  course  of  which 
it  had  done  excellent  service,  and  on  two 
occasions  it  had  extricated  the  House 
from  the  gravest  dilemmas.  The  first 
case  was  that  in  which  the  Irish  Party 
had  refused  to  leave  the  House  in  order 
to  divide,  and  had  disregarded  the  au- 
thority of  the  Chair.  The  effect  of  this 
Rule  on  that  occasion  had  not  only  been 
to  suspend  the  offending  Members,  but 
to  enable  the  House  to  agree  that  night 
to  the  Rules  of  Urgency,  without  which 
the  Irish  Coercion  Act  could  not  have 
been  passed.  Then  he  came  to  the  occa- 
sion when  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
suspended  the  whole  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers en  bloc,  or  rather  in  two  blocks. 
Had  that  not  been  done  the  second  Coer- 
cion Bill  could  not  have  been  passed 
without  a  very  great  expenditure  of 
time.  But  what  difficulty  was  there  in 
dealing  with  individual  instances  of  Ob- 
struction ?  The  truth  was  that  the  ex- 
isting Rule  had  proved  itself  to  be  effec- 
tual, and,  that  being  undoubtedly  the 
case,  the  House  had  the  strongest  reason 
for  not  increasing  the  penalties  of  sus- 
pension. It  mattered  little,  from  the 
point  of  view  of  those  who  desired  the 
punishment  of  offending  Members,  whe- 
ther the  period  of  suspension  was  short 
or  long,  seeing  that  the  sting  of  the 
punishment  consisted  in  the  publication 
of  the  disgraceful  fact  that  such  and  suck 
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a  Member  had  been  auBpended.  The  | 
penalty  was  already  severe  enougb,  and 
the  House  was  entitled  to  know  why  the 
Government  proposed  to  increase  it.  K 
they  were  to  have  this  savage  and  fero- 
cious Besolution,  it  would  greatly  inter- 
fere with  and  modify  very  unfortunately 
one  of  the  greatest  qualities  of  the  House 
of  Oommons — namely,  its  inexhaustable 
patience,  the  exercise  of  which  had  for- 
merly the  effect  of  taming  and  subduing 
Members  who  at  first  were  inclined  to 
be  obstreperous,  and  gradually  reducing 
them  to  tne  level  of  respectable  Members 
of  Parliament.  The  Besolution  was  evi- 
dently aimed  at  ths  Irish  Party ;  but 
what  would  have  been  the  result  if  it 
had  been  in  force  during  the  last  two 
years?  The  Irish  Members  would,  by 
its  operation,  have  been  compulsorily. 
absent  from  the  House  for  a  considerable 
length  of  time,  and  their  absence  would 
have  deprived  both  the  Coercion  Bill 
and  the  Land  Act  of  much  of  their  au- 
thority. If  such  a  Bule  as  this  had  been 
in  force  in  the  Session  of  1877  the  first 
person  to  be  suspended  under  its  opera- 
tions would  have  been  the  present  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury ;  and  it  was  possible, 
too,  that  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  might  have  been 
subjected  to  a  similar  penalty  for  the 
course  which  he  took  with  regard  to  the 
Education  Bill.  They  knew  very  well, 
however,  that  the  Bule  was  never  in- 
tended to  apply  to  the  Front  Benches. 
He  trusted  that  the  House  would  refuse 
to  arm  itself  with  the  dangerous  weapon 
provided  by  the  Besolution ;  and  he 
would  therefore  move  to  substitute  for 
the  word  **  week  "  the  words  **  during 
that  sitting  of  the  House." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  18,  to 
leave  out  the  words  "for  one  week," 
and  insert  the  words  ''during  that  sit- 
ting of  the  House," — {Lord  Randolph 
Chur chilly) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
'  for  one  week '  stand  part  of  the  said 
Standing  Order." 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABCOUBT  said, 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  spoken  of  the 
inexhaustible  patience  of  the  House; 
but  the  fact  was  that  they  were  sitting 
there  in  the  month  of  November  because 
that  patience  had  been  exhausted.  He 
did  not  desire  to  refer  to  the  causes  or 
the  persons  who  had  led  to  that  exhaus- 
tion ;  but  he  was  sorry  to  hear  from  the 

Lord  Randolph  Chnrehill 


noble  Lord,  who  might  be  oonaidered  an 
authority  on  the  subject,  that  persons 
who  were  disposed  to  try  the  patience 
of  the  House  of  Commons  were  not 
likely  to  submit  to  this  Bule,  but  would 
become  worse.  No  doubt,  that  was  a 
most  unpleasant  and  desperate  pros- 
pect. The  noble  Lord  saia  that,  under 
the  former  inexhaustible  patience  of  the 
House,  persons  were  reduced  to  the 
level  of  respectable  Members  of  Parlia* 
ment ;  but  he  submitted,  without  taking 
the  noble  Lord's  unfavourable  view  of 
the  general  body  of  Members,  that  in- 
exhaustible patience  was  not  a  satisfac- 
tory remedy  for  Parliamentary  miscon- 
duct. His  own  opinion  had  been,  when 
hon.  Members  opposite  had  brought 
forward  this  Bule  originally,  that  it  was 
a  matter  of  regret  that  its  provisions 
were  not  more  stringent  than  they  were. 
He  did  not  think  much  of  the  noble 
Lord's  arguments  —  indeed,  argument 
appeared  to  be  thrown  away  in  that 
quarter..  It  was  the  evident  sense  of 
tne  House  that  when  a  Member  defied 
the  authority  of  the  Chair  over  and  over 
again,  he  ought  to  be  subjected  to  a  sub- 
stantial penalty.  The  noble  Lord  asked 
for  proof  that  the  Bule  had  been  ineffec- 
tive in  its  operation.  The  proof  the  noble 
Lord  asked  for  was  to  be  found  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  House  during  the  last  three 
Sessions.  [Lord  Bakdouh  Churchill  : 
Where?]  Everybody  knew  it.  [Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill:  No.]  Well,  if  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  know  it,  he  would  not 
argue  with  him,  but  would  appeal  to  the 
experience  of  the  House  itself,  and  of 
those  outside  its  walls.  The  noble  Lord 
talked  of  the  disgrace  of  being  sus- 
pended being  sufficient  punishment;  but 
Members  had  boasted  of  having  been 
suspended,  and  had  even  challenged  the 
authorities  of  the  House  to  suspend 
them  before  they  had  been  suspended. 
He  denied  that  the  question  was  one  of 
Irish  Members  merely.  Obstruction,  he 
thought,  had  not  proceeded  exdusively 
from  Irish  Members.  [Lord  BAin>OLPH 
Churchill  :  Your  Colleagues.]  In  spite 
of  the  elaborate  arguments  of  the  noble 
Lord,  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  majority 
of  the  House  that  the  Bule,  which  had 
worked  well,  could  be  advantageously 
strengthened,  inasmuch  as  it  had  not 
prevented  five  Members  from  being 
twice  suspended  last  year,  and  two 
being  twice  suspended  during  the  pre* 
sent  year. 


1869  Farttament— Business  of  the  {November  22, 1882|  JBbuse^The  JVew  Rules,  1870 


Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  that  the 
Home  Secretary,  as  usual,  had  sought 
to  introd  uce  an  element  into  the  discus- 
sion  which   had  happily  been    absent 
from  it  hitherto.     The  noble  Lord  had 
made  his  statement  in  very  temperate 
language  ;  but  the  Home  Secretary  had 
at  once  introduced  a  tone  and  a  temper 
into  the  discussion  which  certainly  would 
not  conduce  to  the  cnlm  consideration  of 
the  point  before  the  House.  He  thought 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
last  night   had    almost  given    up  the 
whole  case  himself,  because  the  Prime 
Minister  said  he  did  not  rely  so  much  at 
all  upon  penalties  for  preserving  the 
Order  of  the  House.     If  he  did  not  rely 
upon  penalties  for  preserving  the  Order 
of  the  House,  what  was  the  gist  of  the 
reason  for  increasing  the  penalties  which 
he  himself  proposed  ?    He  challenged 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  name  a  single  case  in  which  an  hon. 
Member   challenged  the   Chairman  to 
suspend   him    before    they    were    sus- 
pended.    But  the  Home  Secretary  was 
never  at  a  loss  for  facts  so  long  as  he 
had  such  a  lively  imagination  as  Nature 
had  endowed  him  with.     He  submitted 
to  the  House  that  it  was  altogether  a 
complete  fallacy  with   regard  to    this 
whole  case  to  make  this  Eule  dependent 
upon  the  amount  of  the  penalty.     The 
punishment  of  suspension  was  the  act 
of  being  suspended,  and  not  the  time 
for  which  a  Member    was   suspended. 
He  could  not  imagine  how  any  Member 
could   glory  in  being  suspended.     He 
had  been  suspended  in  gross,  and  when- 
ever he   was  suspended  he  felt  very 
much  like  a  fool ;  and  if  it  had  been  his 
unfortunate  lot  to  be  suspended  indi- 
vidually, he  would  feel  very  much  like 
an  imbecile.  Suspension  was  a  disgrace 
— it   was  a  humiliation.     But  it  was 
rather  a  reward  and  a  relief  for  a  Mem- 
ber to  be  sent  away  from  his  Parlia- 
mentary labours  for  a  week,  so  that  the 
punishment  would  not  fall  upon   the 
Member,   but  upon    the    constituency, 
which  was  deprived  for  a  week  of  the 
services  which  that  Member  might  ren- 
der.     It  was  impossible  to  say  what 
beneficial  effect  the  services  of  a  Mem- 
ber might  have  upon  even  the  smallest 
portion  of  legislation.      He    therefore 
trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  altogether  made  up  his  mind  upon 
this  matter.     He  did  not  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  showed  any  case 


at  all  in  favour  of  a  change  of  this 
Rule,  and  he  did  not  think  that  the 
Hule  had  broken  down. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment thought  that  the  existing  Bule  had 
failed  in  the  sense  of  having  been  insuf- 
ficient for  its  purpose,  and,  in  support  of 
that  contention,  he  might  point  to  the 
number  of  suspensions  that  had  occurred. 
In  the  opinion  of  the  Government  these 
suspensions  ought  to  be  extremely  rare, 
and  they  believed  that  had  the  Bule  been 
sufficiently  severe,  and  had  its  deterrent 
power  been  stronger,  such  cases  would 
have  been  much  fewer  than  they  were.  He 
admitted  that  last  Session  was  a  Ses- 
sion of  great  excitement  and  trouble, 
and,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  be- 
tween 30   and  40  Members  were  sus-   . 
pended  once,  and  five  suspended  twice — 
once  for  a  collective  act  and  once  for  a 
sole  act,  but  both  acts  equally  distinct 
and  pronounced  in  their  character — was, 
in  his  judgment,  proof  that  there  was  a 
great  deal  too  much  faction  under  the 
Eule ;  and  to  have  less  faction  he  wanted 
to  have  the  deterrent  power  increased. 
The  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
said  a  Member's  suspension  was  a  punish- 
ment inflicted  on  his  constitueney.     He 
did  not  deny  that  the  constituencies  suf- 
fered, but  he  did  not  admit  that  the  hon. 
Member  profited.      He  was  inclined  to 
doubt  the  proposition  that  dismissal  from 
the  House  for  a  week  was  a  relief  and 
enjoyment  to  an  hon.  Member.     If  the 
hon.  Member  chose  the  week  in  which 
he  was  to  go  away  it  might  be  a  relief 
and  an  enjoyment  to  him,  but  not  if  the 
week  was  chosen  for  him  by  the  House. 
That  was  an  inconvenience  to  the  con- 
stituencies he  did  not  doubt  at  all ;  but 
the  question  was  whether  the  constituen- 
cies were  not  bound  by  the  acts  of  the 
Members  whom  they  chose  to  send  to  the 
House.     If  the  constituencies  found  it 
inconvenient  that  a  Member  should  be 
suspended  for  a  week  or  for  a  longer 
period  he  foresaw  this  salutary  effect, 
that  the  constituencies  would  themselves 
assist  the  House  in  the  maintenance  of 
order,  and  would  convey  hints  and  sug- 
gestions to  the  hon.  Member  that,  while 
they  were  very  sensible  of  his  zeal,  they 
wished  it  to  be  exercised  with  greater 
restraint  of  his  judgment.     If  the  argu- 
ments of  the  hon.  Member  opposite  were 
good  as  against  suspensions  for  one  week, 
they  would  be  equally  good  as  against 
all  suspensions.     But  what  other  \si«.^Vs<^^ 
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of  proceeding  was  there  besides  suspen- 
sion ?  None  that  he  knew,  as  imprison- 
ment was  not  to  bo  thought  of.  There 
certainly  was  the  plan  of  calling  upon 
the  Speaker  to  reprimand  an  offending 
Member,  but  it  was  quite  unavailing. 
He  had  himself  seen  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
O'Connell  the  miserable  failure  of  that 
instrument.  He  recollected  0*Connell, 
who  was  extremely  cautious  in  regard  to 
the  Bules  of  the  House,  and  as  clever  as 
cautious,  after  receiving  the  reprimand 
of  the  Speaker,  repeating  in  other  lan- 
guage every  sentiment  for  the  expression 
of  which  he  had  been  reprimanded.  In 
many  cases,  therefore,  the  instrument  to 
which  he  was  referring  would  be  quite 
unavailing,  and'  the  attempt  to  use  it 
might  expose  the  Ohair  and  the  House 
to  contempt.  He  knew  of  no  better 
punishment  than  suspension  imposed  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  exercise  a  sensibly 
deterrent  power. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  that  if  the  preced- 
ing Bules  had  not  been  passed  he  would 
have  voted  with  the  Government ;  but 
he  would  now  support  the  noble  Lord  if 
he  went  to  a  division,  because  the  House 
had  already  gagged  freedom  of  discus- 
sion by  means  of  the  cidiuref  and  had 
imposed  severe  penalties  upon  Members 
who  unnecessarily  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  at  Question  time. 
Having  passed  such  severe  Besolutions, 
they  might  well  leave  the  penalties  forOb- 
struction  unchanged.  Thelrish  Members, 
he  thought,  had  learnt  Obstruction  chiefly 
from  Gentlemen  who  now  sat  on  the  same 
Bench  as  the  Home  Secretary,  for  they 
could  recall  that  two  Gentlemen,  who 
were  now  in  the  Government,  had,  to 
employ  a  common  expression,  ''put  up 
the  Lrlsh  Members  "  to  obstruct  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House.  He  supposed  that 
such  penalties  would  never  oe  imposed 
upon  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Chamberlain) ;  but  they 
ought  not  to  forget  that  Irish  Members 
had  the  same  right  as  theBepresentatives 
of  other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
If  they  aimed  at  Obstruction  proceeding 
only  from  a  particular  portion  of  the 
House,  they  would  .be  doing  a  great  in- 
justice. The  Government  ought  to  aim 
at  quelling  all  Obstruction,  no  matter 
irom  what  quarter  of  the  House  it  might 
oome.  If  the  noble  Lord  should  divide 
the  House  he  should  vote  with  him. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'OABTHY  said,  the 
Prime  Minister  had  expressed  an  opinion 

Hr.  Oiadttons 


that  if  a  constituency  should  choose  to 
send  an  objectionable  person  to  Parlia- 
ment, they  would  be  to  blame  if  he  were 
to  be  suspended  ;  bat  he  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy)  would  remind  hon.  Members 
that  an  argument  of  that  kind  bad  been 
scouted  by  the  Government  in  the  de- 
bates  on  the    question  whether    they 
should  admit  into  the  House  a  certain 
Member  who  was  not  at  present  allowed 
to  take  his  seat.     He  did  not  know 
whether,  when  that  question  again  came 
up,  the  Government  would  stand  by  the 
position  which  the  right  hon.  Ghentleman 
now  assumed.     He  contended  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  failed  to  show 
that  the  existing  penalties  for  Obstrae- 
tion  were  insu£B.oient.    It  should  be  re- 
membered that  recent  times  had  been 
times  of  unusual  political  heat  and  passion 
The  Session  in  which  the  principal  sus- 
pensions had  taken  place  reminded  him 
of  the  last  Congress  in  America  that  met 
before  the    Southern  Bebellion.     Had 
Ireland    been  a  strong  country  there 
might  during  the  passing  of  the  Coercion 
Act  have  been  an  armed  rebellion.    Be- 
presentatives  of  a  country  so  distracted 
could    hardly  be   expected    to  remain 
always  cool,  and  that  there  were  only 
five  different    suspensions  daring    the 
Session  to  which  he  was  referring,  showed 
that  the  Irish  Members  must  have  re- 
strained themselves  as  much  as  possi- 
ble.   With  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  duration  of  the  punishment  of  sus- 
pension, he  asked  what  Member  in  the 
heat  of  the  moment  would  care  whether 
a  week  or  a  month's  suspension  would 
be  the  penalty  for  his  ebullition  of  ton- 
per  ?    The  Prime  Minister  had  insisted 
on  the  inefficacy  of  reprimands.     There 
might  well  be  times  when  men,  smarting 
under  a  sense  of  injustice,  should  fail  for 
once  to  pay  sufficient  respect   to  the 
monitions  from  the  Chair.     How  little 
did  Mr.  Burke  care  for  a  censure  on  his 
conduct,  with  regard  to  Warren  Has- 
tings.    The    fact  was,  the    system    of 
penalties  was  absolutely  inefficient  for 
any  useful  purpose.    The  House  had 
fenced  itself  against  Motions  for  Adjourn- 
ment, against  irrelevant  talk,  and  all 
that  led  to  heat  of  temper,  and  there  was, 
therefore,  no  excuse  for  increasing  penal- 
ties which,  however  appropriate  at  other 
times,  were  now  positively  useless. 

Mr.  GOBST  said,  that  he  always 
listened  with  interest  to  the  speeches  of 
the  Prime  Minister ;  but  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  ought  not  to  allow  the  Home 
Secretary,    though    it    afforded    much 
gratification   to  the  faithful   Memhers 
behind  him,  to  intervene  in  the  debates, 
because  his  intervention  did  not  assist 
in  expediting  the  Business  of  the  House. 
The  Prime  Minister  met  argument  by 
argument;  but  the  Home  Secretary  never 
argued,  but  only  denounced.     The  only 
contribution  to  the  debate  on  the  part  of 
the  Home  Secretary  was  a  rather  insult- 
ing hint  that  this  penal  Bule  was  not  in- 
tended for  Irish  Members  only.     How 
unjust  was  such  an  insinuation.   During 
the  whole  time  that  this  penal  Hule  had 
been  in  operation  not  a  single  instance 
occurred  of  its  being  enforced  against 
any  but  Irish  Members.     No  such  thing 
had  ever  been  dreamt  of  by  others  as 
disregarding  the  authority  of  the  Chair. 
Therefore,  the  insinuation  of  the  Home 
Secretary  was  wholly  useless;   it  was 
absolutely  incorrect,  and  could  serve  no 
other  purpose  than  to  create  personal 
feeling  and  animosity.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter argued  that  it  was  necessary  to  in- 
crease the  severity  of  the  penalties,  be- 
cause of  the  inefficiency  of  the  Bule  in 
times  past.     But,  then,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ought  to  consider  the  very 
exceptional  circumstances  of  the  last  and 
the  present  Session.  The  Bule  had  been 
enforced  against  Members  from  Ireland, 
because  legislation  was  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  which  created 
the  most  intense  irritation,  not  only  in 
Members  representing    Irish  constitu- 
encies, but  in  the  Irish  constituencies 
themselves.   The  reason  why  no  English 
or  Scotch  Member  ever  incurred  the 
penalty  of  suspension  was  because  he 
knew    his   constituents   would    be   ex- 
tremely angry  if  he  did.     But  that  was 
not  the  case  with  the  Irish  constitu- 
encies, because,  if  the  the  House  went 
80  far  as  to  expel  one  of  their  Members, 
they  would  be  sure  to  re-elect    him. 
Then,  the  re- arrest  of  Davitt,  and  the 
manner  in  which  the  Home  Secretary 
answered  the  Questions  put  to  him  on 
the  subject,  so  excited  the  passion  of 
Irish  Members  that  they  committed  an  act 
which  they  now  regretted,  and  which  there 
was  not  the  slightest  danger  of  their  re- 
peating, unless,  indeed,  the  Home  Secre- 
tary continued  to  make  speeches.     The 
Prime  Minister  made  light  of  the  penalty 
inflicted  upon  the  constituency  by  the 
suspension   of   its  Bepresentative.     It 
was  the  disgrace  of  suspension,  and  not 


merely  the  time  during  which  the  sus- 
pension was  to  last  that  they  should  look 
to  as  a  deterrent  on  the  Member.  But 
the  injustice  to  the  constituency  was  very 
much  enhanced  if  the  suspension  was  to 
last.  On  this  point  the  opinion  of  the 
Prime  Minister  was  very  different  now 
from  what  it  had  been  in  1880,  when  the 
late  Government  proposed  the  Bule.  On 
the  Question  whether  suspension  from 
the  service  of  the  House  should  include 
voting  by  the  Member  suspended,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  if  this 
was  a  question  of  the  amount  or  suf- 
ficiency of  the  punishment  inflicted  upon 
the  Member  he  would  give  him  a  larger 
punishment,  if  necessary,  but  he  was 
reluctant  to  punish  the  constituency ; 
there  were  many  cases  in  which  the  con- 
stituency might  have  a  strong  and  special 
interest  in  particular  measures,  and  in 
which  they  might  suffer  from  the  sus- 
pension of  their  Member.  And  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  added  that  he  was  *'at 
present ''  so  strongly  under  the  distinct 
impression  that  the  disablity  of  voting 
was  in  a  large  degree  a  punishment  in- 
flicted on  the  constituency  for  an  offence 
for  which  they  were  not  responsible, 
that  he  hoped  the  subject  might  re- 
ceive the  careful  consideration  of  the 
Government. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEBS  said,  he  was 
very  much  disposed  to  agree  with  his 
noble  Friend  as  to  its  being  unnecessary 
to  alter  the  Standing  Order  at  all ;  but, 
as  the  Government  had  taken  a  different 
view  and  the  House  had  so  far  approved 
it,  he  thought  they  ought  to  consider 
the  question  before  them.  The  Home 
Secretary  had  a  little  underrated  the 
value  and  strength  of  the  Standing 
Order  as  originally  framed.  It  was 
clear  that  suspension  for  a  week,  and 
the  possibility  of  further  suspension  had 
had  a  very  deterrent  effect,  for  it  had 
been  admitted  that  under  the  operation 
of  the  Standing  Order  no  Member  had 
been  suspended  a  third  time.  On  the 
other  hand,  it  was  also  admitted  that 
Members  had  been  suspended  twice,  and 
it  appeared  that  suspension  for  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Sitting  was  not  sufficient, 
as  there  had  been  an  instance  of  a  Mem- 
ber who  was  suspended  five  different 
times.  Therefore,  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  for  suspending  offenders 
for  a  week  had  something  to  be  said  in 
its  favour.  But  beyond  that  they  ought 
to  remember  that  the  conces8iQn&  isviaA.^ 
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by  the  Government  in  the  course  of 
these  discussions  had  been  considerable. 
They  had  already  struck  out  possible 
constructive  Obstruction,  and  he  was  not 
without  hope  that  collective  Obstruction 
would  also  be  got  rid  of,  and  in  that 
way  safeguards  might  be  inserted  in  the 
Standing  Order  which  would  go  far  to 
reconcile  him  to  the  proposed  extension 
of  the  penalty  of  suspension  from  one 
Sitting  to  a  week.  He  had  to  regard 
the  whole  of  the  concessions  suggested 
by  the  Government,  and,  looking  at 
them  from  the  beginning  to  the  end,  he 
thought  them  very  considerable  indeed. 
His  noble  Friend  admitted  that  these 
concessions  had  received  a  cordial  recog- 
nition at  the  hands  of  the  House.  His 
noble  Friend  admitted  that  cordial  re- 
cognition in  words,  but  not  in  acts.  He 
was  disposed  to  go  a  step  further,  and 
to  give  them  a  cordial  recognition  in  acts 
by  accepting  the  change  in  the  first  in- 
stance. The  alteration  of  what  he  might 
call  the  code  of  penalties  was  not  over- 
strained, and  they  might  hope  that  the 
deterrent  effect  to  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  referred  would  be  observable 
.  in  the  future,  as  they  had  seen  it  ob- 
served in  the  past,  with  reference  to  sus- 
pension for  a  week.  It  was  from  these 
motives,  though  reluctantly,  that  he 
must  oppose  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  bigg  Alt  said,  he  was  suspended 
on  one  occasion  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  Speaker,  and,  to  a  certain  extent, 
he  felt  a  personal  punishment  in  conse- 
quence, because,  in  the  course  he  had 
taken,  he  exhibited  a  want  of  judgment 
with  regard  to  the  line  of  argument  he 
ought  to  pursue.  On  the  other  hand, 
if,  instead  of  being  reprimanded  by  the 
Ohairman  and  the  House  for  conduct 
which  deserved  the  reprobation  of  the 
House,  he  had  been  suspended,  as  a 
large  number  of  Members  had  been 
during  the  present  Session  as  they  and 
he  believed  without  any  cause  whatever, 
he  believed  he  would  not  have  felt  the 
slightest  degradation,  or  considered  him- 
self punished  by  the  decision  of  the 
House.  He  believed  that  under  the  ex- 
isting Bules  there  had  been  nothing 
during  the  last  two  Sessions  of  Parlia- 
ment which  could  be  properly  termed 
Obstruction.  The  whole  of  the  opposi- 
tion to  the  Government  measures  was 
justified  by  the  facts  of  the  case.  It 
was  conducted  by  a  number  of  Irish 
Members,  who  really  knew  the  facts, 

Lord  John  Manners 


whereas  the  great  majority  knew  lite- 
rally nothing  of  the  subject.  If  collec- 
tive suspensions  were  aUowed  the  effect 
would  be  to  give  the  Government  the 
power  to  silence  a  small  Opposition  such 
as  they  witnessed  recently  in  the  cases 
of  the  South  African  and  Flogging  in 
the  Army  Bills,  and  by  that  means  to 
pass  through  the  House  obnoxious  mea- 
sures. He  held  that  what  was  called 
Obstruction  was  not  substantially  Ob- 
struction at  all,  and  that  instead  of 
making  the  Member  incur  penal  conse- 
quences, he  should  get  the  thanks  of  the 
House  for  his  exertions  and  zeal  in 
favour  of  what  he  considered  he  was 
convinced  was  right. 

Mb.  WABTON  said,  he  thought  the 
House  might  speedily  approach  the  end 
of  the  discussion  if  the  Government  would 
only  intimate  their  intention  of  giving  up 
the  attempt  to  deal  with  collective  Ob- 
struction as  they  had  already  abandoned 
that  regarding  the  constructive  action  of 
Members.  If  the  Resolution  was  designed 
to  apply  to  individual  punishment  only 
he  did  not  think^  the  penalties  were  too 
severe. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  101 ;  Noes 
24  :  Majority  77.— (Div.  List,  No.  890.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  proposing  the 
omission  of  the  words  after  the  word 
«  week  "  to  the  word  "  place,"  and  the 
substitution  of  the  following  : — ''On  the 
second  occasion  for  a  fortnight,  and  on 
the  third  or  any  subsequent  occasion,  for 
a  month,''  said,  that  the  words  "  or  any 
subsequent  occasion"  were  adopted  from 
an  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Buchanan). 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  IS,  to  leave  out  the  words  after  the 
word  "  week  "  to  the  word  "  place,"  in  line  22, 
inclusiye,  in  order  to  insert  the  words  **  on  the 
second  occasion  for  a  fortnight,  and  on  the  third, 
or  any  subsequent  occasion,  for  a  month,"— 
{Mr.  Gludttone,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Standing  Order." 

Mr.  PABNELL  said,  it  was  very  de- 
sirable to  know  what  action  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  take  with  regard  to  an 
Amendment  which  stood  on  the  Paper 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  (Mr.  Arthur  Amold)|  because  it 


1877  ParhameiU—Biuineii  of  the  {Novembeb  22,  1882)  Souse-- the  KewEutes.  1878 


was  important  that  the  House  should 
at  once  see  what  the  ultimate  shape  of 
the  Besolution  would  be.  Certain  hon. 
Members  had,  from  the  beginning  of 
these  debates,  regarded  as  a  vital  ques- 
tion, upon  which  the  whole  of  the  Reso- 
lution must  turn,  whether  when  it  became 
a  Standing  Order  it  could  be  used  againat 
a  body  of  Members,  or  section  6f  the 
House,  or  only  against  a  single  Member, 
as  originally  contemplated.  It  was  not 
unreasonable  that  a  Member  who  deli- 
berately and  wilfully  obstructed  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House,  when  notice  was  taken 
of  his  conduct  by  the  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man, should  be  suspended  for  a  week  ; 
but  the  case  was  altogether  different 
when  it  was  made  possible  that,  not  a 
single  Member,  but  a  whole  Party,  should 
be  suspended  for  a  week  because  it 
might  happen  that  a  suspension  of  a 
Party  en  hoc  might  take  place  when  an 
important  measure  in  which  they  were 
especially  interested  was  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  ;  a  Coercion  Bill 
might  be  before  the  House,  though  he 
hoped  they  had  seen  the  last  of  Coercion 
Bills.  He  feared,  however,  they  had  not 
heard  the  last  of  such  measures.  If  a 
Coercion  Bill  were  before  the  House, 
during  the  suspension  of  the  Irish  Party, 
the  arguments  of  these  Bepresentatives 
might  have  no  chance  of  materially  in- 
fluencing the  opinion  of  Parliament  and 
the  country.  They  therefore  viewed  with 
jealousy  any  power  which  might  enable 
the  Prime  Minister  to  deprive  Ireland  of 
such. representation.  If  the  Government 
were  going  to  give  up  this  power  of  col- 
lective suspension,  the  abuse  of  which 
Irish  Members  feared  so  much,  he,  for 
one,  would  be  much  indisposed  to  vote 
against  any  proposal  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was 
willing  to  acknowledge  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  had  made  an  extremely  fair 
speech.  He  admitted  that  there  was  a 
connection  between  the  Amendment  be- 
fore the  House  and  the  subject  of  collec- 
tive suspension.  The  Government  had 
carefully  considered  the  suggestion  made 
laikt  night  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Manners)  about  collective  Naming.  That 
suggestion  was  made  in  such  a  spirit 
that  the  Government  felt  bound  to  give 
it  a  careful  and  impartial  consideration. 
He  was  bound,  however,  to  stat«  that  the 
Government  did  not  see  its  way  to  giving 


up  absolutely  the  power  of  collective 
Naming.  It  would  be  out  of  Order  to 
discuss  the  reasons  for  that  conclusion, 
as  the  question  was  not  before  the  House. 
But  he  felt  sure  that  the  House,  and 
even  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork,  would  see  the  force  of  those  reasons 
when  they  came  to  be  stated.  But  the 
Goverment  thought  they  could  make  an 
important  step  in  that  direction  by  adopt- 
ing a  suggestion  which  he  understood  to 
have  been  thrown  out  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  in  a  speech  of 
his  a  day  or  two  ago,  to  the  effect  that 
disregard  of  the  authority  of  the  Chair 
should  be  put  upon  a  different  footing 
from  abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the  House 
by  Obstruction  or  otherwise,  and  that 
collective  Naming  should  be  confined 
altogether  to  cases  of  disregard  of  the 
authority  of  the  Chair.  That  was  an 
important  change,  and  the  utmost  change 
to  which  the  Government  could  consent. 
He  did  not  mean  to  strike  out  any  words 
of  the  Proviso  of  which  he  had  g^ven 
Notice,  but  to  introduce  into  that  Proviso 
words  confining  its  operation  to  cases  of 
disregard  of  the  authority  of  the  Chair. 

SiE  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
was  very  glad  to  acknowledge  on  his 
own  part,  and  also,  he  thought,  for  other 
Members,  the  concessions  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject  of  penalties,  the  exces- 
sive nature  of  which  had  formerly  elicited 
from  him  somewhat  strong  language.  He 
rejoiced  that  the  Government  had  listened 
to  the  suggestions  made,  not  only  from 
the  Opposition  side,  but,  he  believed, 
from  all  parts  of  the  House,  upon  several 
points  of  this  Resolution.  First  of  all, 
constructive  Obstruction  was  gone  alto- 
gether. He  also  rejoiced  to  find  that 
the  Gt)vernment  had  found  it  absolutely 
impossible,  consonant  with  justice,  to 
insist  upon  collective  Naming,  except  in 
particular  cases  where  the  authority  of 
the  Chair  was  distinctly  disregarded. 
He  was  very  grateful  to  the  Government 
for  having  considered  that  part  of  the 
Resolution  which  related  to  the  sus- 
pension of  a  Member  after  a  third  offence 
for  the  remainder  of  the  Session,  and 
had  materially  mitigated  that  severe 
penalty.  He  was  quite  content  with 
the  scale  now  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment— namely,  a  week,  a  fortnight,  and 
a  month ;  and  his  belief  was  that  this 
concession,  made  in  the  interests  of  jus- 
tice, would  meet  the  general  wishes  of  the 
House. 


Hon.  Members  would  therefore  see  that 
the  Amendment  was  impracticable,  and 
broke  down,  in  its  spirit  and  effect,  the 
operation  of  this  Bule,  and  that  the 
conclusion  to  which  the  Gh>Temment 
had  arrived  was  just  and  reasonable. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  said,  he  would  re- 
mind the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  that  he  had  once 
more  moved  an  Amendment  exactly 
contrary  to  that  which  he  moved  in 
1880.  He  supposed  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  woula  say,  as  he  had  said  the 
previous  night,  that  he  voted  inad- 
vertently ;  but  he  was  going  to  quote, 
as  against  that  theory,  the  speech  he 
made  on  that  occasion.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber then  said — 

**  He  was  going  to  vote  for  the  Qovemment, 
not  because  they  were  in  a  majority,  for  daring 
the  time  ho  had  sat  in  the  House  of  Cgmmons 
he  had  always  ezpreased  his  independent  opi- 
nions; but  he  was  ^oing  to  support  them 
beeause  on  this  occasion  he  believed  the  Go- 
vernment were  entirely  right." 
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Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  **  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  gorst  said,  that,  on  behalf 
of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill),  he  rose  to  move  the  insertion 
of  words  which  would  enable  suspended 
Members  to  vote  in  divisions,  although 
they  were  debarred  in  other  respects 
from  taking  part  in  the  Business  of  the 
House.  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
and  the  Prime  Minister  himself,  in  1 880, 
expressed  opinions  in  favour  of  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment,  to 
add  the  words  **  Provided  always,  That  the 
words  *  service  of  the  House  *  in  this  Hosolution 
shall  not  be  construed  as  excluding  any  such 
Member  from  voting  in  any  Division." — (Mr. 
Oor9t) 

Question  proposed,  '*That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  he 
thought  in  1880,  and  still  thought, 
there  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  and  he  had  re- 
ferred the  question  to  the  consideration 
of  the  Government.  He  had  pressed 
the  topic  on  the  late  Government, 
though  he  did  not  then  move  an  Amend- 
ment. But  he  wished  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  imitated  his 
conduct  as  well  as  adopted  his  opinions. 
The  Government  had  desired  to  adopt 
the  Amendment ;  but  after  careful  con- 
sideration they  found  they  could  not 
adopt  it.  It  was  a  practical  question. 
Voting  was  so  mixed  up  with  other 
matt^  that  they  could  not  seyer  them. 
A  Member  must  go  out  of  the  House  in 
voting,  and  he  must  re-enter  the  House 
after  votinc;;  and  if  he  were  in  the 
House,  and  in  his  seat  in  the  House,  it 
was  manifest  that  there  were  many 
modes  of  influencing  the  proceedings  of 
the  House  in  which  he  might  take  part 
without  speaking  in  a  debate.  They 
could,  for  instance,  join  in  those  mani- 
festations of  opinion  and  feeling  which 
were  necessary  incidents  of  the  exist- 
ence of  a  deliberative  Assembly  like  the 
House  of  Commons ;  and  he  might,  even 
in  conjunction  with  others,  materially 
resist  the  authority  of  the  Ohair.  Thus 
a  state  of  things  would  be  brought 
about    which    would    be    intolerable. 


Ms.  GORST:  That  speech  was  not 
made  in  support  of  this  proposition. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  said,  it  illustrated 
the  motive  on  which  he  gave  what  he 
called  an  inadvertent  vote. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  suggested  that  a  sus- 
pended Member  should  not  be  prevented 
from  serving  on  a  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
accept  the  suggestion. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  was  opposed 
to  allowing  a  suspended  Member  to 
vote,  believing  that  such  a  deprivation 
might  bring  home  to  his  constituents 
the  conduct  of  their  Member,  and  make 
them  more  careful  in  future  in  the  selec- 
tion of  their  Representatives. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  Buchanan),  although  he  had  been 
only  one  Session  in  the  House,  had 
more  than  once  interposed  in  these  de- 
bates with  an  assurance  that  even  the 
Prime  Minister,  after  having  sat  in  the 
House  for  60  years,  had  scarcely  ex- 
ceeded. If  the  hon.  Member  had  studied 
the  question  of  Procedure  with  any  care 
he  would  have  discovered  a  radical  dif- 
ference between  the  Standing  Order 
before  the  House  and  that  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote).  What- 
ever  might  have  been  the  value  of  such 
an  Amendment  as  this  proposed  in  1880, 
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it  was  considerably  increased  now  that 
the  penalties  had  been  increased.  Witb 
regard  to  the  present  Amendment,  it 
was  not  in  the  least  necessary  that  a 
Member  should  enter  the  House  in 
order  to  vote. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  He  must  hear 
the  Question  read. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
He  might  hear  the  Question  read  stand- 
ing below  the  Bar,  and  so  not  be  within 
the  House.  Recollecting  what  the  Prime 
Minister  had  stated  in  March,  1880,  and 
knowing  what  celebrity  he  had  obtained 
for  adhering  to  every  opinion  he  had 
expressed  at  that  period,  he  was  sur- 
prised that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  have  receded  from  his  opinion  as 
expressed  in  1880. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  - 
Noes  138:  Majority  121. 
No.  391.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  now  pro- 
posed  to  move  the  insertion  of  a  Proviso 
in  order  to  give  eflPect  to  a  feeling  justly 
entertained  with  respect  to  the  service 
of  a  suspended  Member  on  a  Private 
Bill  Committee.  It  was  evident  that 
they  ought  not  to  run  the  risk  of  break- 
ing up  a  Private  Bill  Committee,  and 
that  risk  could  not  be  satisfactorily 
avoidetd  by  appointing  a  new  Member  to 
serve  on  the  Committee,  because  that 
new  Member  when  called  upon  to  do  a 
judicial  act  would  only  hear  a  part  of 
the  evidence.  It  should  also  be  remem- 
bered that  as  service  on  a  Private  Bill 
Committee  could  hardly  be  regarded  as 
in  the  nature  of  a  privilege,  it  could  not 
be  said  to  weaken  the  force  of  the  in- 
strument which  the  House  had  put  in 
operation  for  checking  any  refractory 
Member.  He  therefore  moved  the 
insertion  of  the  following  Proviso  to 
meet  the  case  : — 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment,  to 
add  the  words  '*  Provided  always,  That  dis- 
charge from  the  service  of  the  House  shall  not 
exempt  the  Member  so  discharged  from  serving 
on  any  Committee  for  the  Consideration  of  a 
Private  Bill,  to  which  he  may  have  been  ap- 
pointed before  his  suspension."  —  (Jfr.  Olad- 
9tone.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  what  would  happen  if  a  suspended 


Member  were  charged,  as  Chairman, 
with  the  duty  of  bringing  up  the  Beport 
of  a  Private  Bill  Committee  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  in  that  case  an- 
other Member  of  the  Committee  would 
bring  up  the  Keport. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
was  satisfied  with  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  WARTON  suggested  that  the 
word  ''suspension"  should  be  substi- 
tuted for  "discharge"  in  the  proposed 
Proviso,  the  latter  being  too  strong  a 
word,  and  not  the  exact  equivalent  of 
the  former. 

Colonel  STANLEY  begged  to 
support  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  lie  was 
willing  to  agree  to  the  suggestion. 

Mr.  PARNELL  asked  whether  the 
exemption  should  not  be  extended  to  all 
Select  Committees  as  well  as  to  those  on 
Private  Bills  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  could  not 
accede  to  that.  There  was  a  positive 
reason  for  retaining  a  particular  Mem- 
ber on  a  Private  Bill  Committee  — 
namely,  that  without  him  injury  would 
be  inflicted  on  private  interests,  and 
great  inconvenience  would  ensue. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  made,  by  adding,  at  the 
end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment,  the 
words — 

'* Provided  always.  That  suspension  from  the 
service  of  the  House  shall  not  exempt  the  Mem- 
ber so  suspended  from  serving  on  any  Com- 
mittee for  the  Consideration  of  a  Private  Bill, 
to  which  he  may  have  been  appointed  before 
his  suspension." — {Mr.  Oladstone.) 

Mb.  PEEL  said,  he  rose  to  move  an 
additional  Proviso  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice — namely, 

**  That  if  the  Session  closes  before  the  term 
of  such  suspension  has  expired,  the  Member  so 
suspended  shall  not  be  re-admitted  to  the 
House  unless  by  a  Vote  of  the  House  in  the 
following  Session." 

His  desire,  he  said,  was  not  to  aggravate 
the  punishment  of  an  offending  Member, 
but  to  take  care  that  the  Bule,  which 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  had  described 
as  a  tremendous  Bule,  should  not  be  a 
mere  hrutum  fulmen.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  indicated  the  possibility  of  many 
new  forms  of  disobedience  to  the  Chair 
being  developed ;  and  the  hon.  Member 
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for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread)  had  fainted 
at  the  unexplored  regions  yet  unoccupied 
by  the  pioneers  of  Obstruction.  For 
himself,  he  thought  that  the  happy 
hunting  ground  of  the  future  Obstructor 
would  lie  in  the  stages  of  the  Appro- 
priation Act  near  the  close  of  the  Ses- 
sion .  They  had  had  numerous  instances 
of  Members  being  suspended  within  a 
few  days  of  the  end  of  the  Session. 
The  penalties  proposed  to  be  inflicted 
under  that  Bule  were  graduated — for  a 
first  offence,  the  suspension  was  to  be 
for  a  week  ;  for  the  second,  a  fortnight ; 
and  for  the  third,  a  month.  His  conten- 
tion was  that  a  Member  who  had  been 
repeatedly  suspended,  and  had  at  last 
incurred  the  final  penalty  of  a  month's 
suspension,  ought  not  to  be  released 
from  the  sentence  passed  upon  him  by 
the  House  simply  by  the  accident  of  the 
Session  terminating,  perhaps,  within 
three  days  after  the  sentence  had  been 
awarded.  He  knew  that  precedents  told 
much  the  other  way ;  but  he  wanted  the 
House  to  create  precedents  for  the  main- 
tenance of  its  own  internal  discipline. 
Towards  the  close  of  the  Session  Mem- 
bers were  apt  to  lose  their  temper,  and 
to  indulge  in  abuse  of  other  Members 
or  Ministers,  or  in  other  irregularities 
which  were  a  growing  scandal  to  the 
House.  He  wished  to  stop  that  as 
much  as  possible;  and  he  thought  it 
would  haye  a  deterrent  effect  if  an 
offending  Member  knew  that  the  sen- 
tence passed  upon  him  would  not  neces- 
sarily terminate  with  the  expiration  of 
the  Session,  but  that  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  following  Session  he  should 
not  be  re-admitted  to  the  service  of  the 
House  without  a  formal  vote  of  the 
House  being  obtained  for  that  purpose. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  mor- 
ing  his  Proviso. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  tiie  foregoing  Amendment,  to 
add  the  words  "  Provided ,  That  if  the  Seeeion 
cloees  hefore  the  term  of  such  suspension  has 
expired,  the  Memher  so  suspended  shall  not  he 
re>admitted  to  the  House  unless  h^  a  Vote  of 
the    House  in  the  following  Session." — (ifr. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  not  accept 
an  Amendment  for  which  there  was 
no  necessity.  Even  the  culprits  in  the 
Clock  Tower,  whenever  there  were  any, 


were  liberated  at  the  end  of  the  Seanon. 
He  thought  there  was  some  danger  that, 
in  its  anxiety  to  remove  Obstruction  and 
maintain  its  own  dignity,  the  House 
would  become  vindictive  in  its  punish- 
ments. This  Amendment,  he  thought, 
would  make  the  Bule  of  that  character, 
and  would  create  a  state  of  things  which, 
would  not  be  creditable  to  those  con- 
cerned. The  Amendment  could  not  be 
fairly  argued  on  any  ground  of  neces- 

Mr.  MAOFARLANE  said,  he  would 
suggest,  if  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Peel)  were  ag^reedto,  that 
a  Proviso  should  be  inserted  to  the 
effect  that  during  the  Becess  the  hon. 
Members  so  suspended  should  also  be 
placed  under  police  supervision. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  while 
appreciating  the  motives  with  which  the 
Amendment  was  brought  forward — 
namely,  to  give  efficacy  to  the  Hule,  it 
was  one  which  the  Gt)vernment  could 
not  accept.  If  they  adopted  the  Amend* 
ment,  they  would  come  across  a  g^reat 
principle  of  Parliamentary  practice — 
namely,  the  lapse  of  all  proceedings  of 
a  Session.  With  the  exception  of  per- 
sonal appointments  and  Standing  Orders, 
nothing  whatever  in  the  Procedure  of 
one  Session  was  carried  over  to  another 
Session ;  and  he  should  not  like  to  pro- 
pose that  the  suspension  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, which  was  a  minor  matter,  should 
be  an  exception.  Besides,  all  through 
these  Bules  their  object  had  been  to 
substitute  definite  for  indefinite  terms  of 
suspensions ;  and  he  was  not  disposed, 
on  a  minor  matter,  to  make  a  precedent 
for  continuing  the  action  of  the  House 
from  one  Session  to  another.  He  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  press  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  then  moTed  to 
add  to  the  Besolution  the  words — 

"Provided  also,  That  not  more  than  one 
Member  shall  he  named  at  the  same  time,  nnless 
for  disregarding  the  authority  of  the  Chair,  nor 
unless  BOTeral  Members,  present  together,  bays 
jointly  committed  the  act  for  which  they  are 
named." 

This  Proviso  would,  he  hoped,  show 
that  the  Government  had  endeayoured 
impartially  to  meet  the  views  of  those 
who  objected  to  collective  Naming.  The 
chief  objection  to  collective  Naming 
was  that  mistakes  mi^ht  be  made^  ana 
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that  an  innocent,  and  perhaps  even  an 
absent,  Member  might  be  Named.  The 
Government  felt  the  force  of  the  objec- 
tion ;  but  they  thought  that,  among 
other  things,  their  Proviso  that  there 
should  be  a  disregard  of  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Chair  would  eflfectually  pre- 
clude the  possibility  of  such  a  mistake. 
The  introduction  of  these  words  would 
be  equivalent,  in  a  case  of  collective 
Naming,  to  previous  warning.  Hon. 
Members  might  be  abusing  the  Bules  of 
the  House,  but  yet  not  disregarding  the 
authority  of  the  Chair;  and  if  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  had  to  give  direc- 
tions or  admonitions  to  those  particular 
Gentlemen  in  the  first  instance,  those 
directions  would  enable  anyone  to  say 
whether  a  Member  was  guilty  or  not. 
Then  they  would  fix  the  mind  and  eye 
of  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  on  the  indi- 
viduals, and  remove,  humanly  speaking, 
all  possibility  of  error  in  designation. 
But,  it  might  be  urged,  why  not  abandon 
collective  Naming  altogether  ?  That  he 
was  not  prepared  to  do,  for,  though 
there  was  but  one  instance  conspicuously 
on  record  of  collective  misconduct,  the 
Government  were  not  willing  to  stimulate 
the  ingenuity  of  those  who  might  desire 
in  future  to  contrive  disorderly  joint 
action  with  impunity.  And  he  need  not 
say  that  offences  which,  if  committed  by 
individuals,  would  be  punished  could  not 
be  allowed  to  pass  unnoticed  merely  be- 
cause several  Members  were  the  joint 
offenders.  On  the  night  when  27  Mem- 
bers were  suspended  it  had  been  his 
fate  to  begin  the  same  sentence  seven 
times,  and  as  often  to  be  interrupted  at 
the  same  point.  The  interruption  was 
disorderly,  and  was  punished  by  sus- 
pension in  each  case;  but  if  three  or 
four  Members  were  to  interrupt  simul- 
taneously a  still  grosser  disorder  would 
have  to  be  allowed,  unless  resort  was 
had  to  collective  Naming.  Besides,  if 
collective  Naming  were  abolished,  how 
would  it  be  possible  to  conform  to  the 
terms  of  the  Kesolution  already  adopted 
that  every  Member  should  be  Named 
immediately  after  the  commission  of  the 
offence?     On  the  occasion  of   the  sus- 

Eension  of  27  Members  there  would 
ave  been  27  separate  divisions  in  the 
Committee,  followed  by  27  more  in  the 
House,  making  54  divisions  in  all.  It 
would  be  difficult,  he  believed,  to  intro- 
duce a  clause  which  would  make  it  clear 
in  what  s^nse  the  5Srd  or  54th  of  those 


divisions  corresponded  with  or  fulfilled 
the  Rule  which  they  had  justly  and 
wisely  laid  down  that  a  Member  should 
be  Named  immediately  after  the  com- 
mission of  the  offence.  Again,  he  would 
ask,  was  the  27th  or  any  other  Member 
bound  to  remain  in  the  House  while  all 
the  others  were  being  punished  ?  They 
had  no  means  of  making  him  remain, 
and  he  believed  that  if  they  did  not  retain 
collective  Naming  in  those  particular 
cases  they  would  get  into  hopeless  con- 
fusion. In  fact,  it  would  practically 
come  to  this — that  one  would  be  punished 
for  the  collective  act  and  the  others  would 
go  free.  They  would  thus  be  placed  in 
the  difficulty  of  selecting  a  Member  to 
punish,  which  would  be  a  most  invidious 
task,  especially  as  the  Members  who  had 
taken  part  had  probably  equally  offended 
against  the  Bules  of  the  House.  Look- 
ing at  the  matter  practically,  they  had 
felt  it  their  duty  to  meet,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, the  desire  which  existed,  and  which 
they  themselves  shared,  to  reduce  to  the 
very  lowest  point  this  collective  Naming ; 
but  they  could  not  be  responsible  for 
withdrawing  from  the  House  the  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  whether  it  was  willing 
to  run  the  risks  of  allowing  not  only 
collective  disorder,  but  collective  dis- 
regard of  the  authority  of  the  Chair, 
to  pass  with  impunity.  He  therefore 
begged  to  submit  this  Amendment  to 
the  House. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment,  to 
add  the  words  "  Provided  also.  That  not  more 
than  one  Member  shall  be  named  at  the  same 
time,  unless  for .  disregarding  the  authority  of 
the  Chair,  nor  unless  several  Members,  present 
together,  have  jointly  committed  the  act  for 
which  they  are  named." — {Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Ma.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  moved,  as 
an  Amendment,  to  leave  out  all  the 
words  after  the  word  **  time."  He  con- 
sidered that  the  punishing  of  Members 
collectively  would  act  unjustly  to  Mem- 
bers, and,  at  the  same  time,  would  be 
disrespectful  to  the  constituencies  which 
those  Members  might  represent.  Even 
if  the  consumption  of  time  were  as 
great  as  the  Prime  Minister  represented 
it  would  be,  it  would  not  be  so  g^eat  an 
evil  as  the  disfranchising  of  constitu- 
ences  in  the  wholesale  way  that  was 
proposed. 
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Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
"  time/'  in  line  2,  to  the  end  of  the  proposed 
Amendment. — (Jfr.  Arthur  Arnold.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word 
<  unless '  stand  part  of  the  said  proposed 
Amendment." 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
said,  the  Prime  Minister  had  endea- 
voured to  minimize  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  to  a  very  great  extent,  and 
he  was  very  grateful  for  the  points  he 
had  already  yielded.  He  felt  bound, 
however,  to  look  beyond  the  present 
moment  and  estimate  what  might  happen 
in  the  future.  The  1st  Resolution  then 
proposed  gave  to  a  majority  the  right  of 
silencing  a  minority ;  out  that  proposal 
had  been  modified,  and  he  must  look  at 
what  was  likely  to  happen  in  the  future 
under  that  Rule.  In  1 872  he  remembered 
an  occasion  when  the  Turnpike  Acts 
Continuance  Bill  was  before  the  House 
of  Oommons.  The  Select  Oommittee  on 
the  Bill,  with  Lord  George  Oavendish 
in  the  Chair,  pro[>osed  an  Instruction 
that  highway  districts  should  be  made 
compulsory  throughout  the  whole  of 
England.  Many  who  sat  on  this  side  of 
the  House  thought  the  proposal  such  an 
innovation,  and  so  opposed  to  the  wishes 
of  the  agriculturist  community  generally, 
that  they  used  every  Form  of  uie  House 
to  defeat  the  proposal,  and  the  result  was 
that  one  day  at  4  o'clock  the  noble  Lord 
withdrew  his  proposal.  He  believed 
that  the  Prime  Minister,  who  was  at  the 
time  also  Prime  Minister,  raised  his 
powerful  voice  against  the  noble  Lord's 
proposal.  In  the  hands  of  a  future 
Speaker  and  Chairman,  with  the  Govern- 
ment proposal  before  them,  such  a  Bill 
as  the  one  he  had  referred  to  would  have 
been  passed,  though  strongly  opposed  by 
many  Members  of  the  House,  f ' '  No ! "] 
He  heard  some  hon.  Members  say 
''No!"  but  did  they  forget  what  had 
taken  place  with  regard  to  the  flogging 
proposals  in  the  Army  Discipline  Bill 
and  on  the  Public  Works  Loan  Bill, 
when  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  so  strongly 
opposed  his  Predecessor  in  Office? 
Believing  that  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  would  prevent  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  doing  their  duty,  and  that  it 
would  hamper  minorities  greatly  in 
their  stand  against  bad  legislation,  he 


should  support  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Salford. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGSobserved,  that 
the  only  argument  of  the  Prime  Minister 
in  favour  of  collective  suspension  was 
that  it  would  save  time.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  venture  to  assert 
that  g^eat  injustice  might  not  be  done 
under  the  Rule.  In  his  opinion,  there 
was  no  objection  to  Naming  Members 
collectively ;  but  he  could  not  see  why 
the  vote  for  their  suspension  should  not 
be  taken  separately.  He  supposed  it 
was  of  no  use  to  appeal  to  the  House ; 
but  with  the  exception  of  the  question 
of  time,  he  knew  no  reason  why  they 
should  not  show  some  deference  to  the 
strong  feeling  on  this  subject  which  un- 
doubtedly existed  below  the  Gangway. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  did  not  want  to  have  any  more 
wrangling  with  the  Government  on.  this 
point — he  had  had  about  enough  already 
— but  he  wished  to  make  a  suggestion 
to  the  Prime  Minister.  He  had  some 
little  fear  whether  the  second  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  Proviso  would 
not  make  collective  suspension  possible 
without  the  whole  of  the  Members  Named 
having  disregarded  the  authority  of  the 
Chair.  He  therefore  suggested  that 
that  part  should  be  omitted,  and  that 
other  words  should  be  inserted,  so  that 
the  Proviso  should  run  simply — 

*'  ProTided  that  not  more  than  one  Member 
ahall  be  named  at  the  same  time,  ixnleea  several 
Members  present  together  have  jointly  disre- 
garded the  authority  of  the  Chair." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  Arnold) 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment,  he 
would  be  happy  to  accept  the  suggeetion 
of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  understood  the  object 
of  the  Besolution  to  be  to  punish  a  Mem- 
ber or  Members  for  offences  committed 
at  some  one  Sitting  of  the  House.  He 
feared  that  that  was  left  in  some  am- 
biguity by  the  present  phraseology  of 
the  Bule ;  and  in  order  to  prevent  some 
future  occupant  of  the  Chair  from  punish- 
ing a  Member  at  one  Sitting  for  an  of- 
fence committed  on  a  previous  occasion, 
he  thought  the  words  **  during  that  Sit- 
ting of  the  House  "  should  be  inserted 
in  the  Resolution. 

Sib  B.  ASSHETON  OBOSS  said,  he 
did  not  think  that  there  was  any  fear  of 
the  Besolution  being  construed  in  the 
way  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
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Ghiildford  (Mr.  Onslow).  He  was  glad 
that  the  Government  had  accepted  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock,  which  would  remove 
a  latent  ambigaitj  in  the  Besolution. 
He  would  suggest  that  the  hon.  Membdr 
for  Salford  should  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment in  order  that  it  might  be  accepted. 
The  hon.  Member  would  again  be  able  to 
raise  the  question  now  under  debate. 
With  regard  to  that  question,  he  still 
retained  the  opinion  that  there  was  dan- 
ger in  permitting  a  number  of  Members 
to  be  Named  collectively. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOOK  suggested  that 
the  Proviso  might  be  simplified  by  the 
omission  of  the  words  "  present  to- 
gether." 

Mb.  WALTER  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  there  were  two  kinds  of  Obstruction 
— one  negative  and  the  other  positive — 
and  that  they  required  different  treat- 
ment. When  a  number  of  Members, 
whether  few  or  many,  sat  in  their  places 
when  the  Speaker  called  for  a  division, 
it  was  olearly  a  case  of  negative  Obstruc- 
tion, and  there  could  be  no  mistake  what- 
ever in  dealing  with  a  case  of  that  kind. 
But  when  positive  Obstruction  took  place, 
as  would  happen  if  the  Prime  Minister 
were  interrupted  in  his  speech,  there  was 
a  possible  danger  of  mistake.  In  such 
cases  there  might  be  a  difficulty  in  iden- 
tifying the  guilty  Members  amid  the 
disturoance.  He  thought  that  these  two 
different  cases  of  Obstruction  required  to 
be  dealt  with  in  a  totally  different  man- 
ner. Negative  collective  Obstruction,  as 
where  a  Member  or  Members  refused  to 
'  leave  the  House  on  a  division,  he  should 
like  to  see  dealt  with  collectively  ;  but, 
in  his  opinion,  there  still  remained  some 
ground  for  doubting  the  expediency  of 
including  in  a  collective  vote  several 
Members  alleged  to  be  guilty  of  positive 
Obstruction. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  supported 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford.  In  his  opinion,  there  was  much 
force  in  the  argument  that  by  taking  a 
collective  vote  an  independent,  conscien- 
tious Member  might  be  compelled  to 
allow  the  guilty  to  escape  in  order  that 
the  innocent  should  not  be  punished. 
He  thought  there  was  some  fear  also 
that  a  doctrine  of  constructive  Obstruc- 
tion might  be  set  up  by  which  a  Member 
would  be  punished  at  one  Sitting  for  his 
conduct  on  former  occasions.  The  obj  ec- 
tions  to  the  Amendment  were  serious, 
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and  he  wished  the  Prime  Minister  would 
see  his  way  to  relieve  the  House  from 
the  difficulty. 

Mr.  GRANTHAM  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  words  proposed  by  the  Prime 
Minister  really  expressed  his  views,  and 
regarded  the  instance  furnished  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  of  a  number 
of  Members  pulling  the  Chairman  or  the 
Speaker  out  of  the  Chair  as  the  only 
instance  yet  given  of  joint  or  collective 
action.  The  instances  relied  on  by  the 
Prime  Minister  of  Members  not  rising 
in  their  places,  or  sitting  in  the  House 
when  ordered  to  leave,  were  really  sepa- 
rate actions,  unless  they  could  show  that 
the  Members  were  acting  in  concert. 
He  hoped  the  Proviso  would  not  be 
adopted  without  considerable  modifica- 
tion. 

Babon  henry  DE  worms,  as 
they  must  choose  between  two  evils, 
thought  that  the  Cesser  was  to  be  found 
in  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford.  It  was  admitted  on  all 
sides  that  there  was  a  possibility  of  mis-' 
take  arising  out  of  the  question  of  col- 
lective Naming.  It  was  surely  not  un- 
reasonable to  ask  that  the  same  Rule 
should  apply  to  the  suspension  of  Mem- 
bers as  applied  to  criminal  trials.  A 
memorable  case  had  just  concluded  in 
Ireland  ;  but  the  prisoners  had  not  been 
tried  together.  Why  should  Members 
of  Parliament  be  placed  at  a  greater  dis- 
advantage ?  The  Amendment,  however, 
looked  as  though  the  Government  wanted 
to  whitewash  the  proceedings  of  last 
Session. 

Mb.  J.  HOLLONDsaid,  the  House  was 
placed  in  a  very  awkward  position  from 
the  fact  that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford  proposed  to  omit 
some  very  valuable  words.  If  Members 
offended  jointly,  he  could  not  see  why 
they  should  not  be  punished  jointly ; 
but  there  was  no  reason  why  a  joint  vote 
should  be  taken.  He  was  prepared,  if 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  was 
negatived,  to  move  some  such  words  as 
these  at  the  end  of  the  Prime  Minister's 
Amendment — 

fin  such  case  the  names  of  such  Members 
should  be  put  from  the  Chair  separately,  and 
the  provisions  of  the  fourth  Kesolution  as  to  the 
taking  of  divisions  should  apply.*' 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  observed,  that 
the  time  might  come  when  the  House 
wo^ld  have  to  decide  the  most  important 
issues,  one  way  ot  l\i^  oiNXiet  ^Ny^  \£kS^^* 
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litieB  of  5,  6,  7,  8,  9,  or  10.  He  was 
unwilling  to  believe  in  abuses ;  at  the 
same  time,  this  House  should  guard  its 
action  against  the  suspicion  of  abuse, 
and  he  thought  that  the  whole  system 
of  collective  punishment  would  be  liable 
to  the  imputation  that  collective  punish- 
ment had  been  inflicted  for  Party  and 
political  purposes.  The  loss  of  time, 
under  the  present  Bule,  in  Naming  in- 
dividuals guilty  of  offences  against  the 
authority  of  the  Speaker  or  the  good 
order  of  the  House,  would  be  infinitesi- 
mal when  compared  with  the  possible 
discredit  which  might  follow  upon  abuse 
in  the  collective  punishment  of  Members. 
He  most  sincerely  hoped,  therefore,  that, 
whether  modified  or  not  according  to 
the  suggestions  of  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Hollond),  the  offences  of  Members 
would  be  treated  individually  as  offences 
were  brought  before  the  tribunal  of  a 
Court  of  Law,  and  the  punishment  in- 
dividually awarded. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  was 
sorry  that  the  discussion  had  been  kept 
up  so  long ;  but  it  was  one  of  vital  im- 
portance to  Members  from  Ireland.  The 
only  valid  reason  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  suggested  for  the  views  of 
the  Government — namely,  the  saving  of 
time — was  disposed  of  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Brighton  (Mr.  Hollond),  who 
suggested  a  method  by  which  delay 
would  be  almost  entirely  prevented.  The 
Prime  Minister  was,  in  reality,  fighting 
a  shadow  when  he  attempted  seriously 
to  make  such  a  state  of  things  as  the 
Speaker  being  pulled  from  the  Chair  by 
a  number  of  hon.  Members  the  basis  for 
legislation.  If  this  proposal  were  ac- 
cepted it  would  be  in  the  power  of  the 
Chairman  or  the  Speaker  practically  to 
disfranchise  a  large  number  of  the  con- 
stituencies of  Ireland.  By  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  a  number  of  Irish 
Members  might  be  suspended  and  their 
constituencies  disfranchised  for  a  week, 
a  month,  or  for  the  remainder  of  the 
Session,  while  important  Irish  Business 
was  being  transacted.  Why  should  the 
Government  persist  in  their  present 
course,  in  spite  of  the  almost  unanimous 
opinion  of  Members  on  that  (the  Oppo- 
sition) side,  and  the  opinion  of  very 
many  of  their  own  supporters  ? 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  it  was  quite 
evident  that  the  House  did  not  want  for 
the  future  to  vote  for  such  a  thing  as  the 
collective  suspension  of   16   Members, 

Mr,  Newdegate 


some  of  whom  might  be  innocent,  while 
it  was  admitted  that  there  might  be  a 
necessity  for  thejoint  Naming  of  several 
Members.  The  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Hollond)  was, 
therefore,  a  good  one,  and  might  be 
added  with  advantage  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
V^ood  stock 

Mr.  (K)SCHEN  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
had  recommended  the  GK>vernment  to 
make  further  concessions  by  adopting 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Brighton  (Mr.  Hollond).  But  what 
assurance  had  the  Government,  if  they 
did  accept  that  suggestion,  that  the 
House  would  support  them  after  all? 
It  appeared  to  him  the  Government  in 
this  matter  had  accepted  suggestions 
from  the  House  in  a  most  conciliatory 
spirit,  and  had  gone  from  point  to  point 
to  meet  the  views  of  the  House  ;  but  it 
would  appear  that  was  of  no  avail  with 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  ["No,  no !  "] 
He  meant  as  regarded  what  the  Prime 
Minister  thought  necessary  for  main- 
taining the  authority  of  the  Chair. 
They  must  remember  that  the  Govern- 
ment, in  proposing  this  Resolution,  had 
a  very  difficult  and  disagreeable  task  to 
perform.  It  could  not  be  agreeable  to 
the  Government  to  insist  upon  these 
stringent  Rules,  which,  nevertheless,  they 
believed  to  be  necessary  for  maintaining 
the  authority  of  the  Chair.  If  there 
was  a  feeling  in  the  House  with  regard 
to  the  danger  that  might  arise  from 
abuse  of  the  proposed  Rule,  they  must 
not  forget  the  danger  also  from  con-* 
tinned  disregard  of  the  authority  of  the 
Chair,  a  danger  of  which  they  had  had 
experience.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sal- 
ford  TMr.  Arnold)  said  that  it  was  only 
Memoers  below  the  Gangway,  and  an 
hon.  Member  opposite  said  that  it  was 
only  Irish  Members  who  would  fall 
under  the  Rule.  Now,  if  he  sat  below 
the  Gangway  he  would  repudiate  the 
suggestion  that  it  was  only  Members  in 
that  quarter  who  would  disregard  the 
authority  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  STUART- WORTLET  observed 
that  the  proposal  of  the  Government  in- 
volved this  manifest  inconvenience — that 
the  House  would  have  no  alternative 
but  to  find  all  guilty  or  to  acquit  all. 
That  was  a  principle  which  would  not 
be  found  to  exist  in  any  country  in  the 
world. 
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Mr.  PARNELL  said  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  lectured  the  Qovem- 
ment  for  having  given  concessions  to 
that  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  did  not  for  a 
moment  censure  or  criticize  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  concessions  they  had  made. 
His  argument  was  that  the  concessions 
of  the  Government  entitled  them  to  con- 
sideration. He  shared  the  view  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  these  conces- 
sions. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  entitled  to  consideration 
on  account  of  the  concessions  they  had 
made.    But  what  he  contended  was  that 
80  little  remained  of  the  objectionable 
features  of  the  Hule,  and  they  were  so 
liable  to  misconception,  that  they  ought 
to  be  got  rid  of  altogether.     The  only 
example  which  had  been  given  by  the 
Prime  Minister  as  to  the  necessity  for 
this  Eule  was  the  occasion  of  the  sus- 
pension of  a  large  number  of  Members 
last  Session  for  refusing  to  leave  the 
House  when  a  division  was  called.     He 
admitted  that  if  it   were  apprehended 
that  such  a  case  as  that  were  likely  to 
occur  again,  the  House  would  be  justified 
in  arming  the  Speaker  with  power  to 
suspend  the  Members  in  question  collec- 
tively ;  but  he  put  it  to  the  Government 
whether  it  was  worth  while  to  retain  in 
the  Bule  a  provision  of  this  kind,  which 
was  liable  to  abuse  and  misconstruction, 
in  order  to  guard  against  such  a  remote 
contingency  as  that  ?    These  Bules  had 
been  brought  forward  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  the  House  to  transact  its 
Business,  not  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
the  Government  of  the  day  to  get  rid  of 
a  minority  of  its  opponents  summarily ; 
and  even  if  such  an  occurrence  as  that 
recited  were  to  take    place    again,   it 
would  form  a  very  small  impediment 
to  the  transaction  of  Business  in  com- 
parison with  the  amount  of  time  which 
had  been  wasted  in  the  discussion  of  this 
Eule,    and  the  heat  which  had  been 
evoked  in  this  discussion.     He  therefore 
appealed    to    the    Government    to    re- 
consider whether  they  could  not  give 
this  further  concession  in  response  to  an 
opposition  to  the  Eule  which  he  sub- 
mitted had  not  exceeded  the  bounds  of 
fairness,  and  which  had  been  conducted 
with    good    taste?     He    regarded    the 
Eule  as  now  amended  with  the  greatest 
possible  suspicion  and  misgiving;  and 


he  feared  very  much  that  some  day  or 
other  the  Chairman  of  Committees  would 
be  tempted  to  use  it  in  a  manner  never 
contemplated  by  Parliament. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :-- Ayes  127  ;  Noes 
73  :  Majority  64.— (Div.  List,  No.  392.) 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  2  of  the  said  proposed  Amendment, 
to  leave  out  the  words  *'for  disregarding  the 
authority  of  the  Chair,  nor  unless."— (Zorrf 
Randolph  Churchill.) 

Question,  ''That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  2  of  tho  said  proposed  Amendment, 
to  leave  out  the  words  "  committed  the  act  for 
which  they  are  named,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
words  "  disregarded  the  authority  of  the  Chair." 
— [Lord  Randolph  Churchill.) 

Question,  ''  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  to  add,  at  the  end 
of  the  proposed  Amendment,  the  words 
"  disregard  the  authority  of  the  Chair." 
— (Zor5  Randolph  Churchill,') 

Mr.  ONSLOW  proposed,  after  the 
word  "  disregarded,"  to  insert  the  words 
**  during  that  sitting  of  the  House."  It 
appeared  evident  &om  the  Speaker's 
ruling  on  a  previous  occasion,  as  well  as 
by  an  answer  given  by  the  Speaker  to 
a  Question  put  by  him  on  July  3,  that 
it  was  possible  for  Members,  when  there 
was  an  evident  combination  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obstructing  debate,  to  come 
within  the  Eule.  Under  those  ciroum- 
stanoes  a  distinct  limitation  should  be 
put  upon  it.  It  was  impossible  to  say 
that  some  future  Speaker  might  not 
think  that  offences  which  had  been  con- 
tinuing for  some  time  had  culminated  on 
a  certain  occasion,  although  that  offence 
had  been  committed  on  several  days 
previously.  The  same  objection  applied 
to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
who  might  again  entertain  that  view. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  insert  after  the 
word  '*  disregarded,"  the  words  **  during 
that  sitting." — {Mr.  Onslow.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
'  during  that  sitting  '  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  ^«a  csii<i  ^\  •Ocka>sRk 
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which  almost  made  him  despair  of  trans- 
acting the  Business  of  the  House,  for 
he  had  made  a  long  citation  which  had 
not  the  slightest  reference  to  the  ques- 
tion. They  had  no  concern  with  Ob- 
Btmction  in  the  Proviso  they  were  dis- 
cussing, because  from  the  first  they  had 
separated  Obstruction  from  disregard  of 
the  authority  of  the  Chair;  and  the 
mixture  of  these  things  existed  only  in 
the  mind  of  the  hon.  Member.  He  en- 
tirely agreed  with  the  object  of  the  hon. 
Member  ;  but  his  Amendment  was  fatal 
to  his  object.  It  would  introduce  the 
mischievous  principle  that  one  act  in 
disregard  of  the  authority  of  the  Chair 
might  be  considered  with  reference  to 
previous  acts  of  disregard,  and  this 
would  be  a  total  innovation,  as  each  act 
of  disregard  must  be  considered  inde- 
pendently and  at  once  dealt  with. 

Amendment    to    the    said    proposed 
Amendment,  by  leave,  wtthdraum. 


Question,  ''That  the  words  'disre- 
garded the  authority  of  the  Chair '  be 
there  added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  **  That  the  words  '  Provided 
also,  That  not  more  than  one  Member 
shall  be  named  at  the  same  time,  unless 
several  Members,  present  together,  have 
jointly  disregarded  the  authority  of  the 
Chair '  be  added  at  the  end  of  the  fore- 
going Amendment,*'  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  GORST  proposed  to  add  words 
giving  the  House  power  to  revoke  a  sus- 
pension by  a  Besolution. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  add,  at  the 
end  of  the  Standing  Order,  the  words 
*'  or  of  revoking  any  such  suspension  by 
a  Besolution." — {^Mr,  Oorat,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  most 
distinctly  under  the  impression  that  the 
Amendment  was  unnecessary,  as  it  would 
be  setting  forth  in  terms  a  matter  that 
was  altogether  indisputable.  Being  re- 
luctant to  introduce  a  matter  that  would 
be  a  re-enactment  of  a  power  that  the 
House  already  posseesea,  he  appealed 
to  the.  Speaker  for  his  ruling  upon  the 
point. 

Mr.  SPEAEJ^H  replied,  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  was  superfluous,  as  the 
House  already  had  the  power  it  was  pro- 
posed to  confer  by  the  Amendment. 

Mr,  Gladefone 


Mr.  GORST :  After  your  statement, 
Sir,  I  ask  leave  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHELL 
moved  to  add  to  the  Resolution  a  Proviso 
that  if  any  Member  so  suspended  should 
thereafter  vacate  his  seat  and  be  re- 
elected a  Member  of  the  House,  such 
order  of  suspension  should  not  be  deemed 
to  be  in  force  against  him.  The  noble 
Lord  referred  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  as  showing  that  when  a  Member 
was  re-elected  he  became  a  new  person 
altogether,  and  was  freed  from  previous 
disabilities. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
the  Amendment  was  unnecessary,  as  it 
was  clear  that  a  Member  on  ceasing  to 
be  a  Member  of  the  House  passed  out 
of  its  j  urisdiction  altogether.  On  return- 
ing to  the  House  he  entered  it  as 'a  new 
man. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  case  re- 
ferred to  by  the  noble  Lord  was  quite 
in  point. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  put,  "That  the  Standing 
Order,  as  amended,  be  agreed  to." 

The  House  divided  :  — Ayes  161  ; 
Noes  19:  Majority  142.— (Div.  List, 
No.  393.) 

(9.)  Heiolvedy  That,  whenerer  any  Member 
shall  have  been  named  by  the  Speaker,  or  by 
the  Chainnan  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  immediately  after  the  commission  of  the 
offence  of  disregarding  the  authority  of  the 
Chair,  or  of  abusinpf  the  Rules  of  the  House  by 
persistently  and  wilfuUy  obstmotiDg  the  busi- 
ness of  the  House,  or  otherwise,  then,  if  tiie 
offence  has  been  committed  by  such  Member  in 
the  House,  the  Spea&er  shall  forthwith  put  the 
Question,  on  a  Motion  being  made,  no  amend- 
ment, adjournment,  or  debate,  being  allowed^ 
**  That  such  Member  be  suspended  from  the  ser- 
vice of  the  House ;"  and,  if  the  offenoe  has  been 
committed  in  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Hoiub, 
the  Chairman  shall,  on  a  Motion  being  made, 
put  the  same  Question  in  a  similar  way,  and  if 
the  Motion  is  carried  shall  forthwith  Buspaad 
the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  and  report  the 
circumstance  to  the  House;  and  the  Speaker 
shall  thereupon  put  the  same  Question,  without 
amendment,  adjournment,  or  debate,  as  if  the 
offence  had  been  committed  in  the  House  itself. 
If  any  Member  be  suspended  under  this  Order, 
his  suspension  on  the  first  occasion  ahall  ooo- 
tinue  for  one  week,  on  the  second  occasion  for  a 
fortnight,  and  on  the  third,  or  any  subsequent 
occasion,  for  a  month :  Provided  always.  That 
suspension  from  the  service  of  the  House  shall 
not  exempt  the  Member  so  suspended  from. 
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in^  on  any  Committee  for  the  consideration  of  a 
Private  Bill  to  which  he  may  have  been  ap- 
pointed before  his  suspension  :  Provided  also, 
That  not  more  than  one  Member  shall  be  named 
at  the  same  time,  unless  several  Members,  pre- 
sent together,  have  jointly  disregarded  the 
authority  of  the  Chair :  Provided  always.  That 
nothing  in  this  Resolution  shall  be  taken  to 
deprive  the  House  of  the  power  of  proceed- 
ing against  any  Member  according  to  ancient 
usages. 

Further  Consideration  of  the  New 
Eules  of  Procedure  deferred  till  To- 
mar  rote, 

Uouse  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    L0KD8, 
Ihuradayy    23rJ  November ^    1882. 


Their  Lordships  met  this  day  at  Eleyen 
of  the  olook  for  the  despatch  of  Judicial 
Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Two 

o'clock,  till" To-morrow,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday f  23rd  November,  1882. 


MINUTES.]  —  New  Writ  iMvm—For  the 
borough  of  Wigan,  v.  Francis  Sharp  Powell, 
esquire,  whose  Election  has  been  declared  to 
void. 

MOTION. 

PARLIAMENT— WIGAN  NEW  WRIT. 

RESOLUTION. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  to  make 
out  a  new  Writ  for  the  Election  of  a  J^Iember 
to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  bo- 
rough of  Wigan,  in  the  room  of  Francis  Sharp 
Powell,  esquire,  'whose  Election  has  been  de- 
clared to  be  void." — {Mr.  Winn.) 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
HsNRT    James)   eaid,   that  before  the 


Motion  was  acceded  to,  he  was  very 
anxious  to  state  publicly  that  the  sus- 
pension of  the  Writ  for  Wigan  for  nearly 
two  years  had  not  been  the  result  of  any 
arrangement  whatever  between  political 
Parties  in  that  House,  but  that  all  had 
been  done  in  the  matter  had  been  done 
openly  and  publicly  before  the  House. 
In  opposing  a  Motion  made  some  time 
ago  by  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry (Mr.  Lewis),  the  view  he  ex- 
pressed, that  further  time  ought  to  elapse 
before  the  Writ  was  issued,  was  ex- 
pressed only  in  the  House,  and  had  been 
acted  upon  until  the  present  time.  Now 
that  the  present  Motion  was  made,  he 
thought  it  right  to  rise  and  protest 
against  its  being  supposed  that  the 
suspension  of  Writs  by  the  House  with- 
out due  inquiry  before  a  proper  tribunal 
was  a  course  that  ought  to  be  encouraged ; 
and  he  thought  the  House  ought  in 
some  way  to  mark  its  opinion  that  the 
practice  should  not  be  made  a  prece- 
dent. His  own  view  was  that  the  vote 
by  which  the  House,  in  August,  1881, 
refused  to  assent  to  an  inquiry  being  in- 
stituted upon  the  Report  of  the  learned 
Judge  that  corrupt  practices  had  ex- 
tensively prevailed  at  Wigan,  was  much 
to  be  regretted.  Up  to  that  time  it  had 
always  been  held  that  an  inquiry  should 
follow  such  a  Report  from  the  learned 
Judge  who  tried  an  Election  Petition ; 
and  the  suspension  of  Writs  without  a 
further  inquiry  was  only  a  rough-and- 
ready  method  of  doing  justice,  and  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  more  proper  method  of  a 
regular  investigation.  He  hoped  that 
the  House  would  mark  the  course  fol- 
lowed in  that  case  as  one  which  ought 
not  to  be  pursued  again  in  like  circum- 
stances, and  that  the  refusal  of  an  in- 
quiry would  not  be  drawn  into  a  prece- 
dent. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
that  the  Attorney  General  was  quite 
right  in  stating  that  all  that  had  been 
done  on  the  one  side  or  the  other  in  re- 
gard to  that  Writ  took  place  openly  in 
the  House,  and  that  there  was  no  conceal- 
ment or  arrangement  in  connection  with 
it.  Personally,  he  was  not  a  party  to  the 
vote,  having  been  absent  from  London 
at  the  time ;  and  there  was  no  reason, 
therefore,  why  he  should  say  whether  he 
considered  it  right  or  wrong.  He  en- 
tirely agreed  that,  although  that  Writ 
had  been  suspended  by  the  action  of  the 
House  iix  Qoi\Ai^^^*^3x*^^  oJl  Sickfe  '^^'^^^'^ 
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which  had  been  referred  to,  it  was  a 
matter  which  certainly  ought  not  to  be 
drawn  into  a  precedent,  because  in  ordi- 
nary circumstances,  where  action  was 
taken  against  a  constituency,  it  was 
taken,  not  by  a  vote  of  the  House,  but 
by  an  Act  of  Parliament ;  and  it  would 
not  be  Constitutional  for  the  House  to 
make  that  case  a  precedent  for  itself. 
Nevertheless,  he  felt  that  it  would  be 
most  unjust  that  the  issue  of  the  Writ 
should  be  again  refused,  as  this  Writ 
had  been  suspended  for  two  years,  and 
the  borough  could  not  be  included  in 
any  Bill  which  might  be  introduced  to 
deal  with  other  boroughs  which  had 
been  found  guilty  of  corrupt  practices. 
It  seemed  to  him,  therefore,  that  the 
time  had  come  when  it  would  be  right 
to  issue  the  Writ ;  and  he  joined  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  in 
entering  a  protest  against  that  case 
being  drawn  into  a  precedent  for  their 
future  action. 

Mr.  GOBST  said,  he  was  glad  that 
the  Attorney  General  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  were  now  ashamed  of 
the  unconstitutional  course  which  had 
been  followed  in  regard  to  that  Writ. 
He  had  himself  always  understood  that 
the  representation  in  that  House  could 
only  be  suspended  by  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  while  agreeing  that  that  case 
ought  not  to  be  drawn  into  a  precedent, 
he  went  further  and  asserted  tnat  such  a 
case  ought  not  to  have  occurred  at  all.  It 
was  right  to  suspend  the  Writ  when  it 
was  intended  to  issue  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission of  Inquiry;  but  in  August, 
1881,  the  House  refused  to  address  the 
Crown  for  a  Boyal  Commission  ;  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that  at  the  beginning  of 
the  Session,  if  the  Government  did  not 
intend  to  renew  their  proposal  of  a 
Boyal  Commission,  there  was  no  Con- 
stitutional reason  why  the  Writ  for 
Wigan  should  not  then  have  issued. 

Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  there  was  very  little  need 
for  apology  for  not  having  issued  a 
Writ;  but  he  thought  there  was  very 
great  need  of  apologizing  for  issuing 
one  in  the  case  of  a  borough  in  which  a 
learned  Judge  had  deliberately  reported 
that  in  his  belief  exceedingly  corrupt 
practices  had  prevailed,  and  jret  no  sub- 
sequent inquiry  had  been  made  upon 
that  Beport.  He  hoped  that  before  they 
had  any  case  of  this  kind  again  they 
should   have  a  more  efficient  Corrupt 

Sir  R,  Atsheion  Cross 


I  Practices  Bill ;  but  he  wished  that  this 
should  not  pass  without  a  protest  ag^nst 
the  scandal  which  it  seemed  to  him  was 
involved  in  the  issuing  of  a  Writ  of  this 
kind  without  any  inquiry  whatever. 

Mb.  LEWIS  said,  he  had  heard  the 
observations  of   the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  with 
the  utmost  astonishment.     For  the  sake 
of    public    decency    and    public    jus- 
tice the  House  ought  to  be  reminded 
of  what  had  happened.     In  May  last, 
acting  on  the  principle  now  so  tardily 
acknowledged  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  he  submitted  to  the  House 
a  Besolution'that  the  Writ  for  Wigan 
should  issue ;  and  the  Attorney  General 
had  to-day  admitted  by  implication  that 
the  state  of  circumstances  which  existed 
in  May  were  exactly  the  same  as  existed 
now.     But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man then  took  a  totally. different  course ; 
he  did  not  produce  any  precedent  for  the 
course  the  Government  then  pursued  ; 
he  remained  obdurate,  constituting  him- 
self judge  of  the  amount  of  punishment 
he  would  inflict,  through  the  Ministry, 
on  the  constituency  of  Wigan  ;  and,  by 
a  majority,  they  succeeded  in  intercept- 
ing the  Writ.     It  was  then  proposed, 
indeed,  that  no  Writ  for  certain  con- 
stituencies should  be  issued  during  the 
present  Parliament ;  but  now  the  At- 
torney General  said — ''  I  venture  to  pro- 
test against  the  issue  of  the  Writ  now 
being  made  into  a  precedent."     Who 
made  it  a  precedent  ?  Why,  the  Attorney 
General,  who  invoked  all  the  power  of 
the  Gt>vernment    to  suspend  the  Con- 
stitutional rights  of  the  constituency; 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  now 
protested  that  nobody  else  should  follow 
his  vicious  example.  Why,  if  the  hon. 
and  learned   Gentleman  had  appeared 
in    the   white    robe  of  penitence  and 
walked  from  the  Bar  to  the  Table,  he 
could  not  have  done  more  to  show  that 
he  stigmatized  his  own  conduct. 

Thb  ATTOBNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  explained  that  what  he 
protested  against  was  the  course  taken 
of  not  issuing  a  Commission  upon  the 
Beport  of  the  learned  Judge  that  cor- 
rupt practices  prevailed,  and  which 
rendered  it  necessary  for  the  House  to 
take  the  subsequent  course,  which,  he 
trusted,  would  not  be  repeated. 

Mb.  LEWIS  said,  he  was  sorry  if  he 
failed  to  understand  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.      If  the  hon.  and  learned 
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Gentleman  had  said  he  had  made  a 
mistake  and  regretted  what  he  had  done, 
that  would  be  a  different  matter ;  but  the 
Government  were  not  sinners  in  this 
matter  alone,  for  there  were  other 
boroughs  besides  Wigan  that  were  ex- 
isting politically  between  life  and  death. 
Last  year,  instead  of  dealing  with  them, 
they  introduced  their  Corrupt  Practices 
Bill ;  and,  by  a  curious  coincidence,  it 
was  not  until  the  Liberal  Party  had  at 
last  found  a  candidate  that  the  Writ  was 
issued.  He  congratulated  them  upon 
the  coincidence.  The  consequence  would 
be  that  what  with  the  cUture  and  the  new 
method  of  issuing  Writs  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  only  shut  the  mouths 
of  the  Opposition,  but  take  away  their 
seats  also  by  waiting  until  it  was  con- 
venient to  fill  up  a  vacancy.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  hon.  Members  opposite, 
who  were  secure  in  their  seats,  thought 
it  of  no  importance  that  other  constitu- 
encies should  be  represented ;  but  he 
trusted  the  electors  of  Wigan  would  not 
easily  forget  the  way  in  which  they  had 
been  treated  by  the  Attorney  General, 
but  would  recollect  that  through  this 
impropriety  of  conduct  they  had  re- 
mained for  six  months  without  a  Ke- 
presentative.  He  would  like  to  aek  any 
Oonstitutional  lawyer  in  that  House, 
what  excuse  was  there  for  delaying 
the  issue  of  the  Writ  for  one  hour  when 
the  House  had  once  decided  against  the 
issue  of  a  Commission  ?  They  were 
entitled  to  the  issue  of  their  Writ 
immediately ;  but  the  Motion  was  op- 
posed by  the  whole  force  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 220  Members  formed  the  ma- 
jority in  the  division  that  was  taken, 
and  they  were  all  the  supporters  of  the 
Government.  [Mr.  Arthur  Arnold  :  I 
did  not.]  He  (Mr.  Lewis)  was  very 
glad  to  find  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  the  one  virtuous  Member,  and 
supposed  that  the  propinquity  of  the 
borough  of  Salford  to  that  of  Wigan 
exerted  a  favourable  influence  upon 
his  conduct.  What  he  wished  to 
point  out  was  this — These  proceedings 
were  carried  on  in  the  name  of  purity 
of  election,  and  in  order  to  exercise  a 
favourable  influence  upon  constituencies ; 
but  their  only  result  would  be  to  con- 
tribute to  the  corruption  which  had  pre- 
viously existed.  He  was  happy  to  find, 
however,  that  although  the  Attorney 
General  had  not  confessed  his  sin,  he 
had  at  least  owned  tha(  the  ray  of  justice 


and  duty  had  penetrated  his  conscienoe 
and  was  contented  at  last  to  allow  the 
Writ  to  be  issued. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  speech  they  had  just  .listened  to 
would  have  been  a  very  suitable  one  for 
an  election  meeting  ;  but  it  compared 
very  unfavourably  with  the  tone  and 
spirit  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- West 
Lancashire  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross), 
whose  constituency,  in  point  of  pro- 
pinquity, was  somewhat  nearer  to  Wigan 
than  Derry.  But  he  would  not  have 
risen  to  take  part  in  the  debate  had 
not  the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry 
(Mr.  Lewis)  misunderstood,  and  there- 
fore misstated,  what  fell  from  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  that 
he  regretted  that  upon  the  Report  having 
been  made  by  the  Judges  who  tried  the 
Petition  the  invariable  custom  of  issu- 
ing a  Commission  had  not  been  fol- 
lowed ;  and  he  added  that  that  was  a 
circumstance  that  he  trusted  would  never 
be  repeated.  He  distinctly  stated  that 
he  hoped  the  method  adopted  in  the 
case  of  Wigan  would  never  in  the  future 
be  drawn  into  a  precedent ;  and  he  re- 
ferred to  the  method  then  adopted  as 
an  inconvenient  practice.  The  House 
adopted  a  course  less  penal  than  the 
issue  of  a  Commission  in  suspending 
the  Writ.  At  the  beginning  of  the  Ses- 
sion, when  it  was  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  to  issue  a  new 
Writ,  the  House  declined  to  do  so ;  but 
it  was  publicly  stated  in  the  House,  and 
with  the  acquiescence,  he  thought,  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  that 
at  the  end  of  the  Session  the  time 
would  come  when  it  was  thought  that 
the  Writ  might  properly  be  issued. 
Therefore  the  course  was  one  thoroughly 
well  understood  and  straightforward  from 
the  first;  and  as  to  there  being  any 
connection  between  the  finding  of  the 
Liberal  candidate  and  the  issue  of  the 
Writ,  he  did  not  suppose  that  any  Mem- 
ber except  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry would  suggest  anything  of  the 
kind.  He  would  only  add  that  he  joined 
with  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  in 
hoping  that  the  course  —  which  was 
adopted  in  leniency  towards  the  con- 
stituency, and  was  not  according  to  the 
regular  rule — would  not  be  followed  in 
future  as  a  precedent,  and  that  when- 
ever Judges  made  a  Report,  a  CQmx&.\ftr 
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sloQ  for  a  proper  judicial  inquiry  should 
iflsae. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEIt  8aid>  that  the 
Home  Secretary  had  made  one  remark 
which  ought  not  to  pass  unobserved. 
It  was  that  this  course,  which  had  been 
stigmatized  by  the  Attorney  General  as 
an  inconvenient  one,  had  been  adopted 
with  the  concurrence  of  Members  sitting 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House. 

Sir  WILLIAM  H AROOURT :  What 
I  said  was  that  after  the  refUsal  to  issue 
the  Writ  was  determined  by  the  House, 
the  intimation  that  at  the  end  of  the 
Session  the  Writ  would  be  issued  was 
received  with   the   concurrence  of  the 

other  side.       

Mr.   J.  LOWTHER  said,   that    he 
entered  his  emphatic    protest    at    the 
time  against  the  unconstitutional  doc- 
trine founded  by  the  Attorney  General, 
under  which  he  took  upon  himself,  on 
his  own  fiat,   to  inflict  a  punishment 
upon  a  constituency  contrary  to  all  pre- 
cedent, and  in  the  teeth  of  what  would 
be,  under  ordinary  circumstances,  the 
will  of  the  House.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  stated  that  the  course  pur- 
sued was  most  inconvenient ;  but  he 
(Mr.  J.  Lowther)  reminded  the  House 
that  when  the  Writ  was  moved  for  the 
Attorney  General  opposed  it,   and  the 
Opposition  urged  that  the  Writ  should 
issue  unless  the  Government  were  pre- 
pared to   ask  Parliament    to  deal  by 
means    of  Statute  with  the   question. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  de- 
clined to  introduce  a  Bill,  or  to  do  any- 
thing beyond  suspending  the  Writ  on 
his  own  fiat.     It  might  not  be  the  fact 
that  the  coincidence  of  finding  a  Liberal 
candidate  was  in  any  way  connected 
with  the  mysterious  decision  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  favour  of  the  issuing  of  the 
Writ,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry (Mr.  Lewis)  suggested ;    but  it 
was  quite  clear  that  the  practice  ought 
not  to  be  drawn  into  a  precedent. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  would  not 
use  any  hard  words  in  respect  to  the 
Attorney  General,  because  he  had  told 
them  when  the  Writ  should  be  allowed 
to  issue— namely,  at  the  end  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  he  had  kept  his  word.  But 
he  wanted  to  call  attention  to  the  un- 
constitutional doctrine  that  the  House 
had  the  power  to  punish  by  suspending 
a  Writ.  It  was  not  the  case  of  a  Judge 
who  had  the  power  to  inflict  a  penalty ; 
it  was  the  case  of  a  wronged  man  acting 

Sir  fTtUiam  Ilarcourt 


as  Judge.    The  Attorney  General  was 
not  the  person  to  regulate  how  long  a 
constituency  should  be  deprived  of  ita 
Members.     He  (Mr.  Warton)  wished  to 
call  attention  to  the  serious  development 
of  this  principle.    In  1881  the  House 
passed  an  Act  suspending  the  elections 
of  a  number  of  seats.    All  those  cases 
were  adjourned  for  oonsidaiwtton  early 
in  1882.     The  (it)vernment  had  again 
done  the  same  thing,  and  adjourned 
these  cases  by  an  Act,  and  the  oases 
had  therefore  not  been  considered  by 
Parliament.     How  did  the  Government 
avoid  their    consideration — ^by  patting 
forward  the     Corrupt    Practices    Bill, 
which  might  be  a  good  Bill  or  it  might 
not  be ;  but  certainly,  by  its  enormous 
length  and  by  its  containing  a  great 
number  of  novelties,  it  was  not  likely  to 
pass  quietly  through  the  House.     The 
result  was  that  some  half-dozen  places 
were  all  deprived  of  their  Members. 
Delighted  as  he  was  to  find  that  the  un- 
constitutional doctrine  that  places  could 
be  deprived  of  their  seats  was  aban- 
doned,  he  was  sorry  to  see  another  doc- 
trine set  forth  by  the  Attorney  General 
and  the  Home  Secretary,  following  upon 
a  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Memoer  for  Launceston  (Sir  Hardinge 
Giffard),  that  the  construction  of  the  Act 
of  Parliament  did  not  render  it  impera* 
tive  upon  the  House  to  issue  a  Writ. 
He  (Mr.  Warton)  was  not  g^ing  to  be 
a  party  to  the  House  abandoning  ita 
Privileges.      There  was  the  case  of  a 
Commission  issued  in  respeot   of  the 
election  at  Northallerton,  wnioh  was  one 
of  the  purest  elections  that  ever  took 
plaoe.    These  things  were   a  lesson  to 
the  House  to  be  cautious.    The  Govern- 
ment had  not    answered   his  question 
when  they  were  going   to  fill  up  the 
other  vacant  seats  ?    Me  supposed  some 
other  great  Bill  was  to  be  brought  for- 
ward.    He  protested,  however,  againtt 
the  unconstitutional  doctrine  that  the 
issue  of    a  Commission   would  justify 
delay  in  issuing  a  Writ;   at  the  same 
time,  he  was  delighted  that  another  un- 
constitutional doctrine  had  been  aban- 
doned. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered^  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  War- 
rant to  the  Clerk  of  the  Grown  in  Chancery  to 
make  out  a  new  Writ  for  the  Eleotton  of  a 
Member  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliamfinft 
for  the  borough  of  Wigan,  in  the  room  of 
Francis  Sharp  Powell,  esfjuire,  whose  Election 
has  been  deolared  to^  void. 
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QUESTIONS. 


POLICE  AND  SANITARY  REGULATIONS 
—RECOMMENDATIONS  OF  THE  SE- 
LECT COMMITTEE. 

Dr.  OAMEEON  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  diversity  of  the  provisions 
for  the  constitution  and  punishment  of 
Police  offences  in  the  Private  Police  Acts 
in  force  in  the  various  towns  in  Scotland, 
the  different  powers  of  sanitary  super- 
vision and  administration,  and  the  dif- 
ferent rules  as  to  the  levying  of  local 
assessments  enacted  under  them  ;  whe- 
ther he  contemplates,  during  next  Ses- 
.sion,  the  introduction  of  a  general  Police 
Bill  for  Scotland,  laying  down  general 
principles  on  those  and  other  points,  and 
granting  powers  to  be  adopted  by  local 
authorities  in  whole  or  in  part ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  his  intention  will  be  made 
known  to  town  councils  and  other  local 
authorities  in  Scotland  in  time  to  prevent 
them  incurring  the  expense  of  introduc- 
ing Private  Bills  dealing  with  questions 
proposed  to  be  dealt  with  in  a  general 
measure  ? 

Tna  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoxjb)  :  I  am  aware  that  there  is 
much  diversity  in  the  provisions  of  the 
Private  Police  Acts  in  force  in  different 
towns  in  Scotland — a  diversity  which 
sometimes  proves  unsatisfactory.  I  hope 
to  be  able  during  next  Session  to  intro- 
duce a  general  Police  Bill  for  Scotland 
of  the  nature  indicated  in  the  Question, 
and  before  doing  so  I  shall  communicate 
with  the  local  authorities  referred  to. 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  will  take  into  consideration 
the  recommendations  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Police  and  Sanitaty  Regula- 
tions of  this  Session ;  and,  whether,  in 
order  to  give  effect  to  their  Report,  and 
to  put  a  stop  to  the  recent  practice  of 
altering  the  general  Law  of  the  three 
Kingdoms  by  unsystematic  and  anoma- 
lous provisions  in  Private  Police  Acts, 
he  will,  next  Session,  after  conferring 
with  the  Local  Government  Board,  either 
introduce  a  General  Police  and  Sanitary 
Clauses  Bill  for  the  United  Kingdom  on 
the  lines  suggested  by  the  honourable 
Member  for  Glasgow,  or  propose  that 
such  Standing  Orders  shall  be  adopted 
with  regard  to  the  introduction  of  Private 


Police  Bills  as  will  give  effect  to  the 
same  Report  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  am 
not  quite  sure  that  I  understand  the 
Question  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
I  imagine  this  matter  was  sufficiently 
dealt  with  by  the  Standing  Order  which 
was  passed  and  came  into  force  on  the 
11th  of  August.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  wishes  anything  further  in  the 
matter,  I  shall  be  happy  to  communicate 
with  him. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)  —  RE- 
TIRED RESIDENT  MAGISTRATES. 
Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  for  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Government  have  yet  as- 
signed pensions  to  Major  Percy  and  other 
lately  retired  Resident  Magistrates;  if 
not,  what  is  the  cause  of  the  delay,  and, 
when  will  the  matter  be  settled ;  are 
those  gentlemen,  since  their  compulsory 
retirement,  in  receipt  of  any  public 
money ;  and,  is  it  intended  to  take  into 
account,  in  settling  their  pensions,  that, 
but  for  the  reorganisation  of  the  Service, 
they  would  probably  have  held  their 
situations  for  life  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN:  The  Treasury 
Minute  assigning  pensions  to  Major 
Percy  and  all  the  other  retiring  Resi- 
dent Magistrates,  except  two,  went  over 
to  Dublin  yesterday.  These  gentlemen 
have  remained  on  full  salary  until  about 
the  4th  of  October,  and  their  pensions 
will  run  from  the  day  following  the  ces- 
sation of  their  salary.  A  delay  in  the 
award  of  a  pension  makes  no  difference 
in  the  date  of  its  commencement.  They 
are  being  pensioned  on  the  special  terms 
allowed  on  abolition  of  office;  but.it  is 
erroneous  to  suppose  that  a  Civil  servant 
has  any  right  to  look  forward  to  holding 
his  situation  for  life,  and  such  an  as- 
sumption is  specially  unwarrantable  in 
the  case  of  Resident  Magistrates,  whose 
duties  are  of  a  more  active  nature  than 
those  of  ordinary  Civil  servants. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER :  Could  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  who  the  exceptions 
are? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  I  am  not  quite 
sure]  but  I  think  Mr.  Dennehy  and  Mr. 
Byrne. 


THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION- 
COURT  VALUERS. 
Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland^ 
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Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  Memorandum  or  Beoom- 
mendation  of  the  Irish  Land  Commission 
submitted  to  the  Irish  Government  rela- 
tive to  the  appointment  of  official  Court 
Yaluers? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  The  recommen- 
dations of  the  Land  Commissioners  were 
made  partly  by  private,  partly  by  official 
Correspondence,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
documents  ought  to  be  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House. 

Mb.  GIBSON  :  Why  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN :  I  can  give  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  a  good 
instance.  Last  Session  hon.  Members 
on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House  took 
exception  to  certain  Sub- Commissioners 
being  employed  in  some  districts.  I 
corresponded  with  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners on  these  Questions,  and  I  am 
bound  to  say — looking  to  the  sort  of 
semi-official  Correspondence  which  this 
class  of  Questions  necessitates — it  will  be 
quite  impossible  to  lay  the  Correspond- 
ence on  the  Table  of  the  House.  The 
Correspondence  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Land  Commissioners  is 
extremely  diversified. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  Am  I  to  understand, 
then,  that  the  House  and  the  country 
will  not  be  given  any  document  or  Me- 
morandum whatever  to  show  what  was 
the  representation  made  by  the  indepen- 
dent Court  of  the  Irish  Land  Commis- 
sion to  the  Irish  Executive  ? 

[No  reply  was  given  to  the  Question.] 

Mb.  GIBSON:  I  will  repeat  the 
Question  to-morrow. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  AOTS-THE 
SCHOOL  BOARD  ELECTION,  BIR- 
MINGHAM. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  Whether  the 
report  is  correct  that  placards  have 
been  exhibited  upon  some  of  the  Board 
Schools  in  Birmingham,  soliciting  votes 
for  certain  candidates  in  the  forthcoming 
election  for  the  School  Board ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  considers  that  to  be  a  proper  use 
for  buildings  erected  and  maintained  out 
of  the  rates  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  received 
no  complaint  from  Birmingham  on  the 
subject  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question; 
but  an  inquiry  which  I  addressed  to  the 
Chairman  of  the  School  Board  has 
elicited  the  following  reply  from  Mr. 

Mr,  Gihion 


George  Dixon,  who  was  for  soTeral 
years  a  highly-respected  Member  of  this 
House : — 

'*  In  reply  to  your  note  of  yesterday,  I  have 
been  told  that  placards  of  the  kind  referred  to 
have  been  posted  on  one  of  our  Board  Schools ; 
but  it  has  been  done  without  the  knowledge  or 
sanction  of  the  Board,  and  the  caretakers  on  a 
former  similar  occasion  were  told  to  haye  the 
placard  washed  off.  I  object  to  our  walls  being 
so  made  use  of,  and  shall  again  bring  the  sub- 
ject before  the  Buildings  Ck>mmittee,  and  hope 
that  some  remedy  may  be  deviaed." 

This  entirely  exonerates  the  Birming- 
ham School  Board ;  and  I  take  this  op- 
portunity of  expressing  my  opinion  that 
all  schools  aided  by  Gk>vemment  grants 
should  be  held  strictly  neutral  in  elec- 
tion contests. 

STATE   OF   IRELAND  (APPREHEKDED 

DISTRESS). 

Colonel  COLTHUEST  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  any  means  of  coping 
with  exceptional  distress,  as  far  as  the 
able-bodied  poor  are  concerned,  unless 
additional  powers  are  conferred  upon 
them? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN:  Ample  relief 
may  be  afforded  to  the  able-bodied  poor 
in  the  workhouses  while  there  is  room 
therein,  and  when  the  workhouses  are 
full,  they  may  legally  be  afforded  out- 
door relief. 

Colonel  COLTHUEST  asked  if  a 
single  able-bodied  person  applied  for 
outdoor  relief  in  the  last  famine  period  ? 

[No  reply  was  g^ven  to  the  Question.] 

RAILWAYS  (INDIA)— QUETTA  AND 
OANDAHAR. 

SiK  HENRY  TYLER  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether  it 
has  now  been  decided  to  extend  the 
Railway  from  Sibi ;  and,  whether  any 
and,  if  so,  what  means  will  be  taken  to 
connect  Quetta  with  the  Indian  Railway 
system  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
It  has  not  been  decided  to  extend  the 
railway  beyond  Sibi  towards  Candahar ; 
but  a  branch  line  has  been  made  from 
Sibi  to  Fir  Chowki,  at  the  foot  of 
the  Bolan  Pass.  fThere  is,  therefore, 
no  direct  railway  communication  with 
Quetta;  but  Quetta  is  connected  with 
the  railway  system  of  India  by  a  road 
through  the  Bolan  Pass. 
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TURKEY-SHEIKH  OBEIDtlLLAH.  '*  ia^Jendod  to  feeep  on  record  the  or- 
ganization requisite  for  Buch  a  force  and 

9iK     HE!NRY    TYLER    aebed    the  to  maintain  the  necessai;  equipment  in 

Under   Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  store,  it  ia  not  deemed  adviaahle,  with 

Affairs,  Whether  there  is  any  truth  in  our  limited  establish ments,  to  create  the 

the  recent  statement  of  a  letter  haring  nudeua  of  a  force  of  Mounted  Infantry 

been  written  by  the  Sheikh  Obeidullah,  guoh  as  that  to  which  the  Question  of 

alleging  that  he  had  beeo  offered  aBsist-  the  hon.  Baronet  would  seem  to  point. 
ance  by  the  Bussiaa  Qovemment,  with 

a  view  to  the  establishment  of  a  quasi-  CRIMINAL  LAW^TUVENILE 

independent  Principality  ?  OFFENDEBS. 

Sn,    OHAELES  W.   DILKE :    We  „,.  OAEBDTr  .A«l  tb.  B.cret.r, 

kne  not  hear*  ot  any  Buoh  letl«th.v.og  „(  g^^  ,„,  ^^^  Horns  Dep.rlmeol.  if 

bean  wnlten.  „,,   Mowing   eue,    reported   in   the 

"  Sootb  Wales    DailT  Telegram,"    of 

INDIA  (FINANCE,  faj-KEMITTANOBS  November  15th,  i. ooieol :_ 

FROM  INDIA,  1812.3.  „  t^,|j„  p„,     B««.n,.-M.,r„rt  Jan. 

Mb.   E.   stanhope    asked  tbe  8e-  Erans,   aged  11.    Wmiara   Ooohlia,   aged   11, 

OretarV  of  State  for  India,    What    was  Bridget  Murphy,  aged  11,  Margaret  Fordham, 

the  total  amount  ...imaled  i.  the  Budget  ^S  \':  Su"  1^^'  '^'u'.TJI^i 

to  be  remitted  from  India  for  the  ser-  prfce,  aged  10,  ware  simimoned  by  ConrtablB 

vice   of  the  Home  OoTemnient   during  Vaaghan  for  stealing  cool.    The  Bench  sent 

the  financial    year    1882-3,  and  what  them  to  the  lock-up  for  one  day,  which  will  bs 

amount  has  been  bo  remitted  up  to  the  -^^^  "  »  ■^1,7="™ 'B"''^."',™';    "  " 

...        a                                  ^  aad  to  Bee  Buch  sighta'aB  these.    \L  he  dock  being 

present  time  (                        „^„,„„„,,  quite  fiUI  of  deUnqucnta  bo  young  that  two  of 

The  Uabquess  of   HAETINGTON  :  them,  aged  6,  wora  ordered  to  stand  down  ;  '■ 

The  amount  estimated  in  the  Budget  to  whether  it  be  the  fact  that  eonrioUons 

nw'T™*^"^,^'!.^"'"'   '^l^''  ^"^  ''ill   be   recorded  in  these  oasesj  and, 

£16,342.(100.     Of   this   sum     however,  whether  he  can  relieve  these  children 

about  £900,000  was  received  before  the  f„^  the  stigma  ol  having  a  conviction 

31st  of  March    1882    m   eicesa  of  the  recorded  against  them  ? 

revised  Estimate  for  the  year   1881-2 ;  g^^  WILLIAM  HARCOUET,  in  re- 

and£400,00OreceivedfromtheSouthern  j      ^^j^    that  the  facts  stated  in  the 

Mahratta    Eadways    Company,    which  feeport  were  probably  correct.  He,  how- 

wiU  be  expended  in  India  this  year  is  ^^^  ^^  ^^^^^i  ^^^^  gu^j^   ^^^^ 

also    treated    as   a  remittance  by   the  Everybody  must  regret  that  children  of 

Government  of  India.   These  sums  ro-  this  tender  age  shoSld  be  sent  to  prison; 

n';?„iSt,«^^"i.'u'^^°*"  ^f    '^■!?i    *°  but  those  cases  of  coal   stealing   wer^ 

£14  043.000.     The  amount  remitted  up  .^nnived  at.  if  not  instigated   by,  the 

to  the  present  time  IS  £4,603,866.  p^^^ts.  and  some  mode  of  repression 
must  be  provided.    Une  of  the  arrears 

ARMY  ORGASIZATION-MOUNTED  of  legislation  was  a  measure  which  he 

INFANTHY.  hoped  to  introduce,  whereby  he  hoped 

8ia  BALDWTN  LEIGHTON  asked  to  get  at  the  parents  and  impose  fines 

the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe-  upon   them,   which   he   believed  would 

ther,    after     the    past    ezperiencsa    of  have  far  more  effect  than  sending  the 

Mounted  Infantry,  it  is  contemplated  to  children  to  prison. 
establish   some  permanent    nucleus   of 

Buch  a  Force,  so  as  to  avoid  having  again  I-AW    AND    JUSTICE    (IRELAND) - 

to  improvise  it  in  the  face  of  the  enemy  7  TREATMENT  OF  CROWN  WITNESSES. 

Sir  ARTHUR  HATTER   (for   Mr.  Ma.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Senre- 

CciLDERs) ;  On  the  4th  of  May  the  8e-  tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

cretary  of  State   for  War   answered  a  Whether  he  is  aware  that,  at  the  meeting 

similar  Question  put  by  the  hon.  Baronet  of  the  Drumcondra  Town  Commissioners 

the  Member  for  South  Shropshire ;  but  on  last  Friday,  a  report  was  read  from 

I  presume  his   Question  is  directed  to  Mr.  John  Kelly,  the  Sanitary  Officer  of 

ascertain  whether   his  views  had  been  the  Board,  statiag  that  he  had  recently 

altered  by  tbe  experience  of  the  late  visited  the  house.   No.   19,  Richmond 

war.    In  reply,  I  have  to  say  that  while  Road,   Dublin,  which    is   occu^isd.  li-) 
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Grown  witnesses ;  that,  in  this  house  of 
five  small  rooms  and  a  kitchen,  he  had 
found  twenty  people  lodged;  that  one 
small  room,  18  feet  by  9,  was  used  as  a 
sleeping  apartment  for  seven  persons,  a 
father,  three  sons,  and  three  daughters 
— the  eldest  daughter  nineteen  years  of 
age,  the  eldest  son  fourteen — and  only 
two  beds  for  the  whole  family  ;  that  in 
another  room,  six  brothers  and  sisters, 
the  eldest  boy  thirteen,  the  eldest  girl 
eleven,  slept  together  on  two  mattresses 
placed  side  by  side  on  the  floor;  that 
the  earthen  floor  of  the  house  was  damp 
and  dirty,  the  bedding  filthy,  and  the 
most  primitive  sanitary  necessities  were 
disregarded ;  whether  the  Sub-Sanitary 
Officer  of  the  Board  was  refused  admis- 
sion to  another  House,  No.  15,  Bioh- 
mond  Road,  Dublin,  also  used  for  ac- 
commodation of  Crown  witnesses,  and, 
whether  this  house  has  been  inspected 
by  a  medical  gentleman,  Dr.  Nedley, 
who  reports  that  he  found  thirty  persons 
lodged  there;  that  he  saw  in  &ont  of 
the  house  **  a  mound  composed  of  used 
up  palliasses,  over  which  are  thrown 
the  products  of  an  adjoining  pigstye, 
and  a  garnishing  of  potato  peelings  and 
decomposing  cabbage  stalks ;"  and  that 
there  was  a  total  want  of  sewerage  and 
drainage,  and  a  g^ss  defect  in  sanitary 
accommodation;  whether  the  facts  are 
as  stated ;  whether  one  or  both  of  these 
houses  has  been  used  by  the  Crown  to 
lodge  Crown  witnesses  since  about  the 
year  1848 ;  whether  policemen  are  in 
charge  of  the  houses ;  whether  adequate 
provision  is  made  from  the  public  funds 
lor  the  housing  and  lodging  of  Crown 
witnesses  in  Dublin ;  and,  if  so,  who  re- 
ceives the  money,  and  how  is  it  ac- 
counted for ;  and,  what  steps  will  now 
be  taken  to  ascertain  whether  there  has 
been  embezzlement  of  the  public  money; 
to  look  after  the  condition  of  the  inmates 
of  those  houses;  and  to  punish  such 
agents  of  the  Crown  as  may  be  found 
responsible  for  a  state  of  things  so  ini- 
mical both  to  decency  and  the  public 
health  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  I  am  aware  that 
a  Eeport  was  read  from  the  Sanitary 
Officer  of  the  Drumoondra  Town  Com- 
missioners to  the  effect  that  the  Crown 
witnesses  were  most  improperly  accom- 
modated. Dr.  Nedley  also  reported  to 
the  same  effect ;  but  I  have  reason  to 
believe  that  the  sanitary  state  of  the 
houses  is  not  so  bad  as  has  been  repre- 
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sented.  Dr.  Qibbs,  who  is  the  Medical 
Officer  of  Health  for  the  district,  is 
medical  attendant  at  the  houses  in  ques- 
tion, and  he  reported,  on  the  15th  in- 
stant, that  there  was  little  ground  for  a 
reasonable  complaint  against  their  sani- 
tary state ;  and  Dr.  Nedley  added  in  his 
Beport,  with  regard  to  the  inmates — 

"  Their  food,  I  have  reason  to  believe,  wa« 
abundant  and  wholesome ;  they  were  comfort- 
ably clad,  and  looked  contented.'* 

One  of  the  houses  has  been  used  by  the 
Crown  since  1848;  the  other  was  taken 
about  two  months  ago,  and  is  held  from 
month  to  month.  With'  regard  to  the 
refusal  of  admission  to  Mr.  Kelly,  the 
sanitary  officer,  the  facts  are  that  the 
constable  in  charge  received  orders  not 
to  admit  any  person  unless  authorized 
by  his  officer  to  do  so.  Mr.  Kelly  had 
no  order,  and  was  refused  admission. 
He  was  subsequently  informed  by  the 
Sub-Inspector  that  he  would  at  any  time 
accompany  him  to  the  house ;  but  he 
had  not  availed  himself  of  the  offer. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)—PETT Y 
SESSIONS  COURTS. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  a  case  was  recently 
heard  at  the  Murroe  Petty  Sessions, 
county  Limerick,  before  the  Hesident 
Magistrate  of  the  district,  and  three 
other  local  magistrates,  where  two  care- 
takers of  the  Property  Defence  Asso- 
ciation, named  Parker  and  Eakins,  were 
charged  with  entering  houses  at  night 
and  demanding  arms  and  money ;  whe- 
ther the  charge  against  them  was  dis- 
missed by  the  Bench ;  if  it  is  true,  as  re- 
ported in  the  daily  Dublin  papers  of  17th 
and  18th  instant,  that,  notwithstanding 
buoh  hearing  and  dismissal,  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  sent  down  two  other  Beei- 
dent  Magistrates  to  rehear  the  case; 
if  it  is  idso  true  that  these  Resident 
Magistrates  objected  to  the  local  magis- 
trates taking  part  in  the  proceedings, 
and  that  the  latter  retired,  protesting 
against  the  proceedings ;  whether  these 
Resident  Magistrates  then  committed  the 
two  men  for  trial  without  hearing  the 
evidence  for  the  defence ;  and,  if  he  wUl 
state  to  the  House  under  what  statute 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  has  power  to  send 
Resident  Magistrates  to  review  and  set 
aside  the  rulings  of  properly  conetitated 
Petty  Sessions  Courts  ? 
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Ub.  TREVELYAl? :  As  this  Question  Courts,  and  there  is  no  Statute  for  that 

relates  to  a  matter  of  law  upon  which  purpose. 

the  Qovernment  consulted  the  Attorney  Mk.  QIBSON  asBumed,  aa  there  was 

QeneralastheirLe^lOfGcer,  Imustbeg  some  confusion  on  the  subject,  that  the 

to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  hiui.     As  !Reaident  Magistrates  who  re-heard  tho 

far  as  policy  is  concerned,    I  cordially  case  sat  under  the  Petty  SesBions  Act. 

agree  with  what  has  been  done,  and  it  Tna  ATTORNEY  GENERAL    for 

waa  done  on  the  urgent  representation  of  IRELAND  (Mr.   W.  M.  Johnson):    I 

Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd.  take  it  for  granted  that  they  were  sitting 

The    attorney    GENERAL  tor  under  their  ordinary  jurisdiction,  and 

IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir,  under  the  Petty  Sessions  Act.     1  may 

I  am  responsible  for  this,  and  the  facts  be  permitted   to   say  that  I  used  the 

are    these — Application  was  made    at  words  Property  Defence  Association,  be- 

Murroe  Petty  Sessions  that  informations  cause  the  hon.  Member  used  them  in 

should  be  received    against    two  men  his  Question.     It    is  quite  immaterial 

named  Parker  and  Eakins,  and  that  they  whether  these  men  were  employed   by 

should  be  returned  for  trial  on  a  charge  this  Association  or  not ;  the  sole  qnes- 

of  entering  houses  armed  at  night  and  tion  was,  was  there  a  case  for  a  jury  ? 
taking  arms  and  money.  Thesemen  are, 

I  understand,  in  the  employment  of  an  THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)  —  THB 
Association  called  the  Property  Defence  DROMOD  PETTY  SESSIONS  CLERK. 
A«o.iation  TH.  Bench,  ™«.ting  of  ^  O'BEIENE  uked  the  Chief 
one  Eendenl  Mag..tr.te  and  Ih'ee  loc.l  ^,^  ^  ,)„  ^o^  LienHnanl  of  Ire- 
mytrate..  by  .  m.jo,,lj,  r.taed  the  ,  j  j7^,  „„  ^^  ,^^  „,,  „„,t  „, 
.pplieaton.  Thi.  w..  without  prejodiee  ,t,  j'  j  jt,,  h„  „„eotlr  been  held 
to  .  farther  .ppl,c.t.o«.t  the  Orown  ;„,„  a',  „i^„„,i.„„.  ,„ending  the  .lec- 
brought  nndermy  attention,  It  wa.  ny  j,  j  .ndDrum.n.  Di.triot.,  County 
duty,  a,  Piibli.  Proeeontor  in  Ir.I.ni  ^^  ,  „■  ^ 
to  ...  that  juatice  did  not  mi.carry  Of  ,j  y,  J  ^^^  '-^^  ,  Copj  of  the  Cor- 
cou,.e,  the  Houee  will  under,  and  that  „j  ^  „f  ,t.  ^ep^rt  <,f  ,i, 
I  offer  no  opinion  whatever  either  as  to  y  '^  .  «  '  '^ 
ft.  guilt  or  innocenc.  of  the.e  men  ^  but  X!tEEVELTAN  :  I  ha».  in,ui«d 
I  waa,  and  am,  of  opinion  that  if  the  ^^^     .^^^  ,y,             .nd'ha,. 

0..0  wa.  niade  out  proper  to  be  .ub-  ^                    ^     Kulhven's  .tatem.nt 

»it  ed  for  ■n,..Ugat.oa  by  a  jury,  and  ^   ^              .    ^               j  ^„,i„., 

that  bemgKi    my  duly  wa.  pl>m      I  „,  ,t,  Pe„y  KUion,  on  the  day.  in  di,- 

dirMted  a  fresh  application  to  be  made,  ^       ^u     n.u     r  i         _      j  .1.    on.i. 

and  that  wa.  done"^     The   Oovoram.n  Pol.--fta  "k  "f '"""y  """i  ""o  |Oft 

directed  two  Ee.ident   Magi.traf.  to  «' M.rch-.hi.h  attenduce  would  be 

attend  ;  the  .am.  local  m.^.trate.  .!«>  jrT^,^  "l^"',  ">  1°'''^?  ""^ '»  ™?'- 

attendi.     The    E„id,nt''M.ei.trate.  Oath,  other  hand,  there  are  two  m^.- 

aUtod  thai  if  a  ca.e   wa.  e.tAli.h.d,  <^^'^\  maintam  that  on  tho.o  occa- 

»>»«».  ,„  ti !- ■  ■ i-  >.  *  _„  Bion.  he  took  no  part  m  the  bu.meM. 

proper  in  their  opiuion  to  go  before  a  ^r  j      .l                     i             t  1,            _ 

i^^  (k™  ™     1 J         it  ■      _  Under  these  circumstances,  i  nave  come 

S4'?etrtt°p°ersXr^7r  »£-'t||S.t3^^^^ 

«jl.y  local  maU....  -^^  ft.y  ■"   "f  ^vM^tf"    Sre^X 

did  not  contemplate  takmg  part  m  the    tj   .l       i        .     *    v        *      -a      iu. 

-.-^^  A-  ~.      rXi.      t.      ■                  33  Ruthven  s  vote  to  be  set  aside,  on  the 

the  solicitor  for  the  accused  reserv^  his  *^"^  °°  ^^^  occasions  in  question. 

S?lnd?WeTreci:r;p^futio:  «TEEET  REGULATIONS  (METROPOLIS, 

at  the  Munster  Winter  Assi^  before  a  -CABMEN'S  SHELTER  IN  THE  HAR- 

apecial  jury.     In  reply  to  the  last  para-  ^OW  ROAD. 

graph  of  this  Question,  the  Lord  Lieu-  Colonel  MAKINS  asked  the  Secre- 

tenant  did  not  send  Resident  Magis-  tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 

trates  to  review  and  set  aside  the  rulings  If  it  be  true  that  the  Veetry  of  Padding- 

of  properly  constituted  Petty   Sessions  ton  have,  by  a  majority  of  one,  decided 
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to  give  notice  for  the  removal  of  the  Cab- 
men's Shelter  in  the  Harrow  Eoad,  the 
mover  of  the  resolution  giving  as  his 
reason  for  making  the  proposition  that 
he  had  purchased  a  coffee  shop,  which 
was  interfered  with  by  the  Shelter ;  and, 
whether  he  will  use  his  influence  with 
the  Yestrj  to  procure  a  reconsideration 
of  the  resolution,  which  will,  if  carried 
out,  deprive  the  men  of  the  Shelter  just 
at  the  approach  of  winter  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAKCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  was  not  sure  that  he  had 
any  authority  in  the  case.  The  Question 
affected  a  class  of  people  to  whom  they 
were  all  very  much  indebted,  and  he 
would  direct  the  police  to  make  inquiries 
and  see  what  could  be  done. 

PERU— TREATMENT  OF  CHINESE 
COOLIES. 

Mr.  H.  N.  FO  WLEB  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  any  recent  Eeports  have  been 
received  from  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at 
Lima  regarding  the  condition  and  treat- 
ment of  the  Chinese  in  Peru ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  will  give  instructions  that 
such  Beports  should  be  made  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  The 
only  recent  Reports  on  the  subject  from 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  in  Peru  relate  to 
the  kidnapping  of  free  Chinese  and  their 
sale  to  the  planters  in  the  Northern  Pro- 
vinces for  employment  on  their  sugar 
estates.  Her  Majesty's  Minister  made 
official  representations  against  this  prac- 
tice to  the  Commander  of  the  Chilian 
Forces  last  year,  and  I  am  happy  to 
state  that  measures  were  in  consequence 
taken,  which  it  is  hoped  have  put  an  end 
to  these  proceedings.  Admiral  Stirling, 
commanaing  Her  Majesty's  Naval  Force 
on  the  Pacific  Station,  assisted  in  the 
suppression  of  the  traffic  by  sending 
officers  to  search  the  outgoing  steamers, 
and  warning  British  subjects  against 
allowing  these  Coolies  to  be  shipped 
under  the  British  flag. 

TREATY  OP  BERLIN— ARTICLE  X.— 
THE  VARNA  RAILWAY. 

Mb.  Alderman  COTTON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Why  the  stipulations  of  the 
Berlin  Treaty  with  regard  to  the  Yarna 
Bail  way  hare  not  yet  been  carried  out ; 
what  negotiations  are  now  pending ;  and 
what  the  British  Gbyemment  proposes 
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to  do  to  bring  about  a  speedy  settlement 
of  this  question  ? 

Sir  CHAHLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
claim  of  the  Yama-Bustchuck  Bailway 
Company  has  not  been  settled,  on'aooount 
of  differences  between  the  Company  and 
the  Bulgarian  Government  as  to  the 
extent  of  the  obligations, of  the  latter 
under  Article  X.  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin. 
Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  have  been 
for  some  time  in  negotiation  with  the 
Bulgarian  Government  for  the  settiement 
of  this  question,  and  it  has  been  agreed 
to  refer  it  to  arbitration.  The  draft  of 
an  agreement  for  that  purpose  is  at  the 
present  time  under  consideration. 

PARLIAMENT— PALACE  OF  WESTMIN. 
STER— THE  CENTRAL  HALL. 

Mr.  SOHBEIBEB  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Work0,  What  steps  he 
intends  to  take  in  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament  for  completing  the  decoration 
of  the  Central  Hall  of  the  Houses  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEYBE,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  very  improbable  that  any 
steps  would  be  taken  in  that  direction. 
So  far  as  he  could  understand  he  believed 
the  existing  arrangements  were  fairly 
satisfactory,  and  that  the  House  did  not 
desire  any  change  to  be  made. 

Mr.  SCHBEIBEB  gave  Notice  that 
early  next  Session,  if  the  Bules  of  the 
House  allowed,  he  would  call  attention 
to  the  continued  exclusion  of  the  three 
National  Saints  from  their  places  in  the 
Central  Hall,  and  move  a  Besolution. 

NAVY—THE    "LONDON*'    HULK. 
ZANZIBAR. 

Mr.  CBOPPEB  asked  the  Secretazy 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  the  hulk  "London," 
stationed  at  Zanzibar,  has  been  reported 
as  insanitary  by  a  competent  surveyor, 
her  timbers  being  rotten  and  leaky ;  and, 
whether  there  have  been,  since  that  Be- 
port,  severe  outbreaks  of  fever  among 
the  sailors  who  are  stationed  in  the 
"London;"  and,  if  so,  whether  some 
other  system  can  be  adopted  at  Zanzibar, 
or  some  other  ship  substituted  for  the 
"London?" 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNEBMAN:  It 
is  true  that  there  was  for  sometime  a 
good  deal  of  sickness  on  board  the  Zoii- 
don^  at  Zanzibar.  Much,  however,  has 
been  done  to  improve  her  condition,  and 
the  latest  reports  show  a  diminution  in 
the  amount  of  sickness.      The  whole 
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QneBtion  is  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Admiralty  ;  and  Rear  Admiral  Sir 
'William  Hewett,  the  Oommaoder-iD- 
Ohief  on  the  Station,  has  been  directed 
to  proceed  to  Zanzibar  to  inquire  fully 
into  the  subject. 

INDIA  {MADRAS)-GOLD  MININQ  COM- 
PANY'S  GOVERNMENT  OFFICIALS. 
Mb.  O'DONNELL.  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  If  the  Govern- 
ment have  receired  information  show- 
ing that  in  I860,  certain  officials  in 
Madras,  among  whom  were  two  Secre- 
taries to  the  Government  of  Madras, 
the  officiating  Deputy  Adjutant  Gene- 
ral Madras  Army,  and  several  heads 
of  departments  nnder  the  Madras  Go- 
vernment, were  promoters  of  a  number 
of  Qold  Mining  Oompanies  with  a 
capital  ot  a  million  sterling ;  that  these 
officials  asked  the  sum  of  £245,000  as 

{mrchase  money  of  a  portion  of  one 
arge  block  of  land  granted  them  free  of 
price  by  Government ;  that  in  Septem- 
oer  1880  these,  officials  stood  to  receive 
in  cash  and  shares  from  Mining  Com- 

Sanies  the  following  sums :— £5.5,000 
roxa  the  Mysore  Gold  Mining  Company; 
£dO,000  from  the  Madras  Gold  Mining 
Company  ;  £50,000  from  the  Ooregawm 
Gold  Mining  Company;  £90,000  from 
the  Colar  Gold  Mining  Company ;  whe- 
ther he  authorised  these  proceedings; 
and,  whether  he  will  cause  inquiries  to 
be  made  into  the  amonat  and  value  of 
the  lands  belonging  to  the  Native  State 
of  Mysore  which  were  alienated  by  gift 
nr  purchase  during  the  past  seven 
years? 

Thb  Mabqitess  of  HAETINGTON: 
The  India  Office  has  not  received  any 
information  to  the  effect  indicated  in  this 
Question.  I  shaU,  however,  cause  in- 
quiries to  be  made  in  India  regarding 
the  matters  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. 

INDIA-CBIMINAL  PROCEDUEB  CODE 
—SALEM  RIOTERS. 
Me.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that,  at  the  trial  of  the  prisoners 
aooosed  of  rioting  at  Salem,  which  ended 
in  the  infliction  of  sentences  of  penal 
servitude  for  long  terms  of  years,  both 
the  native  assessors  of  the  presiding 
Judge  declared  that  the  evidence  was 
insufficieat    to    convict    the  prisoners; 


{Btngat).  I9I6 

and,  if  the  presiding  Jadge  was  alone 
in  his  judgment  of  guilty? 

The  Maequess  of  HAETINGTON : 
It  appeare  from  the  reports  in  the  In- 
dian newspapers — from  which  alone  I 
have  any  information  'on  the  subject — 
that  it  is  a  fact  that  at  the  trial  referred 
to,  the  two  Native  assessors  declared  the 
evidence  insufficient  to  convict  the  pri- 
soners. As  there  was  but  one  Judge 
there  can  he  no  doubt  that  he  was  alone 
in  his  judgment  of  "guilty."  The  cases 
were  tried  in  the  usual  way  by  the  Ses- 
sions Judge  with  the  aid  of  two  asses- 
sors. The  aasessors  are  not  jurors,  nor 
are  their  duties  those  of  a  jury.  By 
law  it  is  expressly  enacted  in  the  Crimi- 
nal Procedure  Code,  and  has  for  many 
years  been  the  recognized  practice,  that 
the  opinion  of  each  assessor  is  to  be 
given  orally,  and  recorded  in  writing  by 
tiie  Court;  but  the  decision  is  vested  ex- 
clusively in  the  Judge ;  and  the  law  di- 
rects that  the  Judge  shall  proceed  to 
pass  judgment  of  acquittal  or  conviction 
"having  considered  the  opinions  of  the 
assessors,  but  not  being  bound  to  con- 
form to  them." 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  noble 
Marquess  if  ha  would  take  care  that  the 
opinions  of  the  aaseseors  in  future 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Judges  of 
the  Supreme  Court  before  the  ratification 
of  the  sentences  upon  Hindoo  pri- 
soners? 

Tbb  MAEaiTEss  OF  HAETINGTON 
said,  that  he  had  no  power  to  deal  with 
the  question. 

INDIA  (BENGAL)— THE  CHIEP  MAGIS- 
TRATE OF  CALOTJTTA. 
Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that, 
on  the  departure  of  Mr.  Marsden,  Chief 
Magistrate  of  Calcutta,  on  leave  of  ab- 
sence, Mr.  B.  L.  Qupta,  the  magistrate 
next  in  rank,  was  not  appointed  to  act 
in    Mr.    Marsden's    absence,    hut   was 

fassed  over  in  favour  of  an  English 
arrister,  Mr.  Henderson  ;  whether  it  is 
true  that  Mr.  B.  L.  Gupta  was  called  to 
the  Bar  in  1871,  is  a  civilian  of  eleven 
years'  staoding,  and  has  been  Presi- 
dency Magistrate  for  more  than  two 
years ;  whether  it  is  true  that  Mr.  Hen- 
derson waa  only  called  to  the  Bar  in 
1 676,  and  was  never  in  Government  ser- 
vice ;  and,  whether  thiif  appointment  is 
in  conformity  with  the  Government  un- 
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dertaking  towards  the   Native   Indian 
Civil  Servants  of  the  Crown  ? 

Tms  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
My  attention  has  been  called  by  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  to  this 
appointment.  The  positions  of  Mr. 
Gupta  and  Mr.  Henderson  appear  to  be 
accurately  stated  in  the  Question  ;  but  I 
have  no  information  as  to  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  appointment 
was  made,  and  I  have  no  reason  to  sup- 
pose that  in  making  it  any  injury  to  the 
Native  Indian  Civil  Servants  of  the 
Crown  was  either  done  or  intended  to  be 
done.  The  appointment  is  one  not  of  a 
class  to  which  members  of  the  Cove- 
nanted Civil  Service  have  any  special 
claim.  The  vacancy  was  only  for  three 
months,  and  for  such  a  short  period  I 
am  informed  that  there  is  always  a  diffi- 
culty in  providing  satisfactorily  for 
carrying  on  the  duties  of  the  office.  I 
have  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  Lieu- 
tenant Governor  made  the  best  arrange- 
ment he  could  under  the  circumstances. 

SCOTLAND -CROFTERS  IN  T^E 
ISLAND  OF  SKYE. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  it  is  true  that  the  Government  have 
refused  to  afford  Naval  or  Military 
aid  to  the  landlords  of  the  Skye  Crofters 
in  their  proceedings  against  their  ten- 
antry? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  The 
views  of  the  Cabinet  upon  this  question 
were  conveyed  to  the  authorities  of  the 
county  of  Inverness  in  a  letter  written 
to  the  Sheriff  of  that  county  by  the  Lord 
Advocate,  and  dated  3rd  November  of  this 
vear.  It  would  be  too  long  to  read  that 
letter  to  the  House,  and  I  would  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  that  letter,  in  which, 
I  think,  he  will  find  an  answer  to  his 
Question. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  Would  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  have  any 
objection  to  state  the  substance  of  that 
letter,  and  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
the  Government  have  refused  naval  or 
military  aid  to  the  Skye  landlords  against 
their  tenants  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAItCOURT :  I 
think  it  would  be  very  unwise  to  answer 
that  Question  "Yes"  or  "No,"  because 
the  view  of  the  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject is  expreseed  very  carefully  in  that 
letter.  If  the  hon.  Member  will  move 
for  that  letter  he  will  have  it ;  but  to 

Jfr.  ffDonnell 


answer  otherwise  than  in  tiie  way  stated 
in  that  letter  would  not  be  wise. 

Sib  HERBERT  MAXWELL  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  consent  to  lay  that  letter 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Yes. 

STATE   OF    IRELAND   (APPREHENDED 
DISTRESS) -TORY  ISLAND. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  that  a  third  of 
the  population  of  Tory  Island,  on  the 
coast  of  Donegal,  are  in  destitution; 
that  the  main  cause  of  the  poverty  of 
the  people  is  due  to  the  want  of  any 
harbour  accommodation  for  fishery  pur- 
poses ;  and,  whether  he  will  recommend 
the  commencement  of  works  of  the  kind 
required,  which  will,  at  the  same  time, 
afford  immediate  employment  to  the  no- 
cessitous  inhabitants  ?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber added  that  since  he  put  this  Ques- 
tion on  the  Paper  he  had  received  a 
letter  from  the  Catholic  clergyman  in 
charge  of  the  Island,  stating  that  not 
only  were  one-third  of  the  population 
totally  destitute,  but  that  the  remaining 
two-thirds  had  not  supplies  sufficient  to 
last  them  beyond  Christmas,  and  that 
durine  most  of  the  wintry  weather,  Tory 
Island,  being  nine  miles  from  the  main- 
land, was  almost  inaccessible,  and  con- 
sequently the  danger  of  famine  was 
imminent  indeed. 

Mb.  sexton  wished,  before  the 
Question  was  answered,  to  read  a  tele- 
gram he  had  that  day  received  from  the 
Rev.  W.  P.  Cosgprave,  P.P.,  County 
Sligo,  stating  that  on  Tuesday  no  Indian 
meal  could  be  had  in  Sligo  for  any 
price,  and  that  the  poor  people  from  the 
rev.  gentleman's  district,  which  is  20 
miles  distant,  came  home  empty  and 
were  in  great  distress.  The  telegram 
concluded  by  asking  what  would  the 
Gbvernment  do.  Would  the  people 
starve  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELTAN:  An  Inspector  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  has  just 
been  to  Tory  Island,  and  I  have  reoeired 
his  Report,  which  is  dated  the  18th  in- 
stant, this  morning.  In  that  Report,  he 
states  that  he  has  not  found  anything  so 
exceptional  in  the  condition  of  Uie 
Islanders  as  to  lead  him  to  fear  that  the 
Poor  Law  in  its  ordinary  administration 
will  prove  insufficient  to  meet  their 
wants,    Thoy  gave  him  the  impreeeion 


1921  State  of  Irehnd  l^oTEmm  23,  IBB21  {Jpprehended  Disfrsts).  1922 


of  being  a  fairly  thriving  fishing  popu- 
tion  ;  they  have  as  many  boats  as  they 
can  use  or  man ;  and  passing  steamers 
afford  them  facilities  for  selling  fresh  fish 
in  liverpool  and  Glasgow,  and  salted 
fish  at  Falcarra.  Three  steamers  return- 
ing weekly  from  81igo  take  whatever 
fish  is  ready  for  Liverpool  or  Glasgow, 
and  bring  back  coals  or  provisions,  or 
other  necessaries,  in  return  for  the  fish 
thus  disposed  of.  They  have  plenty  of 
seaweed  thrown  on  the  Island,  from 
which  they  manufacture  kelp.  The  In- 
spector was  informed  that  the  quantity 
made  last  year  was  sold  for  £600. 
The  Census  of  1881  gives  the  popula- 
tion as  140  males,  and  192  females,  and 
they  have  80  boats,  generally  from  25 
feet  to  30  feet  long.  I  therefore  con- 
sider that,  being  within  nine  miles  of 
land,  they  are  in  no  g^eat  danger  of 
starvation. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  wished  to  ask, 
with  regard  to  the  statement  of  the  Poor 
Law  Inspector  that  the  ordinary  ma- 
chinery of  the  Poor  Law  would  be  suffi- 
cient to  meet  the  distress,  how  many 
miles  was  the  nearest  workhouse  from 
Tory  Island  ? 

Mb.  TREVELTAN  :  With  regard  to 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo,  a  definite  telegram  like  that  de- 
serves a  definite  inquiry.  Beports  are 
constantly  coming  in  from  that  dis- 
trict, and  they  have  not  foreshadowed 
any  immediate  necessity  of  the  kind 
stated. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  There  is 
one  point  in  the  Question  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  to  which  I 
would  like  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
Chief  Secretary.  It  is  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Indian  meal,  which  is  the 
staple  food  of  a  large  portion  of  this  poor 
population,  is  very  scarce  and  almost  as 
dear  as  flour  ? 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN  :  That  is  a  state- 
ment which,  I  think,  deserves  inquiry. 

Mb.  CALLAN  :  May  I  ask  what  is 
the  name  of  the  Inspector  who  visited 
Tory  Island,  the  date  of  his  visit,  and 
whether  he  saw  the  Catholic  priest,  the 
only  educated  person  on  the  Island  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  The  name  of 
the  Inspector  is  Mr.  MacFarlane,  and 
his  Report  is  corroborated  by  informa- 
tion which  has  been  received  from  the 
officer  of  the  gun-boat.  As  I  have  re- 
ceived his  Report  this  morning,  I  sup- 
pose he  returned  a  few  days  ago. 

TOL.  CCLXXIV.    [thibp  sbbies.] 


Mb.  OrOONNELL  :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  to-morrow  I  will  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  how  many  miles  the 
nearest  workhouse  is  to  Tory  Island  ? 

NAVY— H.M.8.  "POLYPHEMUS." 

Mb.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  the  "Poly- 
phemus "  is  a  failure  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL .  BANNERMAN  : 
In  reply  to  the  brief  but  comprehensive 
inquiry  of  my  hon.  Friend,  which  in- 
volves a  question  rather  of  opinion  than 
of  iact,  I  have  to  say  that,  so  far  from 
the  Po^pA^mMA  being  considered  a  failure, 
the  intentiona  of  the  designer  have  been 
fulfilled  as  regards  the  essential  condi- 
tions of  draught  and  stability.  It  has 
also  been  ascertained  by  trial  that,  with 
the  stipulated  horse-power,  the  estimated 
speed  will  be  attamed,  and  even  ex- 
ceeded. The  experiment  with  a  group 
of  locomotive  boilers  has  not  proved  so 
successful  as  was  hoped ;  and  boilers  of  a 
known  and  successful  tjrpe  are  beinff 
constructed,  which  will,  it  is  believed, 
give  the  stipulated  horse-power. 

PENAL  SERVITUDE  COMMISSION,  1879— 
IRISH  CONVICT  LABOUR. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
future  employment  of  convict  labour  has 
yet  reported  upon  the  employment  of 
Irish  convict  labour;  and,  what  steps 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  taken 
to  carry  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Boyal  Commission  on  Penal  Servitude 
of  1879  as  regards  the  removal  of  con- 
victs from  Spike  Island  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN:  The  Report  of 
the  Committee  is  in  type,  and  I  have 
seen  a  copy  of  it ;  but  it  is  not  yet  ready 
for  public  circulation .  The  question  of  how 
the  convicts  now  confined  in  Spike  Island 
Prison  should  be  provided  for  is  not 
dealt  with  in  that  Report,  having  been 
postponed  until  there  has  been  time  for 
the  Government  to  give  further  attention 
to  the  subject. 

STATE    OF   IRELAND   (APPREHENDED 
DISTRESS)— ROSCOMMON. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irelandi 
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Whether  any  report  has  been  reoeived 
bj  the  Local  Government  Board  from 
Captain  Spaight  as  to  the  failare  of  the 
crops  and  consequent  impending  distress 
in  the  county  Boscommon  ? 

Mr.  TRBVELYAN:  The  Local  Go- 
Ternment  Board  have  not  received  any 

Social  Heports  from  their  Inspector, 
ajor  Spaight,  as  to  impending  distress 
in  the  county  Boscommon  ;  but  in  some 
observations  made  by  him  respecting  the 
Gastlerea  Union,  he  stated  he  believed 
there  would  be  distress  in  consequence 
of  the  failure  of  the  potato  crop.  He 
further  stated,  in  reference  to  a  repre- 
sentation from  the  Guardians  of  the 
Boyle  Union,  in  the  same  county,  that 
he  thought  they  had  taken  an  exag- 

ferated  view  of  the  impending  distress ; 
ut  he  has  been  directed  to  visit  the 
Union  to  ascertain  the  facts. 


INDIA— CONSULS  AT  THE  NATIVE 
STATES— THE  CASE  OF  MR.  SILBIGER. 

Mb.  ONSLGW  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether,  with  re- 
ference to  the  reply  given  by  the  British 
Government  to  the  Austrian  Ambassa- 
dor's representations  on  the  case  of 
Silbiger  versus  the  Maharaja  of  Jeypore, 
high  English  and  Indian  legal  opinion 
has  been  submitted  to  the  India  Office 
to  the  effect  that  ''  the  so  called  award, 
if  judged  by  the  standard  and  principles 
of  English  Law,  is  invalid ;  "  and  to  the 
further  effect  that  "  the  so  called  arbi- 
tration does  not  seem  to  have  been  con- 
ducted in  a  judicial  mode ; "  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  British  Government  is  still 
able  to  rely  on  the  so  called  arbitration 
as  a  ground  for  refusing  the  inquiry 
asked  for  by  the  Austrian  Ambas- 
sador ? 

The  Mabqtjbss  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Legal  opinions  to  the  effect  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member  have  been  submitted 
to  the  India  Office ;  but  I  have  had  no 
opportunity  of  seeing  the  statement  of 
facts  upon  which  they  are  based.  All 
the  facts  connected  with  the  arbitration 
were  before  the  Government  of  India 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  in 
Council  when  jbhe  case  was  under  consi- 
deration. I  have,  therefore,  nothing  to 
add  to  the  answer  which  I  gave  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  on  the 
subject  on  the  8 1st  of  July  last — namely, 
that  I  saw  no  reason  for  re-opening  the 


Mr.  O'JTeUy 


PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND)— 
ARKLOW  HARBOUR  WORKS, 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
he  has  seen  the  following  statement  in 
the  *' Freeman's  Journal"  of  20th 
November: — 

**  On  Saturday  a  fleet  of  herring  boats  went 
out  to  fidi,  but,  owing  to  the  boifteroue  oharacter 
of  the  weather,  they  were  forced  to  relinqoiiih 
the  attempt.  When  returning  all  the  Teasela 
save  two  failed  to  take  the  bar,  and  two  boata 
were  wrecked.  One  boat  was  smaahed  to 
■plintere,  and,  but  for  the  aasiatanoe  promptly 
rendered  by  a  number  of  other  boats,  the  men 
would,  it  ia  only  too  certain,  hare  been  lost. 
The  crews  of  the  boats  that  failed  to  take  the 
bar  put  in  at  Wicklow,  and  they  were  com- 
pelled to  walk  home  to  Arklow,  a  distance  of 
fourteen  miles  ;*' 

and,  if  he  will  communicate  with  the 
Board  of  Works  in  Ireland  with  a  view 
to  having  the  Arklow  Harbour  works 
begun  immediately  ? 

Mr.  COUETNEy :  I  stated  the  other 
day  that  there  would  be  no  avoidable 
delay  in  getting  the  Arklow  Harbour 
works  carried  out,  and  I  can  only  repeat 
that  promise  now.  I  learn  by  telegraph 
that  the  tenders  have  been  opened  and 
one  selected;  the  successful  competitor 
has  been  informed  and  requested  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  least  possible  delay ;  and 
the  formal  contract  will  be  completed  as 
soon  as  possible. 

IRELAND-SCIENCE  AND   ART 
MUSEUM,  DUBLIN. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  SecreUry  to 
the  Treasury,  with  regard  to  the  project 
approved  by  the  Treasuiy  for  the  erection 
of  the  National  Science  and  Art  Museum 
in  Dublin,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
project  in  question  was  unanimously 
condemned,  by  men  representing  aU 
sections  of  the  community,  at  a  meeting 
of  the  Municipal  Council  of  Dublin, 
held  on  Monday  last ;  that,  every  public 
journal  in  Dublin,  without  distinction  of 
political  opinion,  has  joined  in  condem- 
nation of  the  project ;  and  that  the  Lord 
Mayor,  by  unanimous  request  of  the 
Corporation,  has  convened  a  public 
meeting  of  citizens  to  consider  and  pro- 
nounce upon  the  scheme ;  and,  whether 
the  Treasury,  before  taking  any  further 
step  in  the  matter,  will  be  ccureful  to  in- 
form themselves  of  the  condition  of  Irish 
public  opinion  on  the  subject,  and  will 
have  regard  to  the  nature  and  weight  of 
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that  opinion  in  deciding  upon  the  course 
to  be  pursued  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  When  the  period 
of  exhibition  of  the  designs  has  expired, 
the  Treasury  will  obtain  the  collected 
results  of  any  expressions  of  opinion 
which  may  have  been  given  in  Dublin 
on  the  proposed  new  Museum.  If  the 
hon.  Member's  description  of  local  senti- 
ment be  correct,  it  has  undergone  a 
complete  revolution  in  less  than  two 
years ;  and  it  is  open  to  the  remark  that 
we  heard  nothing  of  any  change  until 
after  it  was  discovered  that  the  designs 
of  no  Irish  architect  had  obtained  a 
place  among  the  selected  designs. 

LAW  AND   JUSTICE   (IRELAND)— 
TREATMENT  OF  CROWN   WITNESSES. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Before  I  ask  Question 
27,  which  stands  next  on  the  Paper,  I 
wish  to  say  that  in  consequence  of  the 
unsatisfactory  and  evasive  reply  which  I 
received  to  Question  12,  which  related 
to  the  accommodation  of  Crown  witnesses 
in  Dublin,  I  shall  pursue  the  inquiry 
from  day  to  day  until  I  get  a  direct 
reply. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  I  am  sorry  that 
the  hon.  Member  thinks  my  answer 
evasive.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  will 
tell  me  on  what  point  it  was  evasive.  If 
so,  perhaps  I  have  the  information  he 
requires. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  shall  question  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  further  as  to  what 
steps  have  been  taken  to  stop  the 
scandalous  state  of  things  in  which 
seven  persons  are  obliged  to  sleep  on  one 
palliasse ;  and  also  what  steps  are  being 
taken  to  ascertain  whether  the  public 
money  has  been  embezzled;  and  what 
agents  of  the  Grown  are  responsible  for 
tbe  indecency  of  the  state  of  things 
described  in  my  Question,  and  whether 
they  will  bebunished  ? 

Mr.  tee  VELYAN  :  Several  of  these 
Questions  are  new. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Not  one  of  them. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  agents  of 
the  Cro.wn  in  this  matter  were  the  Con- 
stabulary, and  there  is  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  any  of  the  public  money 
has  been  embezzled.  The  money  grant 
for  the  maintenance  of  Crown  witnesses 
is  defrayed  out  of  the  Vote  for  Law 
Charges,  and  is  disbursed  through  the 
Constabulary  officers  for  the  district. 
The  two  houses  in  which  the  witnesses 
were  lodged  were  in  charge  of  a  oon- 


stable,  who  himself  lived  in  one  of  them  ; 
and,  in  point  of  fact,  the  arrangements 
niade  for  the  sleeping  accommodation  of 
the  witnesses  were  made  in  accordance 
with  the  wishes  of  the  heads  of  the 
families. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  May  I  ask 
whether  it  was  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes  of  the  heads  of  the  families  that 
seven  persons  were  put  to  sleep  in  one 
room  ;  or  was  it  because  there  was  not 
another  room  in  the  house  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said  that,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  there  was  another  room 
in  the  house.  The  heads  of  the  families 
were  the  father  in  one  case,  and  the 
father  and  mother  in  another,  and  they 
made  the  arrangements  for  the  sleeping. 
It  was  revealed  at  the  trial  that  the 
people  were  accustomed  to  very  miser- 
able accommodation;  and,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  it  was  in  accordance  with  their 
wishes  that  they  slept  in  one  room. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Is  it  contemplated 
that  when  a  grant  of  money  is  given  by 
the  country  for  the  maintenance  of  Crown 
witnesses  seven  witnesses  should  be 
obliged  to  sleep  in  one  room ;  and,  if 
not,  how  is  the  money  expended  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  The  answer  to 
that  is  that  there  was  another  room. 

IRELAND-GOVERNMENT  DEPART. 
MENT8— PRINTING. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  What  is  the  rule  or  usage 
in  force  with  regard  to  having  the  print- 
ing locally  required  by  Irish  Govern- 
ment Departments  executed  in  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY:  Printing  locally 
required  by  Irish  Government  Depart- 
ments is  almost  invariably  executed  in 
Ireland — in  fact,  the  only  real  excep- 
tions to  this  rule  in  recent  times  have 
been  cases  where  the  matter  to  be  printed 
has  been  of  an  especially  confidential 
character,  such  as  falls  to  be  printed 
only  at  the  confidential  press  in  London. 

SCOTLAND— CROFTERS  IN  THE  ISLAND 

OF  SKYE. 

Mr.  ERASER-MACKINTOSH  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
County  Authority  of  Inverness-shire  re- 
cently resolved  to  double  the  police  force 
at  a  computed  cost  of  £3,000  per  an- 
num ;  whether  the  Government  has 
agpreed  to  recogpiiise   the  increase,  and 
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pay  half  costs ;  whether,  before  involy- 
ing  the  ratepayers  of  the'  county  and 
the  community  in  this  large  increase,  he 
satisfied  himself  of  the  justice  and 
necessity  of  such  a  step  ;  and,  whether, 
in  view  of  the  dissatisfaction  and  dis- 
content preyalent  amongst  considerable 
numbers  of  the  rural  and  crofter  popu- 
lation in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of 
Scotland,  and  the  desire  expressed  by 
many  interested,  including  an  influential 
portion  of  the  Press  in  Inverness,  Edin- 
burgh, and  London,  for  a  Commission  of 
Inquiry,  Government  will  now  accede 
to  the  request  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  In 
answer  to  the  first  Question,  it  is  true 
that  the  authorities  of  the  county  of  In- 
yemess — that  extensive  county — have 
determined  to  increase  the  police  force 
by  50  men.  With  reference  to  the 
second  and  third  Questions,  in  the  letter 
to  which  I  have  already  referred  the 
hon.  Member  will  see  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  say — and  it  was  their  duty  to 
say  so — that  they  would  sanction  any 
force  of  police  which  the  authorities  of 
the  county  thought  were  necessary  to 
vindicate  and  to  execute  the  law.  With 
reference  to  the  last  Question,  it  is  one 
of  BO  grave  a  character  that  I  could  not 
answer  it  now  without  consulting  my 
Colleagues  upon  it. 

Mr.  MAOFARLANE  :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  if  he 
can  state  what  are  the  facts  that  have 
caused  this  necessary  increase  in  the 
police  of  Invemess-shire  ?  Is  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  able  to  say 
whether  or  not  it  is  a  fact  that  this  extra 
sum  to  be  charged  upon  the  county  and 
the  ratepayers  of  the  United  Kingdom 
arises  solely  and  entirely  from  a  dispute 
about  £100  between  a  landlord  and  his 
tenant  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Ithink 
the  hon.  Member  will  see  it  would  not 
be  at  all  wise  to  [answer  a  Question  of 
that  kind.  Everybody^must  feel  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  Local  Authority  and 
the  Government' to  see  that  the  law  is 
respected.  As  to^  the  other  Questions, 
they  are  very  proper  Questions  for  in- 
quiry ;  but  it  would  be  entirely  out  of 
my  power  at  this  moment,  in  answer  to 
a  Question,  to  enter  into  so  large  a 
matter  as  that. 

Mb.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  with  reference  to 
his  letter  to  the  Sheriff  of  Inverness, 

Mr,  Fraeer-MacHntosh 


dated  the  third  instant,  If  he  will  be 
good  enough  to  specify  the  statutes  or 
statute  whereby  the  county  authority 
(the  ordinary  strength  of  its  police  force 
being  annually  reported  as  efficient)  is 
bound  to  provide  and  maintain  a  police 
force,  unlimited  in  number,  for  the  due 
execution  of  writs  issuing  from  the  Su- 
preme Civil  Courts  of  Scotland  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoitb)  :  The  Act  of  20  &  21  Viet. 
c.  72  is  the  leading  Statute  on  this  sub- 
ject. It  requires  that  a  sufficient  police 
force  shall  be  established  for  each  county; 
and  by  Section  5  it  provides  that  it  shall 
be  lawful  for  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply,  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Police  Committee  of  any  county,  from 
time  to  time,  with  the  consent  of  one  of 
Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries  of 
State,  to  increase  or  diminish  the  num- 
ber of  constables  appointed  for  such 
county.  The  number  of  constables  an- 
nually required  to  constitute  a  sufficient 
police  force  must,  of  course,  depend  upon 
the  condition  of  each  county.  One  of 
the  chief  duties  of  such  a  force  is  to  pro* 
tect  from  violence  persons  exercising 
their  lawful  rights,  or  performing  their 
duties  within  the  county  ;  and  officers  of 
the  law  executing  writs  or  orders  issuing 
from  the  Supreme  Court  are  eminently 
entitled  to  be  protected  from  violence  in 
discharging  this  important  duty. 

STATE    OF   IRELAND  (APPREHENDED 
DISTRESS)  -CO.  CliARE. 

Ma.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  will  order  an  experienced 
official  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  thoroughly  investigate  the  state  of 
the  small  farmers  and  labourers  within 
the  Unions  of  Elilrush,  Ennistymon, 
and  Corofin,  county  dare;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  lay  the  report  furniahed 
by  that  official  before  the  House  ? 

Me.  TREVELYAN  :  I  have  already 
received  Beports  from  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relative  to  the  state  of  £n- 
nistymon  and  Corofin  Unions,  and  one 
of  their  most  experienced  Inspectors  has 
been  in  County  Clare  making  further 
inquiries.  No  allegations  of  any  un- 
usual distress  in  the  Kilrush  Union  have 
reached  me ;  but  the  Inspector  will  be 
instructed  to  make  inquiries  there  also. 
There  will  be  no  objection  to  producing 
the  Beporta  relating  to  Ennistymon  ana 
Corofin, 
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RAILWAYS    (IRELAND)  —  ENNTS    AND 
WEST  CLARE  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  has  received  an  answer  from 
the  Treasury  to  his  communication  re- 
Bpecting  a  guaranteed  loan  towards  the 
construction  of  the  Ennis  and  West 
Clare  Railway ;  and,  if  not,  whether,  in 
view  of  the  relief  to  the  distress  of  the 
labouring  classes  in  the  district  which 
employment  on  the  works  would  afford, 
he  will  move  the  Treasury  to  speedily 
announce  its  decision  ? 

Me.  TREVELYAN  :  I  have  received 
an  answer  from  the  Treasury  on  this 
subject,  in  which  they  inform  me  that^ 
having  referred  the  matter  to  the  Com- 
missioners of  Public  Works  in  Dublin, 
they  have  received  a  Report  from  that 
Board  stating  that  no  application  has 
yet  been  made  by  the  Directors  of  the 
Railway  Company  to  the  Board  for  a 
loan,  and  that  the  conditions  precedent 
to  their  borrowing,  with  regard  to  the 
Bubecriptions  for  and  paying  up  of  share 
capital,  have  not  yet  been  fulfilled.  Un- 
til the  Directors  are  legally  competent 
to  contract  a  loan,  and  have  applied  for 
one  to  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works,  it  is  obvious  that  the  Treasury 
cannot  take  any  steps  in  the  matter. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  ACT,   1872— 
SCHOOL  BOARD  ACCOUNTS. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  Whether,  in- 
asmuch as  the  Report  for  the  year  end- 
ing Whitsunday  1881  by  the  Accountant 
for  Scotland  to  the  Scotch  Education 
Department  has  only  been  laid  upon  the 
Table  on  the  2l8t  November  18:^2,  he 
will  take  steps  to  have  future  Annual 
Reports  presented  at  an  earlier  date  ? 

Mb.  MCJNDELLA  :  The  49th  section 
of  the  Education  Act  of  1872  directs 
that  the  accounts  of  the  school  boards  in 
Scotland,  for  years  ending  Whitsunday, 
should  be  transmitted  to  the  accountant 
on  the  Ist  of  January  following.  Very 
frequently  they  are  not  sent  in  for  three 
or  four  months  after  this  date,  and 
sometimes  without  vouchers.  These  ac- 
counts, nearly  1,000  in  number,  have  to 
be  examined  and  reported  on  by  the  ac- 
countant, and  in  past  years  his  Report 
has  been  presented  to  Parliament  some 
16  or  17  months  after  the  date — January 


1  — at  which  they  were  due  in  Edinburgh. 
My  attention  was  called  to  this  delay  in 
the  early  part  of  the  Session  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Kincardine  (Sip 
George  Balfour),  and  a  Circular  was 
issued  to  the  school  boards  requesting 
that  their  accounts  might  be  sent  in  with 
greater  punctuality.  This  year,  by  great 
exertion  on  the  part  of  the  acting  ac- 
countant, the  Report  has  been  presented 
within  11  months,  five  or  six  months 
earlier  than  heretofore ;  and  though 
every  effort  will  be  made  to  insure  the 
appearance  of  these  Reports  at  an  earlier 
date,  I  cannot  hold  out  much  hope  that 
the  time  required  for  a  careful  examina- 
tion of  the  numerous  and  intricate  ac- 
counts can,  as  the  law  now  stands, 
be  much  reduced.  The  question  of 
the  audit  of  the  accounts  of  Publio 
Boards  in  Scotland  has  been,  and  -  is 
still,  under  consideration  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

ARREARS  OF  RENT  (IRELAND)  ACT- 
CASE  OF  ANTHONY  GALEA  GHER.  . 
Me.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  can  yet  state  what  decision  the 
Land  Commission  has  come  to  with  re- 
spect to  the  declaration  of  General 
lisdal  (^Investigator  for  Sligo  under  the 
Arrears  Act),  in  the  case  of  Anthony 
Galeagher,  tenant,  that,  although  the 
tenant  had  paid  a  half-year's  rent  after 
the  first  gale  day  in  1881,  and  another 
half-year's  rent  after  the  second  gale 
day,  it  would  be  necessary  for  him  to 
pay  a  third  half-year's  rent,  in  order  to 
gain  the  benefit  of  the  Act  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  The  case  of 
Anthony  Galeagher  has  not  been  brought 
judicially  before  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners. In  cases  where  the  question  of 
the  construction  of  Section  1,  Sub-seo- 
tion  3  of  the  Arrears  Act,  appears  to 
arise,  the  attention  of  solicitors  of  ten- 
ants was  called  to  the  advisability  of 
bringing  the  cases  before  the  Court  for 
a  judicial  decision.  As  yet  none  have 
done  so,  although  they  have  been  in- 
formed that  every  facility  would  be 
given ;  and  it  was  even  indicated  that, 
if  the  matter  of  costs  and  expenses 
stood  in  the  way,  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners would  be  prepared  to  make  some 
arrangement  whereby  that  objection 
would  be  obviated. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  that  the  solicitor  has 
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been  invited  to  bring  the  case  before  the 
Oourt  of  Land  CommiBBioners  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  I  will  look  again 
at  the  letter,  which  I  have  here ;  but  I 
have  no  doubt  whatever  that  ie  the  case. 

SPAIN— INTERNATIONAL  LAW- 
SURRENDER  OF  CUBAN 
REFUGEES. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AfiPairSy  If  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  received  any  assurances  from  the 
Spanish  Government  that  the  Cuban 
refugees  will  not  be  subjected  to  any 
penfdty  or  maltreatment  until  the  Com- 
mission of  Inquiry  have  made  their  re- 
port, or  until  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  in  a  position  to  state  their  views 
npon  the  subject  to  the  Government  of 
? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  We 
feel  sure  that  the  prisoners  will  not  be 
subjected  to  penalty  or  maltreatment 
pending  inquiry  into  the  rights  of  the 
case;  and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
think  it  would  be  unadvisable  and 
scarcely  courteous  to  make  any  repre- 
sentation or  request  which  would  imply 
a  doubt  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  ob- 
served,  that  on  Tuesday  the  Question 
that  had  just  been  answered  was  said 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  not  to  arise  out  of 
a  Question  on  the  same  subject  then  on 
the  Notice  Paper.  He  doubted  whether 
it  fell  within  the  hon.  Baronet's  pro- 
vince to  make  such  a  statement. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  whether  it  was 
true  that  General  Maceo  had  been  de- 
prived of  the  right  of  communicating 
freely  with  his  friends  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  I  am 
unable  to  answer  that  Question,  as  we 
have  no  information  with  regard  to  the 
treatment  of  the  prisoner  named  by  the 
hon.  Member. 

EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITION)  — 
MURDER  OF  PROFESSOR  PALMER 
AND  PARTY. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will 
state  what  steps  have  been  taken  to 

funish.  the    murderers    of    Professor 
'aimer,  Captain  Gill,  R.E.,  and  Lieu- 
tenant Charrington,  K.N.  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  In  the  interval 
that  has  elapsed  since  this  Question  was 

Mr.  Parnell 


asked  for  the  first  time,  we  have  re- 
ceived no  additional  information.  We 
will  take  care  to  communicate  without 
delay  any  news  that  may  reach  ns  on 
the  subject  of  the  unfortunate  fate  of 
these  gentlemen. 

CIYIL   SERVANTS    OF   THE  CROWN- 
LOCAL  APPOINTMENTS. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Treasury  Minute  of  27th  March 
1849,  on  the  subject  of  the  acceptance 
by  Civil  Servants  of  directorships  of 
companies  and  the  like,  has  been  strictly 
enforced ;  whether  the  principles  in  re- 
gard to  the  same  subject,  more  precisely 
set  forth  in  the  letter  from  the  Treasury 
to  the  Home  Department  of  6th  April 
1878,  have  been  put  into  practice  in  the 
Treasury  and  Home  Offices,  and  in  any 
other  Departments ;  and,  whether  it  is 
to  be  understood  that  before  another 
Session  of  Parliament  the  whole  subject 
of  extra-official  occupations  of  Civil 
Servants  will  be  reconsidered  with  a 
view  to  the  settlement  of  definite  rules 
for  the  whole  Civil  Service  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  answer  to 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  is  veiy 
simple.  As  to  the  first  paragraph,  it 
appears  to  me  that  in  the  Treasury  the 
rule  has  been  strictly  observed ;  but  in 
the  other  Departments  I  am  not  able  to 
say  that  it  has  been  observed  with  equal 
strictness ;  but  I  may  refer  my  hon. 
Friend  to  a  Return  made  in  May,  1880, 
giving  the  names  of  certain  Civil  ser- 
vants who  are  Directors  of  Trading  Com- 
panies. With  regard  to  the  prospective 
part  of  the  Question,  in  the  third  para- 
graph, I  have  already  stated  that  this 
subject  has  had  the  very  particular 
attention  of  the  Permanent  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  who  happened,  just  before 
the  question  was  raised,  to  have  left 
London  on  his  much-needed  vacation; 
and  I  propose  to  wait  until  his  return 
before  taking  any  further  steps  in  the 
matter. 

rRELAND-SCIENCE   AND    ART 
MUSEUM,  DUBLIN. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  opposition  to  the 
Government  plan  for  the  proposed  new 
Museum  of  Science  and  Art,  Kildare 
Street,  Dublin;  and,  whether  he  wiU 
authorise  the  Lrish  Local  Administra- 
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tion  to  consult  the  wishes  of  the  Irish 
people  in  this  matter  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY:  My  right  hon. 
Friend  has  asked  me  to  answer  this 
Question  as  relating  to  a  suhject  with 
the  details  of  which  he  is  not  conversant. 
Irish  opinion  has  not  been  neglected  in 
this  matter.  It  was  in  deference  to  local 
Dublin  feeling  that  the  site  was  most 
reluctantly  abandoned  which  seemed  to 
the  Lord  President  and  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government,  as  well  as  to 
their  skilled  advisers,  most  eligible; 
and  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  that  the  Government  are 
reluctant,  on  account  of  a  sudden  re- 
version of  feeling  stated  to  have  oc- 
curred in  Dublin,  to  postpone  indefi- 
nitely the  commencement  of  this  im- 
portant work. 

INCOME  TAX— INSOLVENT  FIRMS. 

Mr.  lea  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  If  it  is  generally  found  that 
insolvent  firms  have  paid  Income  Tax 
on  fictitious  profits  up  to  the  time  of 
their  failure,  and  for  several  years  be- 
fore ;  whether  this  arises  from  the  in- 
quisitorial zeal  of  Income  Tax  o£Scials 
working  upon  the  dread  of  the  exposure 
of  their  accounts ;  and,  if,  having  regard 
to  the  losses  that  are  known  to  have  oc- 
curred in  some  of  the  manufacturing 
districts  during  the  last  few  years,  Sur- 
veyors of  Income  Tax  will  be  instructed 
to  forbear  from  pressure  which  tends 
to  compel  the  payment  of  Income  Tax 
at  the  expense  of  the  creditors  of  the 
estate  ? 

TheCHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEK  (Mr.  Gladstone)  :  The  Question 
has  been  put  under  some  misapprehen- 
sion as  to  the  facts.  It  is  not  the  fact 
that  it  has  been  found  by  the  Govern- 
ment Department  that  insolvent  firms 
had  commonly  paid  Income  Tax  on  ficti- 
tious profits.  That  being  so,  it  follows 
that  the  second  paragraph  of  the  Ques- 
tion also  must  be  answered  in  the  nega- 
tive. With  regard  to  the  third  para- 
graph, I  have  to  reply  that  pressure 
compelling  the  payment  of  Income  Tax 
at  the  expense  of  creditors  has  not  been 
exercised  by  the  Surveyors.  On  the  con- 
trary, payment  is  frequently  allowed  to 
be  deferred  pending  the  result  of  an  ap- 
peal at  the  end  of  the  financial  year,  the 
5th  of  April,  when' the  true  statement  of 
accounts  can  be  ascertained. 


ARREARS  OF  RENT  (IRELAND)  ACT. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD  -  BAETLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  been  called  to  the  statements 
in  the  **  Freeman's  Journal "  and  other 
Irish  papers  to  the  efibct  that  the 
Arrears  Act  has  proved  a  total  failure ; 
and,  what  steps  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment propose  to  take  in  view  of  so  de- 
plorable a  result  ? 

Colonel  COLTHTJRST  pointed  out 
that  now  only  a  few  days  remained  in 
which  to  make  the  payments  required 
under  the  Act,  and  that  it  was  to  be 
feared  that  many  people  were  holding 
back  under  the  idea  that  the  time  might 
be  extended.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  g^ve  the 
House  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
whole  suhJGct  that  night. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  :  In  answer  to  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  to  the  hon. 
Member  opposite,  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  have  received  information  to  the 
efi'ect  that  many  cases  which  might  be 
brought  under  the  operation  of  the  Ar- 
rears Act  are  held  back  in  consequence 
of  the  prevalence  of  an  idea  that  Parlia- 
ment may  be  asked  to  alter  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act ;  and  I  agree  with  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that  it  is  desir- 
able that  there  should  be  no  doubt  of  our 
intentions  on  this  subject.      With  re- 
spect to  the  statements  in  The  VreematCe 
Journal,  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to 
refer  to  that  paper  in  particular;  but  wo 
do  not  agree  that  the  Arrears  Act  has 
proved  a  total  failure.     The  Land  Com- 
missioners   and    some  of   the   highest 
authorities  besides  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners are  of  opinion,  in  the  first  place, 
that  the  full  efiect,  or  anything  near  the 
full  effect,  of  the  Arrears  Act  cannot  pos- 
sibly be  estimated  with  any  justice  until 
after  the  expiration  of  the  month  of  De- 
cember.     They  also  believe   that   the 
number  of  tenants  who  will  be  incapaci- 
tated by  the  limitation  of  date   from 
using  the  Act  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
the  benefit  of  the  Land  Act  is  a  small 
minority.     That  is  the  best  judgment  at 
which  they  can  arrive.     I  may  add,  that 
the  Gom^ssioners    learnt   with   some 
satisfaction  that  there  has  been  a  marked 
falling  off  in  the  number  of  evictions 
during  the  last  three  weeks — the  dimi- 
nution of  evictions  being  the  aim  with 
which  the  Arrears  Act  was  passed. 
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Mb.  PAENELL  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will  intro- 
duce a  Bill  to  amend  the  Arrears  Act,  so 
as  to  extend  the  period  within  which  the 
year's  rent  in  respect  of  1881  maybe 
paid  for  such  time  as  may  be  necessary 
to  enable  the  Court  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission to  decide  how  much  rent  is  pay- 
able in  respect  of  that  year  on  estates 
where  the  existence  of  a  hanging  gale  is 
alleged  by  the  landlord,  and  also  to  make 
provision  for  the  payment  out  of  the 
Church  Fund  to  the  landlord  of  the  costs 
incurred  in  proceedin|rs  of  ejectment, 
and  for  the  recovery  of  arrears  of  rent 
which  the  tenant  has  proved  his  inabi- 
lity to  pay  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  My  answer  to 
this  Question  will,  in  effect,  be  a  supple- 
ment to  the  answer  which  I  gave  just 
now  to  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Colonel  Colthurst).  This  Question  in- 
quires from  the  (Government  on  two 
points — ^first  of  all,  whether  we  are  will- 
ing to  introduce  forthwith,  during  the 
present  Sitting  of  Parliament,  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Arrears  Act,  so  as  to  extend 
the  period  within  which  the  year's  rent 
in  respect  of  1881  maybe  paid;  and, 
secondly,  whether  we  will  make  provi- 
sion for  the  payment,  out  of  the  Church 
Fund,  to  the  landlord  of  the  costs  of  pro- 
ceedings in  ejectment,  and  for  the  re- 
covery of  arrears  in  rent  which  the  tenant 
has  proved  his  inability  to  pay.  We  do 
not  intend  to  make  any  proposal  for  the 
extension  of  the  time  umited  for  pay- 
ment. To  this  extent  the  hon.  Member 
will  probably  agree  with  me — that  when 
that  is  our  view  it  is  best  for  all  parties 
that  it  should  be  at  once  clearly  and  defi- 
nitely understood.  It  is  most  desirable 
that  there  should  be  no  uncertainty  as 
to  the  date  up  to  which  the  rent  must  be 
satisfied,  and  before  application  can  be 
made  to  the  Court.    As  far  as  we  can 

gather  from  the  opinion  of  the  Land 
Commissioners,  the  advantage  to  any 
number  of  tenants  concerned — which  I 
have  already  stated  we  believe  to  be 
small — from  an  extension  of  the  time 
would  be  very  slight  compared  with  the 
injurious  results  from  any  extension  of 
the  date.  It  is  from  that  comparative  ad- 
vantage and  disadvantage  that  we  have 
come  to  this  conclusion,  and  that  we  de- 
sire that  this  conclusion  should  be  uni- 
versally known.  As  regards  the  subject 
of  costs,  it  is  not  a  new  point.  It  was 
raised  when  the  Arrears  Act  was  passing 


through  this  House,  and  the  HouBe  de- 
cided not  to  make  any  provision  to  the 
effect  stated  by  the  hon.  Member.  We 
believe  that  very  serious  questions  would 
be  involved  by  any  relaxation  on  this 
point ;  and  it  must  be  remembered  that 
we  have  already  gone  to  very  great 
lengths  in  the  Arrears  Act  for  the  bene- 
fit, not  of  the  whole,  but  of  a  particular 
portion  of  the  population.  I  know  when 
extraordinary  measures  have  been  taken 
in  a  particular  direction  they  are  always 
made  a  reason  for  further  legislation.  It 
is  not  our  business  to  admit  that  reason. 
On  the  contrary,  we  think  ourselves  bound 
not  to  admit  it ;  and  we  cannot,  there- 
fore, recommend  Parliament  to  adopt  the 
course  suggested  by  the  hon.  Memoer. 

Mb.  ONSLOW :  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister ['*  Order !  "] 

Mb.  speaker  called  on  Mr.  Par- 
nell. 

ADJOURNMENT  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mb.  PABNELL  :  Sir,  I  hold  that  this 
question  of  the  failure,  or  partial  failure, 
of  the  Arrears  Act,  in  view  of  the  very 
critical  state  of  the  country  in  Ireland, 
and  tho  imminence  of  severe  distress, 
with  which  the  question  of  arrears  is 
undoubtedly  connected,  is  "  a  definite 
matter  of  urgent  public  importance."  I 
wish  to  ask  the  leave  of  the  House  to 
move  its  adjournment,  in  order  that 
I  may  bring  this  matter  before  them, 
and  explain  our  views  for  thinking  and 
supposing  that  the  Prime  Minister  has 
received  erroneous  information  from  the 
Land  Commissioners. 

Mb.  ONSLOW :  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
Order.  I  wish  to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether 
it  is  not  competent  for  me,  or  any  other 
Member,  to  put  a  Question  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  or  any  other  Member  of  Par- 
liament, before  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  is  moved  ?  I  wish  to  put  a  Ques- 
tion, which  is  not  on  the  Paper,  to  the 
Prime  Minister. 

Mb.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  look  at  the  Besolution  passed 
by  the  House  in  reference  to  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House,  it  aays,  in 
effect,  that  that  course  may  be  taken 
after  the  Questions  on  the  Notice  Paper 
have  been  disposed  of.  Now,  all  the 
Questions  on  tne  Notice  Paper  having 
been  disposed  of,  the  Motion  may  be 
made.  Does  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  propose  to  ask  the  leave  of 
the  House  to  make  the  Motion  ? 
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Mb.  PAENELL  :  I  do,  Sir. 
Mr.  speaker  :  Is  it  your  pleasure 
that  Mr.  Parnell  be  now  heard  ? 

And  there  being  many  voices  for  and 
against — 

Mb.  speaker  :  Having  heard  ne- 
gative voices  on  the  matter,  I  must  ask 
the  hon.  Member  whether  there  are  40 
Members  prepared  to  support  the  Mo- 
tion. 

Whereupon,  a  large  number  of  Mem- 
bers—not less  than  40 — rising  in  their 
places — 

Mr.  speaker  called  upon  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  to  proceed. 

Mb.  parnell  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise 
to  avail  myself  of  the  privilege  which 
has  been  afforded  to  me  of  calling  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  this  question 
of  the  failure,  or  partial  failure,  of  the 
Arrears  Act  to  fulfil  the  intentions  of  the 
Government,  and  the  objects  of  those 
intentions.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  has  stated  that,  ac- 
cording to  the  information  he  has  re- 
ceived from  the  Land  Commissioners, 
only  a  comparatively  small  number  of 
tenants  will  be  shut  out  by  the  limita- 
tion of  time  at  which  the  rent  in  respect 
of  the  year  1881  can  be  satisfied;  but  I 
think — in  fact,  I  have  every  reason  to 
believe — that  the  Court  of  the  Land 
Commission  is  not  in  a  position  to  know 
how  many  tenants  are  desirous  of  avail- 
ing themselves  of  the  provisions  and 
benefits  of  this  valuable  Act,  simply  be- 
cause they  do  not  come  into  contact  with 
the  estate  in  arrears  of  rent  until  appli- 
cations have  been  made  to  them  by  the 
tenants  on  those  estates.  Therefore,  it 
follows  that  although  the  Land  Com- 
missioners may  have  accurate  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  number  of  appli- 
cations which  have  been  made  to  them- 
selves, and  the  number  of  such  appli- 
cations which  may  probably  be  granted, 
yet  it  is  impossible  for  them  to  know 
anything  about  the  vast  number,  as  we 
think  the  many  thoiisands,  of  small 
tenants  in  Ireland  who,  through  want  of 
time,  or  through  other  causes  which  I 
shall  explain  to  the  House,  have  not  yet 
been  able  to  apply  under  the  provisions 
of  this  Act,  or  to  satisfy  the  rent  in  re- 
spect of  the  year  1881.  Now,  Sir,  after 
the  last  day  of  November  it  will  be  im- 
possible for  these  tenants,  either  by  the 


consent  of  the  landlord  or  without  his 
consent,  to  satisfy  the  rent  in  respect  of 
the  year  1881  ;  and  hence  it  will  follow 
that,  owing  to  the  insertion  in  the  Bill 
of  an  Amendment — against  which  the 
Irish  Members  protested  strongly  at  the 
time  it  was  introduced — in  one  of  the 
last  stages  of  the  Bill,  by  this  most  per- 
nicious and  detrimental  Amendment, 
the  time  in  the  Bill  was  limited  to  the 
end  of  this  month,  during  which  the 
tenants  should  pay  a  year's  rent  in  re- 
spect of  the  year  1881,  and  owing  to  the 
fact  that  up  to  this  moment  no  decision 
has  been  given  by  the  Court  of  the  Land 
Commissioners  as  to  how  much  a  tenant 
should  pay  in  view  of  the  operation  of 
what  is  known  as  ''  the  Hanging  Gale 
Proviso  "  of  the  Act,  many  thousands  of 
the  tenants  of  Ireland  are  now  in  this 
position,  that  they  do  not  absolutely 
know  how  much  rent  they  ought  to  pay 
in  respect  of  the  year  1881,  and  there  is 
no  machinery  provided  by  which  they 
can  lodge  a  sufficient  amount  of  rent  in 
Court  to  cover  any  amount  which  the 
Court  hereafter  may  decide  should  be 
paid  by  them.  Now,  this  is  one  of  the 
points  on  which,  I  think,  there  has  been 
a  failure,  or  partial  failure,  of  the  Act.  I 
do  not  propose  to  say  that  the  Act  has 
proved  a  total  failure.  That  may  depend 
very  much  upon  the  decision  of  the  Land 
Commissioners  with  regard  to  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Proviso  which  is  known  as 
**  the  hanging  gale  ;  "  but  if  that  Hang- 
ing Gale  Proviso,  the  nature  of  which  I 
will  shortly  explain  to  the  House,  be 
interpreted  against  the  views  of  the 
tenants,  it  will  undoubtedly  result  in 
the  total  failure  of  the  Arrears  Act.  I 
trust  and  hope  that  an  interpretation 
may  be  given  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners Court  in  favour  of  the  tenants ; 
but  if  it  be  not  so,  I  say  that  the 
Arrears  Act  of  1882  will  be  added  to 
the  long  list  of  measures  which  the 
people  of  Ireland  have  received  with 
high  hopes  from  this  Parliament,  only 
to  find  themselves  bitterly  and  disgrace- 
fully disappointed.  With  regard  to  the 
Hanging  Gale  Proviso  under  the  Bill 
as  it  was  originally  drafted,  and  as  it 
was  read  a  second  time  in  this  House, 
it  was  necessary  for  the  tenant  to  satisfy 
the  landlord  in  respect  of  the  rent  pay- 
able for  the  year  of  the  tenancy  expir- 
ing on  the  last  day  of  the  last  gale  of 
1881.    Under  the  reading  of  the  sub- 
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aeotion  it  was  perfectly  plain  that  if  the 
tenant  paid  a  half-year's  rent  on  or  at 
any  time  after  the  first  gale  day  of 
1881,  he  would  be  entitled  to  olaim 
credit  in  respect  of  the  rent  payable 
for  that  half  year;  and  if  he  made 
application  on  or  after  the  second 
gale  day,  he  would  be  able  to  claim 
credit  in  respect  of  the  whole  year's 
rent.  But  by  the  Proviso  in  the  Bill 
the  whole  matter  has  been  thrown  into 
confusion,  and  it  is  not  possible  for  any 
tenant  in  Ireland  to  know  how  much 
rent  he  ought  to  pay  in  respect  of  1881, 
in  order  to  be  sure  when  the  time  has 
expired  he  may  not,  after  he  had  made 
his  payments,  find  he  has  been  thrown 
outside  the  benefit  of  the  Act.  The 
Proviso  was  as  follows : — 

<*Thftt  where  it  appears  that,  according  to 
the  ordinary  course  of  dealing  between  the 
landlord  and  tenant  of  the  holding,  the  rent  of 
such  holding  has  nsnally  been  paid  on  some 
day  after  the  day  on  which  it  became  legally 
dne,  the  usual  day  of  payment  shall  be  deemed, 
for  the  purposes  of  this  sub*section,  to  be  the 
time  at  which  the  rent  accrued  due." 

So  utterly  incomprehensible  a  section 
as  that  has  never,  I  venture  to  believe, 
been  inserted  in  an  Act  of  Parliament 
before.  We  protested  against  it,  and 
moved  Amendments  against  it;  but  it 
was  all  of  no  use — the.fiill  went  through 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  with  this 
Proviso  inserted.  Up  to  the  present 
the  balance  of  legal  opinion  in  Ireland 
is  quite  divided  in  regard  to  the  inter- 

5 rotation  to  be  put  upon  this  Proviso, 
'he  Court  of  the  Land  Commission  has 
not  ventured,  up  to  the  present  moment, 
to  give  any  authoritative  decision  with 
regard  to  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant explained  that  a  few  days  ago 
the  Court  had  invited  a  case  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  it  upon  this  question ;  but  of 
what  use  would  the  submission  of  such 
a  case  be  now,  unless  we  can  get  an 
extension  of  the  time  within  which  the 
tenant  can  make  the  necessary  payment  ? 
If  the  Court  of  the  Land  Commission 
should  decide  that  he  has  not  paid 
sufficient,  the  decision  of  a  case  taken 
before  the  Court  in  re^onse  to  the  in- 
vitation of  the  Chief  Secretary  or  the 
Commissioners  would  be  too  late  to 
affect  the  question  at  all.  It  should 
have  been  given  months,  or  at  any 
rate  weeks  ago,  in  order  to  enable 
the  smaller  tenants,  who  are  many 
of  them  extremely  ignorant  of  every- 

Mr.  Famell 


thing,     even    in     numerous    cases   of 
the  English  language,  and  who  live  in 
remote    districts,    to    understand  what 
their  legal  rights  are  as  to  this  compli- 
cated section.     The  Commissioners  do 
not  appear  to  have  given  any  definite 
instructions  to  their  investigators.  Many 
of  these  gentlemen  have  given  the  most 
contrary   decisions  as    to    this  matter. 
Several  decisions  that  have  been  given 
by  the  investigators  have  had  such  an 
effect  with  regard  to  this  disputed  point 
on  large  masses  of  the  tenants  in  the 
West  and  North  of  Ireland,  that  the 
tenants  have  given  up  making  applica- 
tions under  the  Arrears  Act  at  all,  be- 
cause they  think  the  decisions  given  be- 
fore their  eyes  in   the  Court    by  the 
investigators  must    necessarily   be  the 
law  of  the  land,  and  it  is  no  use  making 
their  applications.     The  landlords  daim 
the  benefit  of  the  Proviso  wherever  the 
rent  was  usually  paid  at  any  time  after 
the  gale  day ;  and  as  no  rent  is  usually 
paid  on  the  gale  day  it  follows  that  in 
every  disputed  case  the  landlord  claimed 
the  benefit  of   the  Proviso   as  to  the 
hanging  gale.      The  legal  advisers  of 
the  tenants,   on  the  other  hand,   had 
given  it  as  their  opinion  that  a  usual 
fixed  day  or  date  subsequent  to  the  gale 
day  for  paying  the  rents  which  exists  on 
the  estate  must  exist  to  entitle  the  land- 
lord to  claim  the  Proviso  in  his  favour. 
In  the  absence  of  any  decisions  on  the 
subject  the  tenants  and  all  concerned 
are  at  sea.     If  the  Proviso  be  inter- 
preted according  to  the  landlord's  view, 
it  will  follow  that  the  great  majority  of 
tenants  who  have  appued  to  the  Court 
will  derive  little  benefit  from  their  ap- 
plications.   In  any  case  the  decisions 
given  by  some  of  the  investigators — 
some  of  which  have  been  brought  before 
the  House — have  had  such  a  deterrent 
effect  on  the  tenants  that  they   have 
ceased  on  several  estates  with  which  I 
am  acquainted  registering  their  applica- 
tions to  benefit  under  the  Arrears  Act. 
If  it  were  possible  for  the  tenant  to 
make  a  lodgment  of  money  to  pay  the 
amount,  he  would  have  to  pay  in  any 
case  with  the  possibility  of   having  it 
refunded  to  him.    If  he  had  paid  too 
much  the  evil  would  be  mitigated.    The 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
says  the  Government  asked  the  Land 
Conunissioners  to  grant  such  money ;  but 
they  refused  on  the  ground  that  they 
had  not  sufficient  powur.    The  view  of 
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the  Governmeiit  has  been  carried  ont 
out,  and  the  Land  Commissioners  are 
without  the  necessary  powers.     The  Go- 
vernment refuse  to  give  the  Land  Com- 
mission Court  the  necessary  legal  powers 
that  they  (the  Government)  admit  the 
Court  ought  to  possess.     The   second 
point  of  difficulty  is  the  limitation  of 
time.    That  limitation  of  time  was  in- 
serted in  the  Act  contrary  to  our  express 
wishes  and  in  spite  of  our  protests.   We 
pointed  out  that  it  would  in  all  proba- 
bility diminish  enormously  the  value  of 
the  Act ;  but  it  was  inserted  notwith- 
standing, and  the  result  has  been  that 
many  thousands  of  these  poor  families 
in  Ireland  will  be  utterly  unable  to  ob- 
tain the  benefit  of  the  Act.     The  third 
point  of  difficulty  is  the    question  of 
costs.      I  did    think    the    Government 
would  have  seen  the  justice  and  equity 
of  extending  the  provision  of  the  Act  so 
as  to  enable  the  Court  to  relieve  the 
tenant  of  costs  where  it  is  proved  he  is 
unable  to  pay.     I  have  here  some  re- 
markable statistics  as  to  the  number  of 
tenants  who  have  been  evicted  in  Ire- 
land during  the  years  that  have  elapsed 
since  the  Famine  of  1879-80,  which  fami- 
lies are  most  of  them  utterly  unable  to 
obtain  the  restoration  of  their  holdings, 
owing  partly  in  some  cases  to  the  fact 
that  they  are  not  able  to  find  a  year's 
rent  in  respect  of  1881,  but  chiefly  to 
the  fact  that  they  are  not  able  to  pay 
the  overwhelming  costs  that  have  been 
heaped  on  them,  which  in  many  cases 
exceeded  the  amount  of  rent  they  ob- 
tained remission  upon.  In  1 879  the  num- 
ber of  families  evicted  was  903,  or  4,500 
individuals.     The  number  in  1880  was 
2,110  families,  or  10,657  persons.     In 
1881,  3,415  families,  or  17,541  persons; 
and  in  the   10  months  of   this   year, 
ending     October,     4,249    families,    or 
21,225  persons,  including  300  families, 
or    rather    over   1,500  persons  in  the 
month    of    October.       This    makes    a 
total  for  the  four  years,  or  since  the  dis- 
tress, of  10,677  families,  or  53,723  per- 
sons evicted;   and  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  vast  majority  of  these 
evicted  families  and  persons  have  not 
been    benefited    or    protected    in    the 
smallest    degree  by  the  Land  Act  of 
1881.     Seventy-five  per  cent  of  these 
families  were  evicted  before  that  Act  was 
passed,  and  the  remaining  25  per  cent 
nave  been  evicted  since,  while  the  Land 
Courts  were  vainly  struggling  to  hear 


the  oases  of  the  appealing  tenants.  You 
must  recollect  that  in  almost  every  case 
where  the  tenants  have  been   able  to 
bring  their  cases  for  adjudication  for  the 
fixing  of  a  fair  rent,  the  Court,  more  es- 
pecially where  the  applicants  were  small 
tenants,  have  g^ven  a  reduction  averag- 
ing SO  per  cent.     Of  these  families  it 
would  be  a  liberal  estimate  to  say  that 
half  had  been  restored  to  their  homes. 
If  we  allow  that — which  I  believe  is  far 
beyond  the  proper  estimate — and  admit 
or  guess  that  they  will  receive  the  benefit 
of  the  Arrears  Act,  and  will  get  clear 
back  into  their  homes,  we  shall  be  speak- 
ing very  liberally.     You  have  still  the 
remaining  5,000  families  who  appeal  to 
you  for  protection — 5, 000  families  whom 
you  are  going  to  permit  to  go  through 
the  terrible  winter  that  is  coming  on  us 
in  Ireland  with  no  food    but    Indian 
meal,  the  potatoes  being  all  consumed, 
and  with  that  meal  now  at  10  guineas 
per  ton,  as  compared  with  six  guineas 
per  ton  last  year.     These  people  receive 
no  hope  or  comfort  from  the  Govern- 
ment.    These  questions  of  distress  and 
arrears  are  most  intimately  connected. 
The   evicted  families,   and    the  others 
who  have  not  yet  been  evicted,  but  over 
whom  the  sentence  of  death  is  hanging, 
and  who  will  shortly  be  evicted — who 
are  being  evicted  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, as  we  have  heard,  at  the  rate  of 
306  per  month,  are  increasing.     Every 
day,  every  week,  every  month,  this  hor- 
rible total  of  evicted  families  is  being 
added  to,  and  there  is  no  use  saying 
there  is  any  attempt  being  made  to  in- 
duce them  not  to  pay  their  rents.     If 
by  means  of  the  Arrears  Act  it  was 
possible  to  protect  them,  they  would  be 
prevented  from  going  into  the  work- 
house; and  the  scheme  of  emigration 
sanctioned  this  Session,  under  that  Act, 
or  of  emigration  which  we  hope  to  ob- 
tain the  adoption  of,  would  have  some 
chance  of  coming  into  play,  and  would 
prevent  the  exasperation  which  must 
follow  the  tearing  down  of  roof-trees 
and  the  turning  on  the  road  side  of 
these  poor  people,  who  have  been  told 
by  the  Prime  Minister  of  England  that 
justice  is  being  done  to  them.     We  look 
in  vain  for  justice.  The  fate  of  the  Irish 
people  who  rely  on  a  British  Parliament 
for  the  redress  of  their  grievances  has 
always  been  an  unhappy  one.    I  had 
hoped  that  this  Arrears  Bill  would  have 
been  left  untampered  with  ;  but  it  has 
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been  trammelled  by  the  insertion  of  de- 
trimental provisions  that  have  rendered 
it  a  partial  failure,  and  maj  probably 
bring  about  its  total  failure.  We  protested 
against  the  insertion  of  these  provi- 
sions ;  but,  owing  to  the  unfortunate  in- 
fluence of  ''another  place,"  and  the 
landlord  party  in  this  House,  these  three 
provisions  we  objected  to  were  inserted, 
and  the  result  has  been  as  you  see. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  The  changes  in  the 
Bill  were  all  made  in  this  House. 

Mb.  FABNELL:  I  did  not  say 
they  were  not.  I  distinctly  said  I  had 
hoped  that  this  Bill  might,  at  least, 
have  passed  without  these  detrimental 
alterations,  thereby  inferring  that  they 
had  been  made  in  this  House.  I  have 
not  had  time  to  refer  to  the  Journals  of 
the  House ;  but  I  have  no  doubt  the  al- 
terations were  made  partly  owing  to  a 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 

fet  the  Bill  through  '' another  place." 
t  was  obvious  that  the  Prime  Minister 
had  sufficient  force  at  his  disposal  to 
carry  the  Bill  through  this  House  with- 
out any  risk.  The  fate,  I  say,  of  the 
Irish  people,  who  depend  on  this  House, 
and  who  look  with  confidence  on  this 
House  for  remedial  legislation,  has  al- 
ways been  an  unhappy  one.  I  was  in 
hopes  that  the  unhappy  precedents  that 
have  been  set  in  this  matter  would  have 
been  reversed,  and  that  we  should  at 
least  have  been  able  to  point  to  the 
Arrears  Act  of  1882  as  an  Act  that  was 
both  just  and  generous  to  the  long-suf- 
fering among  the  people  of  Ireland.  I 
beg  to  move  that  this  House  do  now  ad- 
journ. 

Colonel  COLT  HURST  said,  he 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  in  support  of 
the  necessity,  if  possible,  of  extending 
the  time  for  payment  of  the  arrears,  or, 
at  any  rate,  of  amending  the  provision 
of  the  Arrears  Act  with  respect  to  the 
hanging  gale  and  the  subject  of  distress 
in  Ireland.  As  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Citv  of  Cork  had  pointed  out,  the  ma- 
jority of  the  people  who  suffered  either 
by  the  time  of  payment  expiring,  or  by 
the  construction  of  the  clause  respecting 
the  hanging  gale,  came  from  the  very 
poorest  districts  of  Ireland,  and  were 
those  who  were  in  a  state  of  the  greatest 
poverty,  there  was  every  reason  to  fear 
that  in  the  coming  winter  they  would 
be,  or  they  should  be,  recipients  of  re- 
lief. If  a  similar  thing  happened  in 
any  district  of  England,  and  it  was  likely 
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that  some  hundreds  of  people  would  be 
devoid  of  food  and  employment,  how 
would  the  case  stand  ?  The  Local  Gk>- 
vemment  Board  in  England  had  the 
power,  by  an  Order  dated,  he  believed, 
1852,  entitled  an  **  Order  for  Eegulating 
Outdoor  Relief,"  to  authorize  outdoor 
relief  to  be  given  to  the  able-bodied  in 
any  given  Union.  More  than  that,  it 
had  the  power  to  require  that  labour 
should  be  given  in  return  for  such  re- 
lief;  and  it  had  also  the  power  to  dis- 
continue the  relief  when  it  thought  fit. 
How  did  the  case  stand  in  Ireland  ?  He 
had  in  the  last  few  days  vainly  endea- 
voured to  call  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  absolute  inoperativeness  of  the  Irish 
Local  Government  Board  to  deal  with 
anything  but  the  ordinary  normal  dis- 
tress. He  knew  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  a  great  many  other 
more  important  matters  to  attend  to; 
but  he  believed  he  had  entirely  failed 
to  grasp  the  difference  that  existed  be- 
tween the  Poor  Law  in  the  two  countries. 
There  was  this  further  difference — ^that 
the  Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland 
had  absolutely  no  power  whatever  to 
give  one  penny  in  relief  to  able-bodied 
men  unless  the  workhouse  be  full  or  in- 
fected. His  right  hon.  Friend,  in  answer 
to  his  Question  that  night,  said  that  the 
Local  Government  Board  was  satisfied 
with  the  provision  of  indoor  relief  in 
the  workhouse,  and  until  that  was  ex- 
hausted there  was  no  danger  of  excep- 
tional distress.  He  appealed  to  the  ex- 
perience of  the  years  1879-80,  and  he 
did  not  believe  that,  with  the  exception 
of  the  South  Dublin  Union,  there  was 
a  single  workhouse  in  Ireland  that  was 
full ;  and  yet  they  knew  large  numbers 
of  people  were  receiving  outdoor  relief 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Relief  of 
Distress  Act.  He  endeavoured  to  ob- 
tain the  making  of  that  power  perma- 
nent, but  it  was  not  possible  to  do  so, 
perhaps,  at  the  time;  and  he  did  not 
know  now  what  the  Government  could 
do,  except  boldly  to  confer  upon  the 
Local  Government  Board  the  power  of 
issuing  and  regulating  outdoor  relief, 
trusting  to  Parhament  for  an  indemnity. 
Whatever  question  there  might  be  as  to 
the  Arrears  Act,  he  did  not  believe  there 
would  be  the  slightest  hesitation  on  the 
part  of  Parliament  when  it  met  again 
in  February  next  to  endorse  any  action 
that  the  Government  might  take.    The 
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illiberal  provisions  of  the  Irish  Poor 
Law  had  an  effect  on  the  Local  Oovern- 
ment  Board  itself.  It  had  an  effect 
upon  the  Inspectors,  gentlemen  of  the 
greatest  humanity  and  intelligence,  many 
of  whom  he  personally  knew,  for  when 
they  went  to  a  place  like  Tory  Island,  or 
to  the  poorest  parts  of  Sligo,  they  only 
estimated  the  distress  in  its  bearings 
upon  the  Poor  Law  which  they  adminis- 
tered. They  did  not  look  to  the  actual 
and  narrow  limits  of  the  Poor  Law,  nor 
to  the  provision  that  until  the  workhouse 
was  full,  or  infected,  could  able-bodied 
men  get  one  penny  in  relief.  He  would, 
therefore,  quite  irrespective  of  the  sug- 
gestions that  had  been  made  by  other 
Hon.  Friends  as  to  amending  the  Arrears 
Act,  urge  upon  the  Government,  before 
it  was  too  late,  that  they  should  take 
some  steps  to  place  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  Ireland  in  a  position  to 
deal  effectively  with  distress  should  such 
distress  ensue.  He  would  second  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment. 

Motion, made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.'' — 
{Mr.  Parnell) 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  did  not 
blame  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  for  this  interruption  to  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House ;  but,  as  an  English 
county  Member,  it  was  his  duty  to  urge 
that  English  Business  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with.  But  the  present  irregu- 
larity was  incidental  to  the  very  nature 
of  the  Arrears  Act.  By  it  they  had  re- 
verted to  the  feudal  system,  and  the 
State  had  become  the  landlord-in-chief 
over  all  Ireland.  The  House  could  not 
escape  from  these  interruptions  unless 
it  appointed  a  Standing  Committee, 
whose  exclusive  duty  should  be  io  attend 
to  the  operation  of  the  Arrears  Act. 

Mb.  SEXTON  ventured  to  say  that 
the  sole  irregularity  on  this  occasion  had 
been  that  committed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  New- 
degate.)  For  the  first  occasion,  perhaps, 
in  the  history  of  the  House,  a  Motion 
for  the  Adjournment  of  the  House  was  a 
regular  and  legal  Motion.  It  had  been 
supported  by  the  requisite  quorum  under 
the  New  Kules,  by  twice  the  requisite 
quorum  of  hon.  Members ;  and  therefore 
it  did  not  lie  in  the  power  of  any  hon. 
Member  to  rise  and  question  the  regu- 
larity of  the  proceeding.  |Mr.  Newdb- 
QATS ;  Not  for  a  moment.]   This  question 


of  the  administration  of  the  Arrears 
Act  was  closely,  was  inextricably,  con- 
nected with  the  question  of  distress, 
with  the  question  of  eviction,  and  with 
the  question  of  crime  ;  and  he  pitied  the 
intelligence  of  the  Gentlemen  who  put 
the  claims  of  every-day  English  business 
before  such  an  urgent  question  as  that. 
He  would  like  to  consider  the  question 
by  the  light  of  two  telegrams  he  had 
received,  one  of  which  he  had  already 
read  to  the  House,  from  the  parish 
priest  of  Columbkille,  County  Donegal, 
stating  that  widespread  distress  pre- 
vailed, that  the  Government  had  taken 
no  action,  and  urging  him  (Mr.  Sexton), 
for  humanity's  sake,  to  press  the  Go- 
vernment to  save  the  people.  The  second 
telegram  was  from  the  Eev.  Father  Cos- 
grove,  who  said  there  was  no  Indian 
meal  to  be  had  in  Sligo  at  any  price,  and 
asked  what  would  the  Government  do 
while  the  people  starved?  He  might 
be  asked  what  was  the  connection  be- 
tween this  widespread  and  threatening 
state  of  distress,  and  the  question  which 
was  now  before  the  House.  He  said  it 
was  quite  plain  that  the  persons  who 
were  unable  to  buy  this  Indian  meal, 
the  persons  who  were  threatened  with 
starvation,  were  in  many  cases,  especially 
in  the  West  of  Ireland,  the  very  persons 
who  were  suffering  by  the  operation  of 
the  Arrears  Act.  In  seven  days  more  the 
time  would  have  expired  within  which 
any  tenant  might  satisfy  his  landlord  in 
respect  to  the  Act.  The  Prime  Minister 
told  them  that  he  did  not  agree  with  The 
Freeman^  Journal  and  other  Irish  papers 
that  the  Arrears  Act  had  proved  a  total 
failure,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
suggested  that  the  time  had  not  yet  come 
when  they  were  enabled  to  judge  of  the 
extent  of  the  failure  of  the  Act.  He 
asked  them  to  wait  until  December.  He 
(Mr.  Sexton)  maintained  with  confidence 
that  the  moment  had  arrived  when  they 
could  with  perfect  accuracy  say  that  the 
Arrears  Act  had  failed.  How  long  was 
it  since  the  Act  was  passed?  It  was 
passed  some  two  or  three  months  ago ; 
and  although  the  people  of  Ireland  had 
for  three  years  been  passing  through  a 
critical  period — a  period  of  distress,  a 
period  of  hunger,  a  period  in  which  the 
earth  did  not  bring  forth  the  amount  of 
rent  due  to  the  landlord ;  although  they 
had  this  Arrears  Act  which  the  Prime 
Minister  described  as  an  act  of  policy^ 
which  being  an  act  of  policy  should  havf 
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been  administered  in  a  liberal  spirit, 
they  found  that  the  total  time  allowed 
to  the  tenants  to  satisfy  one  of  the 
essential  conditions  of  the  Act  was  only 
two  or  three  months.  He  asked  the 
House  to  remember  that  in  the  course 
of  the  debates  on  the  Arrears  Bill  in 
that  House  the  Prime  Minister  estimated 
the  amount  to  be  paid  under  the  Act  out 
of  the  public  funds  at  oyer  £2,000,000 
— he  estimated  that  the  Consolidated 
Fund  would  be  charged  that  amount. 
r««  jjq  I » j    ^^  njjy  YBX^^  the  charge  upon 

the  Church  Fund  and  the  Consolidated 
Fund  together  would  be  £2,000,000. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  sure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  intend  to  be 
inaccurate  ;  but  the  case  was  this.  I 
never  gave  that  as  my  opinion,  nor  as 
the  opinion  of  the  Government,  as  the 
probaole  payment  that  would  have  to  be 
made  under  the  Act.  In  a  case  of  the 
kind  where  the  charge  was  one  of  ereat 
uncertainty  the  Government  were  obliged 
to  take  an  outside  estimate.  It  was  the 
only  course  they  could  pursue  in  fulfil- 
ment of  their  duty;  but  I  never  expected 
the  charge  to  reach  that  amount. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  the  estimate  given 
from  the  Government  side  of  the  House 
was  for  that  amount,  and  on  the  Opposi- 
tion of  the  House  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
whom  he  now  saw  present  contended 
that  the  charge  would  be  considerably 
in  excess  of  that  amount.  The  next 
point  to  consider  was  as  to  how  many 
tenants  ought  the  Gt)vemment  to  give 
relief  to ;  and  he  quoted  a  speech  which 
he  very  well  remembered — a  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland — who  said 
that  the  average  payment  by  the 
State  in  respect  to  eacn  tenant  would  be 
£7.  If  they  divided  that  amount  into 
the  total  of"  £2,000,000,  which  the  Go- 
vernment estimated  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  spend,  they  would  find  that 
the  Government  estimated  that  300,000 
tenants,  or  one-half  the  total  number  in 
Ireland,  would  need  assistance  under  the 
Act.  When  he  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Government  expected  to  be 
in  a  position  to  pay  money  to  the  land- 
lords in  respect  to  one-half  of  the  total 
number  of  tenants,  he  said  he  was  in  a 
position  to  tell  the  House  whether  or 
not  the  Arrears  Act  had  been  a  failure. 
Unless  every  tenant  in  Ireland  who  went 
in  for  the  benefit  of  the  Act  satisfied  his 
landlord  in  respeot  of  the  rent  for  the 
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year  1881,  he  would  be  shut  out  finally 
and  for  ever  from  any  benefit  under  the 
Act.  Let  the  House  bear  that  in  mind, 
and  follow  him  in  a  fig^ure  or  two  he 
proposed  to  state.  He  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  a  veiy 
few  days  ago  how  many  tenants  had 
made  application  for  the  benefits  of  the 
Arrears  Act,  and  in  how  many  of  these 
cases  had  a  favourable  report  been  made. 
The  total  number  of  applications  up  to 
within  a  few  days  ago  was  16,000 — the 
population  of  one  barony — 16,000  out  of 
300,000  whom  the  Government  hoped 
to  help  ;  and  of  the  16,000  in  how  many 
cases  had  favourable  reports  been  made  P 
In  1,200  oases.  Upon  the  very  verge  of 
the  practical  expiration  of  the  Arrears 
Act  they  were  told  that  out  of  the 
300,000  tenants  whom  the  Government 
hoped  to  help  by  the  Act,  1,200  cases, 
or  one  in  25,000,  had  been  favourably 
reported  upon.  If  that  vras  not  a  de- 
plorable failure,  the  meaning  of  the  word 
*'  failure "  was  beyond  his  estimation. 
Why  had  the  Act  failed  ?  He  compared 
it  with  another  Act  which  was  passed 
by  this  House— the  Prevention  of  Crime 
Act,  under  which,  for  the  murder  of  re- 
latives and  for  malicious  injury  to  them- 
selves, persons  were  entitled  to  present 
applications  for  compensation.  That  Act 
was  administered  in  a  very  different 
spirit  to  the  Arrears  Act.  They  had  their 
3,000  police  barracks  all  over  Ireland, 
and  the  police  in  every  district  went  to 
persons  who  had  claims  and  informed 
them  of  their  power  to  send  in  claims ; 
and  the  consequence  was  that  these 
ubiquitous  police  had  not  left  a  single 
person  entitled  to  claim  without  having 
him  well  posted  as  to  the  nature  of  his 
claim  and  the  mode  to  proceed.  Did  the 
Gt>vemment  follow  any  similar  course 
under  the  Arrears  Act  ?  Did  the  police 
or  Post  Office  officials  of  the  Govern- 
ment, did  any  of  the  other  State  ser^ 
vants  busy  themselves,  or  were  they 
directed  to  busy  themselves,  to  inform 
the  tenants  in  the  wild  districts  of  Ire- 
land to  take  advantage  of  the  Act  ?  Not 
a  single  step  was  taken,  and  the  poor 
tenants  had  no  information,  and  were 
left  to  the  fitful  and  desultory  teaching 
of  the  Press.  If  they  considered  the 
state  of  the  people  as  regarded  educa- 
tion in  the  wild,  remote  mountainous 
districts  of  the  West  ef  Ireland^  they 
could  easily  imagine  that  it  was  per- 
fectly absurd  to  imagine  that  the  great 
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mass  of  the  people — poor,  ignorant,  in 
many  cases  not  knowing  even  the  Eng- 
lish tongue — could  learn  in  the  space  of 
two  or  three  months  what  benefit  they 
might  have  and  what  course  they  ought 
to  take  to  secure  benefits  under  a  com- 
plicated Statute  such  as  this.  Was  it  to 
DO  expected  that  an  Act  such  as  the 
Arrears  Act  could  operate  effectually  in 
two  or  three  months  ?  Such  a  hope  was 
from  the  very  moment  of  its  conception 
doomed  to  failure.  What  was  one  of 
the  rules  of  the  Land  Commission  under 
this  Act  ?,  That  a  tenant  who  hoped  to 
derive  any  benefit  from  this  Act  was 
obliged  to  serve  a  notice  personally  upon 
his  landlord  or  his  agent.  There  were 
thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of 
tenants  in  Ireland  whose  landlords  lived 
within  the  sound  of  Big  Ben,  and  who 
never  went  to  Ireland.  And  the  pro- 
position coolly  laid  down  by  the  Land 
Commissioners,  and  maintained  until 
within  10  days  ago,  was  that  the  poor 
tenant  who  wore  straw  about  his  legs 
instead  of  an  ordinary  garment,  and 
brogues  on  his  feet,  should  go  and  serve 
a  notice  personally  on  his  landlord,  a 
fashionable  swell  in  London,  or  his 
agent  in  Dublin,  that  he  intended  to 
apply  for  benefit  under  the  Arrears  Act. 
That  provision  by  which  the  tenant  was 
obliged  to  serve  notice  was  inserted  by 
the  magnates  in  ''another  place,"  and 
accepted  by  the  Government.  Not  only 
had  the  tenants  to  serve  this  notice  of 
intention  ;  but  after  that,  at  the  end  of 
10  days,  they  were  pledged  to  serve  a 
further  notice  personally  upon  the  land- 
lord or  agent.  Why,  it  came  to  this — 
that  in  order  to  obtain  from  the  State  a 
possible  grant  amounting  to  £7,  accord- 
ing to  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General,  a  tenant  might  possibly  have 
to  make,  or  have  made  for  him,  two 
journeys  from  the  wilds  of  Donegal  to 
the  heart  of  London.  ['*  Oh  !  "1  Well, 
it  was  quite  possible.  [*'0h!"]  He 
reoognized  the  gproan  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  For- 
Bter).  He  might  be  mistaken.  [Mr. 
W.  E.  FoRSTER  said,  that  he  had  not 
groaned.]  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  apologized 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — it  was, 
perhaps,  the  hon.  Member  who  sat  next 
to  him.  To  enable  a  tenant  in  a  remote 
part  of  Ireland  to  personally  serve  the 
notices  that  he  intended  to  apply  for  the 
benefits  of  the  AiToars  Act,  it  would  be 
necessary  for  him^  in  the  usual  course, 


to  make  two  personal  journeys  from  this 
remote  part  to  the  heart  of  London  or 
Dublin.   The  probable  cost  of  these  two 
journeys  would  be  as  much  as  the  utmost 
grant  he  could  obtain  from  the  State. 
It  was  a  sad  thing  that  remedial  mea- 
sures— devised,  he  believed,  honestly  in 
the  hour    of   a    people's  distress  and 
hunger,  and  devised    at    times    when 
the  impulses  of  human    nature    were 
turned  by    want    and    desperation   to 
crime — should,  by  the  mode  of  its  ad- 
ministration, be  turned  into  a  mockery 
and  a  farce.     It  was  only  10  days  ago 
that  that    rule  which  absolutely  pro- 
hibited tenants  taking  advantage  of  the 
Act  was  relaxed.     He  wanted  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  to  reconsider  his  view 
that  the  period  in  which  the  tenant 
might  satisfy  the  landlord  in  respect  of 
the  rent  should  be  extended,  consider- 
ing it  had  been  shown  that  reg^ations 
had  been  enforced  which  shut  out  the 
great  body  of  the  tenants  from  the  Act. 
The  demands  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  were  as 
reasonable  as  could  possibly  be  made  to 
any  Government.     The  first  was  that 
the  period  within    which  the  tenants 
might  satisfy  the  landlord  in  respect  of 
the  rent  for  1881  should  be  extended 
until  such  time  as  the  Court  of  the 
Land   Commission   should  decide   how 
much  rent  should  be  paid  for  that  year. 
His  hon.  Friend  simply  asked  that  the 
time  for  payment  of  the  rent  for  that 
year  should  be  extended  until  the  tenant 
knew,  by  a  regular  judicial  decision, 
what  was  the  amount  of   the  rent  he 
had  to  pay.    The  poor  tenants  of  Ire- 
land, if  they  managed  to  scrape  together 
the  amount,  had  a  natural  obstinate  in- 
clination to  lodge  that  rent  in  one  of  the 
legal  Courts.     The  regulation  should  be 
vested  in  the  Land  Commission  itself, 
and  it  should  be  extended  until  the  Land 
Commission   said  how  much  the  poor 
man  had  to  pay  for  the  year.  He  should 
like  to  read  extracts  from  one  or  two 
letters,  to  show  the  result  the  present 
course  of  uncertainty  had  produced.    It 
was  a  marvellous  thing  that  the  Land 
Commission  should  have  allowed  two  or 
three  months  to  stand  over,  although 
the  difficulty  about  the  hanging  gale 
clause  was  foreseen.     All  the  Members 
of  that  Party,  and  all  the  strength  and 
energy  in  them,  opposed  the  introduc- 
tion of  that  clause  last  Session.     They 
knew  perfectly  well  that  rent  was  not 
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paid  in  Ireland  on  any  estate  on  the  day 
on  which  it  was  due;  and  they  knew 
that  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  with  that 
ingenuity,  that  unscrupulous  disposition 
which   they  had  always  manifested  in 
regard  to  every  act  for  benefiting  the 
tenants,  would  claim  that  whereas  the 
rent  was  never  paid   upon  the  day  on 
which  it  was  actually  due,  that  there 
was  always  some  day  of  payment  after, 
and  that  there  was  a  hanging  gale — 
they  knew  this  claim  would  be  put  for- 
ward by  the  landlords.    They  knew  that 
bewildering  uncertainty  preventing  the 
tenant  from  taking  any  step,  or  doing 
anything    which    would    arise    in    the 
people's  minds  all  over  Ireland;   and 
they  foresaw  the  moment  this  clause  was 
introduced  the  wide  and  universal  failure 
of  the  Act.     Why  did  the  Land  Com- 
missioners not  give  an  authoritative  de- 
cision?    Why  had  they  sent  men  all 
over   Ireland — gentlemen    selected   by 
what  secret  extraordinary  course  he  knew 
not — from  various    sections  of   society 
and  different  parts   of  the  Kingdom? 
He  had  endeavoured  to  arrive  at  some 
understanding  of  the  principle  by  which 
these  investigators  hadjieen  selected.  He 
should  have  expected  that  they  had  had 
either  some  training  in  law,  or  that  they 
had  some  knowledge  of  the  relations  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant.    But  what 
did  he  find  from  the  reply  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ?    That  officers  in  the 
Army  and  Navy  were  deemed  to  be  per- 
sons peculiarly  fitted  to  inquire  into  this 
question  of  rent  between  landlord  fmd 
tenant  in  Ireland.     He  was  not  aware 
that  either  the  quarter-deck  or  the  bar- 
rack-square gave  a  man  any  extraordi- 
nary ability  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring 
into   the    questions    raised    under  the 
Arrears    Act.      The    Government   sent 
General  Tisdal,  an  ex-General  in  Her 
Majesty's  Army,  as  he  was  presumed  to 
be  extraordinarilv  qualified  to  decipher 
the  Chinese  puzzle  of  the  Hanging  Gale 
Clause.     He  went  down  to  Sligo,  and  a 
tenant  proved  that  the  rent  for  1881  was 
paid,   and    he  produced   two  receipts. 
According  to  common  sense  one  would 
have  expected  that  the  poor  fellow  had 
a  right  to  claim  that  ne  had  satisfied 
the  demands  of  the  landlord  for  the  rent 
of  1881.    The  agent  stated  that  on  that 
property  it  was  not  the  custom  to  pay 
the  rent  for  May  till  the  1st  of  Septem- 
ber ;  that  was  five  months  after  it  was 
due.    It  might  be  supposed  by  a  reason- 
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able  person  that  there  would  not  be  a 
hanging  gale  upon  that  property,  inas- 
much as  one  full  gale  did  not  intervene 
between  the  gale  in  respect  of  which 

Sayment  was  made  and  the  other  was 
ue.  In  other  words,  suppose  a  gale 
fell  due  in  May  the  tenant  did  not  pay 
the  gale  till  September.  What  did  the 
gallant  General  decide  ?  He  decided 
that  there  was  a  five  months'  hanging 
gale,  a  proposition  which  in  itself  was  a 
manifest  absurdity,  because  the  second 
gale  did  not  intervene,  which  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  riehtly  un- 
derstood constituted  the  hanging  gale. 
This  General  Tisdal  was  one  ofthe  corps, 
the  battalion  of  90  investigators,  who 
had  produced  a  perfectly  paralyzed  con- 
dition  of  chaos  in  the  minds  of  the  tenants 
of  Ireland.  They  had  no  decision  from 
the  Land  Court  as  to  what  the  tenants 
had  to  pay,  and  they  were  within  seven 
days  ofthe  last  day  on  which  a  tenant 
could  satisfy  his  landlord  in  reepect  of 
the  rent  of  1881.  They  found  the  Land 
Commission  still  declining  to  g^ve  a  de- 
cision on  the  question,  and  they  found 
90  investigators  drawn  from  the  Army 
and  the  Navy  giving  all  sorts  of  decisions. 
The  tenants  were  left  at  sixes  and  sevens, 
and  yet  they  were  iold  the  tim^  could 
not  be  extended.  He  submitted  the 
proposition  to  reason,  and  he  asked  the 
House  was  it  not  reasonable  to  ask  thai 
the  Land  Commission  should  first  give  a 
decision,  and  make  it  clear  how  much 
the  tenant  had  to  pay  for  1881  ?  Af^ 
that  decision  had  been  given,  a  reason- 
able time  should  be  allowed  to  elapse 
for  the  tenant  to  satisfy  the  demand. 
The  second  demand  of  his  hon.  Friend 
was  that  some  provision  should  be  made 
from  the  Church  Fund  for  the  payment 
of  costs  incurred  to  recover  arrears  of 
rent  from  people  unable  to  pay.  A  num- 
ber of  tenants  all  over  Ireland  might  be 
able  to  satisfy  the  landlord  in  reepect  to 
the  rent  of  1881  ;  but  they  could  not  pay 
the  costs  that  had  been  heaped  upon 
them  by  legal  proceedings  in  the  oourse 
of  the  last  three  years.  Why  had  these 
costs  been  heaped  upon  them  ?  For  two 
reasons.  First,  because  the  landlwds 
saw  the  Government  intended  to  propose 
a  measure  of  reform,  and  they  proceeded 
to  worry  their  tenants  by  law  and  to 
evict.  The  costs  had  been  piled  up.  The 
Court  of  the  Land  Commission  had 
proved  itself  hitherto  quite  unable  to 
meet  the  demands  made  upon  it.    The 
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total  applications  made  up  to  the  pre- 
sent moment  was  90,000;  but  the 
Court  of  the  Land  Commission  had  not 
yet  had  before  it  more  than  one-sixth  or 
one-seventh  of  that  number.  Tenants 
who  had  applied  to  have  their  rents  fixed 
had  waited  a  full  year,  and  their  cases 
had  not  been  heard,  and  they  were  still 
under  the  old  rack  rents.  In  the  past 
year  he  was  personally  aware  that  many 
landlords  in  Ireland  had  availed  them- 
selves of  the  Land  Court,  and  of  its 
incapacity  to  meet  the  oases  coming  upon 
it,  and  had  served  notices  of  ejectment 
upon  those  poor  tenants.  The  weakness, 
the  incapability  of  the  Land  Court  to 
deal  with  the  business  daily  oast  upon  it 
was  the  reason  why,  if  they,  had  allowed 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell)  to  pursue  his  policy  of  test 
cases,  and  the  Land  Court  to  indicate 
generally  to  the  landlords  and  tenants  of 
Ireland  what  would  be  the  average  level 
of  the  reduction  to  be  made,  they  would 
have  had  the  landlords  and  the  tenants 
asenting  to  the  moral  weight  of  those 
decisions ;  and  he  was  able  to  say  they 
would  have  had  the  process  of  pacification 
in  Ireland  advanced  in  one  year  to  quite  a 
remarkable  extent.  But  they  took  their 
own  course.  They  chose  to  imagine  that 
all  the  statesmanship  as  well  as  all  the 
knowledge  of  Ireland  in  the  world  ex- 
isted on  the  Treasury  Bench.  They  took 
their  own  course,  and  the  result  had  been 
the  stagnation  of  business  in  the  Land 
Court.  Landlords  had  said  to  their 
tenants  if  they  dared  to  go  into  the  Land 
Court  they  would  pursue  them  for  the 
arrears,  and  in  many  cases  they  had  pur- 
sued them  in  the  hope  of  receiving  them 
before  any  law  of  reform  could  be  passed. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
had  pointed  out  that  there  was  a  moral 
claim  upon  them  to  satisfy  these  costs  as 
well  as  the  rent  of  1881.  There  was 
another  aspect  from  which  the  matter 
might  be  viewed.  The  second  quarter's 
rent  h^d  become  due  as  well  as  the  rent 
for  1881.  Poor  tenants  in  Ireland  now 
found  themselves  in  this  position.  They 
had  satisfied  the  quarter's  rent  for  1881, 
and  would  satisfy  it  for  1 882-;  but  they 
must  satisfy  the  law  costs,  which  in  many 
thousands  of  cases  had  been  incurred. 
The  Prime  Minister's  experience  of 
human  nature  and  knowledge  of  Ireland 
though  secured  at  second-hand,  were 
very  considerable ;  and  a  moment's  re- 
flection must  teach  him  that  to  present  a 
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proposition  like  that  to  the  mass  of  the 
tenants  of  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland 
was  to  drive  them  from  their  homes.  The 
Prime  Minister  opened  his  brief  remarks 
that  evening  by  felicitating  the  House 
prematurely,  he  thought,  upon  the  de- 
cline of  the  number  of  evictions.  Evic- 
tions had  declined  while  the  landlords 
were  uncertain  as  to  the  course  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Government 
were  to  take.  While  the  landlords 
thought  it  likely  that  they  might  be 
enabled  to  extract  by  reason  of  the 
juggling  Hanging  Gale  Clause  an  addi- 
tional half-year's  rent  from  the  tenants 
they  held  their  hands;  while  the  landlords 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  might  find  the  law 
costs  for  them,  and  might  enable  them 
to  arrive  at  a  reasonable  method  of  set- 
tlement with  the  tenancy,  they  were 
afraid  to  exercise  the  legal  powers  vested 
in  them.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  spoken  that  night  in  no  unmistakable 
tones — the  tenants  had  nothing  more  to 
expect — the  Government  would  not  alter 
the  conditions — they  would  not  extend 
the  time.  Although  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners had  refrained  from  giving  the 
tenants  the  necessary  information  in 
order  to  let  them  know,  their  powers  and 
rights,  the  Government  would  not  make 
any  allowance.  They  must  settle  with 
the  landlords  on  the  30th  November,  or 
they  could  not  settle  at  all.  That  was 
what  the  declaration  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  amounted  to;  and  his 
words  had,  he  feared,  set  once  more  in 
motion  that  storm  of  notices  to  quit 
which,  in  his  own  words,  once  before 
fell  like  snow  flakes  on  the  plains  of  Ire- 
land. He  looked  with  fear — he  looked 
with  horror — on  the  record.  It  was  not 
300,  but  3,000  families  that  they  would 
have  evicted  before  this  year  ran  out, 
and  they  might  exercise  their  Preven- 
tion of  Crime  Act — they  might  sweep  the 
high  ways  of  strangers — they  might  break 
into  the  houses  of  the  peasants  in  the 
middle  of  the  night — they  might  flood 
the  docks  with  criminals,  and  have 
them  tried  by  their  magistrates  and 
Judges  ;  but  he  told  them  no  exer- 
cise of  such  statutes,  no  matter  how 
drastic  they  might  be,  no  recourse  to 
these  powers  would  restore  peace  and 
order  to  Ireland  until  they  considered 
the  necessities  and  the  claims  of  the 
humblest  and  most  abject  classes  in  th^ 
land. 
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Me.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  upon  the 
subject  of  distress  in  Ireland,  he  was 
very  hopeful  that  the  distress  would  not 
be  so  great  as  had  been  anticipated  ;  but 
he  was  very  glad  to  find  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  and  Successor  had  deter- 
mined to  err  on  the  safe  side,  and  had 
investigated  for  himself  what  was  likely 
t6  be  the  extent  of  the  distress  and  the 
best  mode  of  meeting  it.  His  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Colthurst)  had 
taken  the  opportunity  of  doing  what  he 
had  done  before — namely,  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  the 
diflPerence  between  the  Irish  Poor  Law 
and  the  English  Poor  Law ;  and  he  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  should  like  to  state  to  the 
House  his  own  experience  with  regard 
to  that  question.  In  Ireland,  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  could  not,  without  break- 
ing the  law — whatever  might  be  their 
opinion  as  to  the  impossibility  of  other- 
wise relieving  distress — grant  outdoor 
relief.  This  could  only  be  done  by  order 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board.  During  the 
former  distress  in  Ireland  the  late  Go- 
vernment, under  the  guidance  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  passed 
an  Act  giving  power  to  the  Guardians  to 
grant  outdoor  relief,  and  the  present 
Government  had  found  it  necessary  to 
continue  that  power.  But  the  House 
should  remember  that  in  the  Act  passed 
by  the  late  Government  there  was  a 
clause  indemnifying  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  if  they  were  forced  to  break 
the  law  and  grant  outdoor  relief.  He 
understood  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  to  state  that,  if  necessary, 
the  House  would,  no  doubt,  allow  a  Bill 
of  Indemnity  to  be  passed  again,  and  no 
doubt  it  would.  He  merely  made  these 
remarks  as  he  thought  they  had  come  to 
a  time  when  it  did  not  tend  to  give  re- 
spect to  the  law  in  Ireland  that  they 
should  have  to  break  the  law  in  order  to 
give  outdoor  relief.  He  hoped  that  there 
would  be  such  an  alteration  in  the  law 
as,  while  it  would  not  encourage  a 
system  of  outdoor  relief,  still  would 
make  it  possible  that  it  should  be  given 
upon  the  responsibility  of  the  Govern- 
ment, at  their  instigation,  and  with  their 
sanction.  He  could  not  leave  this  subject 
without  stating  he  understood  his  right 
hon.  Friend  to  say  that  if  necessary  he 
would  venture  to  give  the  order  for  out- 
door relief,  although  it  would  be  tech- 
mcally  breaking  the  law.  At  the  same 
time  he  hoped  and  believed  that  the  dis- 


tress would  not  be  eo  severe  as  it  hi 
been  supposed  it  would  be  by  some  ho 
Members.  With  regard  to  the  oth 
portion  of  the  Amendment,  he  mu 
leave  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  state  t1 
details  as  to  the  action  of  the  Coi 
missioners ;  but  he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forste 
wished  to  say  that  he  thought  that  tl 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  hi 
rather  misconceived  the  statistics  su 
plied  at  the  time  the  Arrears  Act  w 
introduced.  The  calculations  were  n 
made  with  a  view  to  giving  the  numb 
of  tenants,  but  in  order  that  the  Hou 
might  be  informed  of  the  maximu 
amount  required.  When  the  ho 
Member  for  Sligo  said  he  thought  tl 
right  hon.  Gentleman  meant  to  provi< 
for  800,000  tenants,  he  must  have  be< 
under  a  misapprehension. 

Mr.  sexton  :  The  sum  requir 
was  stated  to  be  £2,000,000,  and  ea 
tenant  was  to  be  allowed  on  an  averaj 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  cc 
tainly  never  expected  that  300,000  te 
ants  would  come  under  the  Act,  ai 
that  the  amount  was  very  much  e 
aggerated.  He  was  very  much  in  favo 
of  the  Arrears  Bill  being  passed,  ai 
he  never  believed  it  would  apply  to  tl 
larger  number  of  cases.  He  had  foui 
that  the  payment  of  the  actual  amou 
of  arrears  was  more  general  than  w 
supposed.  Eents  were  paid  in  numero 
instances  in  March  and  April  of  la 
year.  Then  the  limitation  of  £30  broug 
down  the  number  of  applications  und 
the  Act  very  considerably.  Then  tl 
limitation  introduced  by  the  hon.  Mei 
ber  for  New  Eoss  (Mr.  Eedmonc 
that  one  year's  rent  should  be  pai 
tended  still  further  to  diminish  tl 
number.  As  he  had  already  stated  < 
a  former  occasion,  there  were  a  gre 
number  of  cases  in  which  applicatio: 
would  not  be  made  at  all,  because  tl 
tenants  were  too  poor  ;  and  he  Wi 
satisfied  that  nothing  the  House  cou 
do  in  the  way  of  extension  of  time  or 
payment  of  costs  would  enable  these  po 
tenants  to  pay  that  one  year's  rent.  I 
knew  that  there  were  cases  in  the  We 
of  Ireland  in  which  nothing  would  e; 
able  the  people  to  go  on  with  the 
tenancies  but  paying  them  money 
help  them  in  their  miserable  and  hop 
less  position.  There  were  some  una« 
£10  and  some  under  £5  ;  they  could  n 
make  a  living  out  of  their  small  hoL 
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ings ;  and  it  was  impossible  that  their  | 
cases  could  be  met  by  the  Arrears  Act  i 
or  by  any  amendment  of  it.  Detailed 
answers  to  detailed  objections  would, 
of  course,  be  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  he  confessed  he  was 
rather  slow  to  believe  that  the  tenants 
in  Ireland  who  could  take  advantage 
and  who  wished  to  take  advantage  of 
that  Act  did  not  know  of  it.  He  did 
not  think  that  was  in  accordance  with 
the  general  interest  in  those  matters 
that  was  taken  by  the  tenantry.  Al- 
though the  matter  of  the  hanging  gale 
was  a  very  complicated  business,  he  did 
not  imagine  that  any  tenants  who  could 
pay  the  year's  rent,  and  wished  to  do  it, 
would  be  prevented  by  any  difficulty  of 
that  kind,  or,  at  least,  they  would  be 
exceedingly  few  in  number. 

Mb.  PARNELL,  interposing,  said, 
that  what  he  had  wished  to  show  was 
that  a  great  many  tenants  who  paid 
their  rent  last  winter  were  not  aware 
that  it  could  be  credited  to  the  rent  of 
1881. 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TEE  said,  he  un- 
derstood that  they  really  had  paid  a 
year's  rent. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  Some  part  of  it. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  every  case  could  be  met ;  no 
Bill  could  be  made  to  meet  every  case. 
But  he  doubted  whether  there  was  any 
sufficient  ground  for  a  continuance  of 
exceptional  legislation;  and  unless  there 
was  a  strong  necessity  for  passing  an- 
other Arrears  Act,  he  believed  it  would 
be  no  true  kindness  to  the  tenants 
themselves  to  continue  the  course  of 
exceptional  legislation.  Nothing  was 
more  for  their  real  interest  than  to  find 
that  there  was  some  finality  on  the  Land 
Question,  and  that  those  who  lived  by 
agriculture  could  go  on  and  get  a  fair 
return  for  their  industry.  Therefore  he 
could  not  but  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  done  right  in  declining  to 
make  any  fresh  changes  in  regard  to 
those  Acts. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  was 
astonished  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  who  had  sup- 
ported the  Arrears  Bill  by  vote  and  by 
speech,  should  now,  when  it  was  found 
that  the  Bill  had  failed  to  answer  its 
objects,  come  down  to  the  House  and 
say — '*Let  the  Bill  remain  as  it  is." 
The  Prime  Minister  had  calculated  that 


the  number  of  tenants  who  were  liable 
for  arrears  and  who  could  not  pay  them 
without  the  aid  of  the  Arrears  Act  would 
be  little  short  of  200,000,  and  that  the 
maximum  sum  that  would  be  required 
to  meet  the  demands  made  under  the 
Act  would  be  £2,000,000.  What,  how- 
ever, were  the  real  facts?  Out  of  the 
200,000  anticipated  applicants,  only  about 
16,000  had  actually  demanded  relief 
within  a  week  of  the  time  when  their 
demands  would  become  no  longer  pos* 
sible  ;  while,  up  to  the  present  moment, 
only  £500,000  sterling,  at  the  outside, 
would  be  required  to  meet  the  applica- 
tions of  tenants  who  had  already  made 
demands.  [An  hon.  Member:  £260,000.] 
Well,  if  it  was  only  £250,000  his  argu- 
ment became  all  the  stronger ;  for  he 
maintained  that  these  figures  proved 
that  the  Arrears  Act  was  as  complete 
and  disastrous  a  failure  as  the  history 
of  legislation  by  the  House  could  show. 
If  the  Act  had  thus  failed,  ought  there 
not  to  be  some  attempt  immediately 
made  to  remedy  the  failure  ?  In  refer* 
ence  to  some  of  the  points  which  had 
been  urged  by  his  hon.  Friends,  it  would 
not  be  necessary  for  him  to  say  much. 
He  would  not  say  anything  about  the 
Hanging  Gale  Clause,  nor  would  he  say 
anything  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
costs ;  but  there  was  a  point  he  wished 
to  impress  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land. There  never  was  a  case  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  say 
was  an  exaggerated  one,  if  it  was  put 
forward  by  the  Irish  Members.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  got  up  in  his 
place  and,  taking  a  rose-coloured  view 
of  the  situation,  said,  in  vague  general 
language,  that  the  hon.  Member's  fears 
were  not  well  founded — vagueness  and 
generalities  were  all  very  fine ;  but  they 
were  standing  face  to  face  with  the 
shadow  of  famine,  and  such  language 
was  the  most  unstatesmanlike  and  the 
most  cruel  that  could  be  used  in  that 
House.  The  facts  of  the  case  should  be 
faced,  and  at  the  very  first  moment  that 
a  statesman  became  aware  of  them. 
What  he  wanted  to  point  out  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that  there 
was  an  almost  unparalleled  failure  of 
the  staple  produce  of  the  people  in  some 
parts  of  the  country,  and  a  very  con- 
siderable failure  in  other  parts;  and 
that,  on  the  other  side,  there  was  the 
fact  that  the  food  by  which  the  people 
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supplied  the  want  of  the  potato  was 
dearer  than  it,  perhaps,  had  ever  been 
at  this  time  of  the  year.  Was  it  not  a 
fact  that  the  high  price  of  Indian  corn 
was  almost  unparalleled  for  this  season 
of  the  year?  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  study  the  figures  of  the  im- 
portations into  Ireland,  he  would  find 
that  the  imports  of  Indian  meal  always 
showed  by  their  deamess  when  a  famine 
was  approaching.  In  1 87  7  about  1 0, 000 
tons  of  maize  were  imported  into  Gal- 
way ;  in  1878,  when  the  distress  was 
beginning  to  appear,  the  quantity  rose 
to  17,000  tons;  and  in  1879,  when  the 
distress  was  most  severe,  it  further  rose 
to  19,000  tons.  Last  year's  price  of 
Indian  com  was  £6  6s.  per  ton.  This 
year  it  was  £10  lOs.  per  ton — in  other 
words,  the  tenant's  shilling  of  last  year 
was  now  only  worth  8i.,  so  far  as  the 
substitution  for  their  staple  food  was 
concerned.  Under  those  circumstances, 
instead  of  breaking  the  law  in  regard 
to  outdoor  relief  and  then  applying  to 
Parliament  for  an  indemnity,  the  Go- 
yernment  ought  to  adopt  the  more 
straightforward  course  of  at  once  asking 
the  House  for  the  legislation  which  the 
occasion  demanded.  A  short  Bill  of 
three  clauses  would  settle  the  whole 
question  of  arrears,  and  would  meet  the 
impending  distress.  He  would  under- 
take to  say  that  such  a  Bill  could  be 
passed  in  three  nights,  and  that  even 
the  Conservative  Party,  if  they  attended 
to  the  advice  of  their  Irish  Friends, 
would  not  oppose  it.  Let  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  then,  bring  in  such  a  Bill, 
and  if  it  was  rejected  in  **  another 
place,"  let  the  responsibility  rest  with 
that  **  other  place,"  and  on  those  who, 
in  the  face  of  impending  famine,  did 
not  hesitate  to  prevent  the  Irish  tenants 
from  reaping  the  advantage  of  beneficent 
legislation. 

Mb.  CHAHLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  that  the 
connection  of  the  Arrears  Act  with  the 
distress  in  Ireland  was  rather  remote, 
because  there  was  a  large  class  of  small 
tenants  who  were  not  in  a  position,  and 
would  not  be  in  a  position,  to  pay  a- 
year's  rent,  and  whose  condition  would 
not  be  permanently  benefited  by  any 
improvement  of  the  Arrears  Act.  But 
he  still  thought  that  there  was  also 
a  large  class  of  tenants  not  so  poor 
and  impoverished,    who,    if  a  reason- 
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able  extension  of  time  were  granted 
for  the  payment  of  arrears,  would  be 
able,  with  advantage,  to  avail  them- 
selves of  the  benefit  of  the  Act.  It  was 
to  the  case  of  such  tenants  he  wished  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  House.  He 
quite  agreed  that  exceptional  leg^ation 
could  only  be  justified  by  stem  necessity; 
but  inasmuch  as  Parliament  had  already 
declared  exceptional  legislation  to  be  ne- 
cessary, the  question  was — how  ought  they 
to  frame  that  legislation  in  order  to  meet 
the  necessities  of  the  case  f  Parliament 
had  already  passed  a  measure ;  but  had 
that  measure  answered  the  purposes  for 
which  it  was  intended,  or  had  it  failed? 
If  it  had  failed,  was  it  possible  to  amend 
it  so  as  to  adapt  it  to  present  necessities  ? 
With  that  question  in  view,  he  would 
remind  the  House  of  the  glands  for 
passing  the  Arrears  Act.  These  grounds 
were  not  merely  the  interests  of  the  land- 
lord or  the  tenant  class  as  such ;  but  the 
interests  of  the  peace  of  the  country,  by 
stopping  evictions,  and  assisting  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Land  Act  just  passed  by 
Parliament.  Because,  so  long  as  the 
question  of  arrears  was  not  dealt  with, 
large  classes  of  tenants  would  be  de- 
barred from  using  that  Act.  No  class  of 
tenants  could  apply  to  the  Court  while 
they  were  saddled  with  arrears;  and  they 
were,  practically,  at  the  mercy  of  their 
landlords.  These  being  the  grounds  on 
which  Parliament  justified  the  passing 
of  the  Arrears  Act — the  general  good, 
the  interests  of  peace,  and  the  operation 
of  the  Land  Act — the  question  was,  had 
it  served  its  purpose?  Unless  Parlia- 
ment saw  some  reason  to  alter  its  view 
of  the  situation,  no  statesman  would  be 
justified  in  refraining  from  coming  to 
Parliament  to  efiPeot  any  necessary  altera- 
tions if  it  were  shown  that  such  altera- 
tions were  required  to  make  the  Act 
work.  The  amount  of  arrears  supposed 
to  exist  in  Ireland  at  the  passing  of  the 
Bill  was  estimated  from  £2,000,000  to 
as  high  as  £4,000,000  or  £5,000,000. 
He  would  not  stop  to  consider  what 
was  meant  by  those  figures  being  the 
maximum  amount,  but  would  inquire 
how  much  had,  in  fact,  been  advanced. 
That  sum  was  only  £215,000.  The  Chief 
Secretary  had  informed  them  that  out  of 
16,845  applications,  1,243  had  been  fa- 
vourably reported  on,  making  a  total 
money  expenditure  of  £5,062  3«.  Id.; 
42  cases  had  been  unfavourably  reported 
on,  and  3,119  were  under  investigation, 
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while  6,535  still  remained  to  be  dealt 
with.  Now,  could  any  candid  person 
say  that  that  represented  anything  like 
a  dealing  with  the  enormous  question  of 
arrears  in  Ireland  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  stated  that  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Land  Commissioners  it 
was  impossible  to  speak  with  any  accuracy 
until  the  month  of  December ;  but  was 
there  any  reasonable  expectation  that 
the  figures  he  had  mentioned  would  then 
be  more  than  slightly  increased  ?  If 
the  House  were  asked  to  render  the  Act 
more  efficacious  by  enlarging  the  time 
of  its  operation,  they  would  rightly  ex- 
pect to  be  furnished  with  some  reason 
for  the  request ;  and  he  could  give  some 
reasons  furnished  to  him  by  a  gentleman 
of  experience — one  of  the  investigators 
in  the  county  Mayo.  They  were  con- 
tained in  a  letter,  dated  the  17th  of  No- 
Yember  last,  in  which  he  said — 

"  It  was  mentioned  by  a  solicitor  in  court  to- 
day that  numbers  of  tenants  would  be  unable  to 
take  advantafce  of  the  Arrears  Act  unless  the 
time  was  extended.  Many  do  not  understand 
it  yet,  and  some  here  in  the  remote  parts  of 
Mayo  have  not  even  heard  of  it.  Lord  Sligo's 
agent  told  me  that  it  was  only  lately  that  their 
tenants  had  made  up  their  minds  to  try  to  avail 
themselves  of  it,  and  hero  they  must  pay  their 
rent  by  the  sale  of  cattle,  and  the  fairs  at  which 
they  sell  are  many  of  them  held  in  December. 
We  have  had  some  hard  cases  to-day.  After 
service  of  notice  to  apply  for  payment  of 
arrears,  a  landlord  renewed  execution  under  an 
old  judgment  for  rent,  and  the  wretched  tenants 
borrowed  a  lot  of  money  and  paid  it.  There 
was  only  a  small  balance  due  to  clear  the  rent 
of  1881,  and  the  rest  of  the  money  which  re- 
mains in  the  SherifTs  hands  will,  of  course,  go 
against  last  year's  arrears.  Of  course,  they 
(the  tenants^  might  have  applied  to  the  Court  to 
stay  proceeaings ;  but  some  of  these  people  are 
very  simple.*' 

Now,  he  begged  it  to  be  remembered 
that  the  Arrears  Bill  was  only  passed 
last  year,  and  that  during  its  passage 
through  that  House  the  Prime  Minister 
had  been  warned  that  the  time  fixed  for 
its  operations  was  too  limited,  and  that 
he  (Mr.  C.  Bussell)  and  others  had  made 
attempts  to  get  the  time  extended.  They 
knew  the  difficulties  the  Prime  Minister 
had  to  contend  with  were  not  confined 
to  that  House,  nor  were  they  greatest  in 
that  House ;  but  they  were  entitled  to 
point  to  the  fact  that  the  views  they 
were  expressing  as  to  the  insufficiency 
of  the  time  allowed  were  not  being  ex- 
pressed for  the  first  time.  The  grounds 
upon  which  this  application  for  an  ex- 
tension of  time  for  the  working  of  the 


Act  was  based  were — first,  that  the  ten- 
ants had  not  yet  had  sufficient  time  to 
gather  up  money  for  the  payment  of 
their  rent;  and,  secondly,  that  the  Ar- 
rears Bill  had  provided  a  most  cumbrous 
and  expensive  machinery  for  carrying 
out  the  intentions  of  the  Legislature — a 
provision  which,  in  his  judgment,  was  a 
high  defect  in  the  Bill.  What  was  that 
machinery  which  the  tenant  had  to  avail 
himself  of  for  the  purpose  of  getting  the 
benefit  of  the  Act  ?  There  were  two 
questions  connected  with  that  point — the 
first,  that  of  joint  application ;  and  the 
second,  that  referring  to  the  application 
of  the  tenant  without  the  consent  of  his 
landlord.  There  were  some  landlords  to 
be  found  who  were  fair  enough  to  meet 
their  tenants ;  but  there  were  others  who 
acted  to  the  contrary  under  this  Act,  as 
under  the  Land  Act,  and  would  not  come 
forward  to  assist  their  tenants.  What 
was  the  machinery  to  be  used  by  a  ten- 
ant making  an  application  without  the 
consent  of  his  landlord  ?  He  had,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  give  10  days'  notice 
that  he  was  entitled  to  apply,  and  then 
he  had  to  serve  notice  of  his  application 
on  the  landlord.  Next,  the  Commis- 
sioners sent  down  notice  to  both  landlord 
and  tenant  that  the  investigator  would 
attend  for  the  purpose  of  making  an  in- 
vestigation. That,  however,  was  only 
the  initial  step  of  the  matter,  because  all 
the  investigator  had  to  do  was  to  see 
that  the  preliminary  conditions  of  the 
Act  had  been  complied  with.  All  tliose 
steps,  however,  meant,  more  or  less,  ex- 
pense. The  matter  then  came  before 
the  Land  Commission,  who  made  the 
order  for  payment;  and  subsequently, 
after  other  action,  there  was  the  power 
of  appeal.  Could  more  cumbersome  ma- 
chinery than  this  have  been  devised  for 
dealing  with  the  matter  in  which  a  great 
number  of  persons  were  interested,  most 
of  whom  had  neither  the  position,  the 
education,  or  the  means  to  go  through 
all  the  necessary  technical  procedure  ? 
But  in  addition  to  all  these  difficulties 
there  was  that  arising  out  of  the  hanging 
gale,  which  had  been  very  properly 
likened  to  a  Chinese  puzzle  by  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  He  tried  to  under- 
stand it  some  months  ago,  but  he  had 
failed,  and  he  did  not  understand  it  now. 
He  had,  he  might,  say,  very  lionestly 
tried  to  master  it,  but  had  failed.  It 
might,  he  thought,  fairly  be  said  that 
the  investigators  were  in  the  same  con- 
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dition.  Mark  the  result.  The  inresti- 
gator  might  oome  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  tenant  had  paid  the  rent  for  1881 ; 
but  on  appeal  from  the  investigator  the 
Land  Oommission  might  say — "  That  is 
not  the  right  construction  ; ''  and  so  the 
tenant,  having  the  ruling  of  the  investi- 

Sator  in  his  favour,  was  told  by  the  Land 
ommissioners  that  that  view  was  wrong. 
In  that  manner  the  poor  tenants  had  the 
door  shut  against  them.  Was  it,  there- 
fore, unreasonable  that  when  a  difficulty 
of  that  kind  had  arisen,  as  to  what  was 
the  amount  the  tenant  had  to  pay  for 
1881,  the  time  should  be  extended,  so 
that  he  might  have  an  opportunity  ^iven 
him  for  paying  the  money  after  a  judi- 
cial decision  had  determined  what  was 
the  amount  to  be  paid  ?  These  were 
some  of  the  obstacles  in  the  way  of  the 
tenants  enjoying  the  benefits  of  the 
Arrears  Act.  The  resolution  and  the 
ability  of  the  Prime  Minister  were  fully 
able  to  remove  them.  Although  he  had 
stated  that  he  could  do  nothing,  he 
(Mr.  Hussell)  hoped  if  it  should  turn 
out  that  the  sanguine  anticipations  of 
the  Land  Oommiseioners  should  not  be 
realized,  he  hoped  not  in  the  interest  of 
the  landlord  or  tenant,  but  in  the  inte- 
rest of  the  general  peace  of  the  commu- 
nity, that  the  Act  might  be  altered  so  as 
to  enable  it  to  eflPect  its  purpose. 

Mb.  LEAMT  said,  that  there  was  a 
great  difficulty  among  the  tenants  in 
being  able  to  tell  whether  they  were 
entitled  to  the  benefits  of  the  Land  Act, 
and  a  large  number  of  applicatioas  were 
daily  received  by  the  Mansion  House 
Committees  making  inquiries  to  that 
effect.  He  charged  the  Commissioners 
with  having  created  a  great  deal  of  this 
difficulty  with  regard  to  the  hanging 
gale.  There  was  nothing  in  the  Arrears 
Act  which,  in  his  opinion,  raised  the 
question  at  all.  The  only  question  raised 
was  whether  the  rent  due  upon  a  certain 
gale  day,  the  1st  of  May  or  the  1st  of 
November,  had  been  usually  paid  on 
some  other  day  ?  The  tenants  were  quite 
unable  to  say  whether  they  had  paid 
sufficient  rent  under  the  Arrears  Act  or 
not,  and  would  have  to  wait  three  weeks 
until  the  decision  was  made.  What  was 
to  be  done  in  the  meantime  ?  The  ten- 
ant said  the  landlord  demanded  the  half- 
year's  rent,  and  if  he  did  not  pay  he 
might  lose  the  benefits  of  the  Act,  and 
if  he  did  pay  it,  it  might  be  thought 
that  ho  ought  not  to  have  done  so.  With 
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regard  to  the  10  days'  notice,  that  was  a 
simple  thing  to  an  intelligent  man,  but 
to  the  poor  countrymen  in  the  villages  in 
Lreland  it  was  a  greater  difficulty.  They 
were  told  they  must  send  their  notices  to 
the  office  of  the  landlords'  solicitors,  and 
they  had  the  greatest  difficulty  in  finding 
out  where  their  offices  were.  Sometimes 
they  got  letters  from  Dublin,  sometimes 
from  Paris  or  elsewhere,  telling  them  to 
lodg^  their  rents  at  a  certain  bank,  and 
that  was  all  many  of  them  knew  about 
their  landlords.  He  believed  that  if  the 
tenants  were  allowed  but  one  month 
extra  in  which  to  pay  their  1881  rent,  a 
large  number  would  avail  themselves  of 
it  and  pay  the  rent.  Surely  no  one  could 
object  to  that.  He  did  not  believe  the 
landlords  would  strongly  object  to  it. 
Moreover,  in  the  case  of  harsh  landlords, 
tenants  who  wished  to  go  into  the  Arrears 
Court  were  threatened  with  an  ejectment 
notice.  That  had  happened  in  many 
cases,  and  the  matter  should  be  consi- 
dered. If  the  Government  would  bring 
in  a  Bill  containing  all  the  provisions 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  suggested,  they  might  extend  the 
time  in  which  the  money  was  to  be  paid. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
stated  that  night  that  when  the  work- 
houses were  full  then  outdoor  relief 
would  be  given — he  meant  to  fill  the 
workhouses  first.  A  more  bitter  message 
than  that  had  not  been  sent  over  to  Ire- 
land. There  was  nothing  that  the  Irish- 
man dreaded  more  than  going  into  the 
workhouse.  He  would  starve  on  a  ditch- 
side  first.  They  were  receiving  commu- 
nications from  all  parts  of  Irmand,  and 
from  reliable  sources ;  and  he  told  the 
Government  that  the  distress  would  be 
as  bad  this  winter  as  it  was  in  1877,  and 
yet  there  were  no  preparations  being 
made  for  it.  Did  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  mean  to  break  the  law  and 
assist  the  people?  The  distress  was 
great,  and  they  knew  more  about  It  than 
the  Government  did.  Why,  then,  did 
not  the  Government,  during  the  present 
Session,  ask  Parliament  for  some  powers? 
As  the  lives  of  a  large  number  of  people 
were  at  stake,  surely  a  Bill  might  be 
brought  in. 

Mr.  J.  N.  RICHAEDSON  said,  he 
had  meant  to  be  a  listener  to  the  debate; 
and  having  in  view  the  fact  that  tiie 
debate  was  more  or  less  irregular,  though 
legal,  he  should  make  his  remarks  short. 
His  experience  of  the  working  of  the 
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Arrears  Act  was  different  to  that  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  there  was  very  little  interest  taken 
in  his  county  on  the  question  of  arrears, 
for  he  had  not  received  more  than  two 
letters  from  his  constituents  upon  the 
matter,  while  he  had  received  many 
upon  the  subject  of  Court  valuers.  He 
believed  that  that  was  due  either  to  the 
fact  that  the  rent  was  better  paid  than 
was  expected,  or  to  the  fact  that  the 
tenants  hesitated  to  take  the  oath  as  to 
inability,  knowing  that  they  could  pay  if 
they  would.  He  heard  with  great  sur- 
prise that  the  applications  under  the 
Arrears  Act  only  amounted  to  something 
like  £250,000;  and  he  could  not  account 
for  that  fact,  except  for  the  reasons  given 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk'(Mr. 
C.  Russell),  and  by  the  fact  that  there 
were  tenants  who  demurred  to  taking 
the  oath.  He  would  have  no  objection, 
if  Ptirliament  saw  its  way,  to  lengthen 
the  time  and  give  another  month.  He 
would  offer  no  obj  ection  to  the  proposition , 
but  would  vote  in  its  favour ;  but  still, 
even  after  another  month,  from  the  ab- 
sence of  promptitude  which  had  existed, 
he  could  believe  there  would  still  be  a 
vein  of  inertia  which  would  prevent 
tenants  from  applying  in  time.  At  all 
events,  it  was  a  most  important  matter 
for  the  benefit  of  those  poor  people  that, 
before  the  debate  terminated,  they  should 
know  exactly  where  they  stood,  and  to 
know  whether  any  extension  of  time  was 
going  to  be  made  or  not.  From  the 
Prime  Minister's  words  hd  gathered 
there  was  not ;  but  it  was  a  matter  of 
importance  that  the  tenants'  minds  should 
be  set  at  rest.  Apparently,  expectations 
had  been  raised  which  were  not  to  be 
realized.  He  heard  with  pain  and  regret 
a  remark  fall  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  to  the 
effect  that  the  Irish  people  would  look 
in  vain  to  this  House  or  to  the  Prime 
Minister  for  justice  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  parnell  :  I  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  not  to  allow  that  to  be  said. 

Mr.  J.  N.  RICHARDSON  said,  if 
that  was  so,  he  would  not  make  the  re- 
mark he  was  about  to  make.  On  the 
contrary,  he  had  always  endeavoured  to 
show  that  it  was  to  that  House  and  to 
the  Prime  Minister  that  Ireland  should 
look  for  justice ;  and  he  thought  the 
instance  of  the  long  Session  of  IbSl,  and 
the  arduous  labours  of  the  Prime  Minis- 


ter in  that  Session  for  Ireland,  was  a 
proof  of  the  truth  of  that  statement. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  said,  he  could  not 
share  the  view  expressed  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down,  because, 
unfortunately,  he  represented  consti- 
tuents in  Roscommon  who  had  need 
of  the  Arrears  Act,  many  of  them  being 
sadly  in  need  of  its  provisions ;  and  it 
was  his  duty  to  urge  upon  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  should  give  the  people 
in  that  county  more  time,  that  they 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  using  the 
Act  which  was  intended  for  their  benefit. 
This  Act  was  one  of  the  few  measures 
which  Ireland  had  reason  to  thank  the 
House  for.  The  people  were  well  dis- 
posed towards  the  Act.  They  desired 
to  avail  themselves  of  its  benefits  ;  and, 
certainly,  in  his  own  county  (Roscom- 
mon) the  poorer  people  were  making 
very  great  sacrifices  in  order  to  bring 
themselves  within  its  provisions.  They 
were,  unfortunately,  suffering  from  dis- 
tress owing  to  the  many  bad  seasons 
which  had  afflicted  the  West  of  Ireland. 
The  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  had 
undertaken  to  say  that  there  was  not  so 
much  danger  of  distress  as  had  been 
represented  from  the  Benches  on  which 
the  Irish  Members  sat.  So  far  from 
there  being  little  danger  of  distress,  the 
information  which  he  (Mr.  0' Kelly) 
now  brought  fresh  from  Roscommon 
was  to  the  effect  that  there  never  had 
been,  since  1846,  a  worse  outlook  for  a 
large  mass  of  poor  people  i^i  Ireland 
than  there  was  now.  The  common  opi- 
nion of  most  respectable  men  in  his 
county,  not  belonging  to  any  one  Party 
or  class,  but  Conservative  landlords, 
land  agents,  and  business  people,  was 
that  the  failure  of  the  potato  crop  in 
Roscommon  had  not  been  so  bad  in  any 
year  since  1846  as  it  was  in  the  present 
year.  This  distress  was  further  increased 
by  the  fact  that  many  of  the  poor  people 
were  even  selling  out  their  little  stock 
of  oats  in  order  to  make  the  payment  of 
rent  that  would  bring  them  the  benefits 
of  the  Arrears  Act.  This  was  increased 
by  the  fact  that  the  poor  tenants  had  no 
stock  left.  Dear  bread  and  dear  potatoes 
instituted  the  present  famine.  The  really 
important  point  as  to  whether  this  Act 
ought  or  ought  not  to  be  extended  as  to 
time  turned  upon  the  question — had  the 
poor  people  of  Ireland  had  a  fair  chance 
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of  uaing^  the  Act  ?  Evidence  had  already 
been  adduced  that  there  were  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  utilizing  its  provisions. 
So  difficult  was  the  procedure  made 
under  the  rules  by  the  Courts  that  it 
was  practically  only  within  the  last  1 0 
days  that  the  Courts  had  been  open  to 
the  people;  and  it  was,  he  thought, 
necessary  for  them  to  give  10  days' 
notice  to  their  landlords  before  they 
could  be  brought  under  the  action  of  the 
measure  at  all.  Considering  these  diffi- 
culties, he  thought  the  claim  might 
fairly  be  put  forward  on  behalf  of  these 
poor  people  that  the  time  should  be  ex- 
tended ;  and  he  submitted  that  the  de- 
mand for  its  further  extension  was  one 
that  had  been  completely  justified  by 
the  evidence  brought  forward  by  his 
Colleagues.  While  he  was  in  Roscom- 
mon he  attended  one  of  those  Courts, 
and  observed  how  complicated  was  the 
nature  of  the  procedure  adopted  there. 
He  found  Major  General  Tisdal,  who 
was  evidently  a  very  respectable  and 
well-meaning  man,  but  seemingly  with 
no  knowledge  of  law,  acting  as  the  lefral 
representative  of  the  landlord,  and  bully- 
ing most  of  the  tenants,  who  were  too 
poor  to  employ  a  lawyer,  and  were  per- 
fectly undefended.  This  man  was  com- 
pletely in  the  hands  of  the  lawyers,  and 
he  had  to  do  what  the  lawyers  told  him. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  diffi- 
culties of  properly  utilizing  the  Act 
were,  of  oourse,  great  so  far  as  the  poor 
tenants  wete  concerned;  and  on  their 
behalf,  therefore,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
a  fair  case  had  been  made  out  for  an 
extension  of  time.  With  regard  to  the 
present  distress,  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Poreter)  had 
said  it  was  probably  not  so  severe  as  it 
had  been  represented ;  and  a  similar 
statement  had  been  made  by  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  based,  no 
doubt,  on  one  of  the  Reports  of  the 
Inspectors  of  the  Local  Oovemment 
Board.  But  it  should  be  remembered 
that  these  Inspectors  did  not  come  very 
much  in  contact  with  the  people ;  they 
spent  most  of  their  time  in  the  company 
of  the  landlords  or  in  the  county  clubs. 
They  knew  very  little  of  what  was  going 
on  in  the  country,  except  when  ordered 
specially  to  go  and  inform  themselves  as 
to  a  certain  state  of  facts,  and  then  their 
examination  was  very  superficial.  But, 
on  the  other  hand,  what  were  the  views 
of    the  Poor  Law   Guardians,   of    the 
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tradesmen,  of  the  agents,  and  of  the 
people  whose  daily  life  brought  them 
into  almost  hourly  contact  with  these 
poor  tenants.  He  held  in  his  band  a 
resolution  passed  by  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians of  Boyle,  and  among  them  were 
the  representatives  of  several  of  the 
local  landlords.  This  was  not  a  resolu- 
tion passed  by  any  mere  section  of  the 
community,  or  by  the  followers  of  any 
political  Party.  It  was  a  resolution 
passed  unanimously  to  the  following 
effect : — 

*'  That  the  Guardians  of  Boyle  Union,  hereby 
call  the  attention  of  the  Local  Goyemment 
Board  and  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
to  the  aerioua  and  grave  condition  that  the 
affairs  in  this  Union  hare  assumed,  and  to  the 
starratton  impending  over  thousanda  of  house- 
holders in  consequence  of  the  total  failure  of 
the  potato  crop  among  the  small  farmers,  the 
destruction  of  the  oats  crop  to  a  great  extent  by 
the  rocont  storm  and  bad  weather,  to  the  de- 
preciation of  the  hay  crop,  and  to  the  various 
householders  that  are  without  stock,  and  nnleas 
the  Government  come  to  their  assistance  they 
must  die  of  want/' 

A  resolution  of  that  kind  was  much  more 
valuable  than  the  mere  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford,  who 
judged  simply  from  a  mere  general  idea. 
The  Government  would  find  that  they 
were  making  a  great  mistake  unless  they 
faced  this  difficulty  at  once,  and  took 
measures  to  meet  the  danger  that  now 
confronted  them. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  no  one  who 
has  listened  to  this  discussion  can  deny 
that  it  is  an  interesting  result  of  a  novel 
but  very  Constitutional  process  by  which 
the  attention  of  the  House  has  been 
called  to  this  subject ;  and  whatever  hon. 
Members'  own  feelings  may  be  as  re- 
gards this  question,  they  will,  at  all 
events,  allow  that  those  who  take  the 
gloomy  and  anxious  views  of  the  Mover 
of  the  Motion  are  justified  in  setting 
an  example  which,  however,  I  hope  will 
not  be  followed  except  on  oocasiona  at 
least  as  momentous  as  the  present.  The 
fears  which  have  prompted  hon.  Gentle- 
men to  take  this  course  are  not  shared  to 
a  very  great  extent  by  the  Government. 
I  have  taken  down  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  who 
stated,  reproducing  in  substance  what 
had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  that  the  Arrears  Act 
has  failed,  and  he  then  talks  as  if  all 
were  over.  But  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  and  other  hon.  Members  have  not, 
in  my  opinion,  brought  to  their  minds 
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the  fact  that  the  matter  is  not  over,  and 
that  BO  far  from  there  being  only  seven 
days  in  which  tenants  can  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  Act,  and  that  within  a 
week  the  failure  or  success  of  the  mea- 
sure will  be  evident,  there  is  still  before 
them  a  space  of  more  than  five  weeks. 
I  shall  try  and  show  in  a  single  sentence 
that  there  is  confusion  in  the  mind  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Koscommon  (Mr. 
O'Kelly)  on  the  subject  that  does  not 
exist  in  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton). 
The  hon.  Member  for  Koscommon  says 
that  the  poor  people  have  had  no  chance 
given  them  of  taking  advantage  of  the 
Act,  because  they  have  been  obliged  to 
-give  10  days'  notice  of  their  intention. 
That  is  quite  true ;  but  the  notice  has  not 
to  be  given  before  the  payment  of  the 
critical  year's  rent — the  rent  of  1881 — 
but  before  application  is  made  to  the 
Court  to  come  within  the  benefits  of  the 
Act,  and  that  application  may  be  made 
not  only  until  November  30,  but  any 
time  before  the  31st  December.  There- 
fore, it  was  no  argument  why  the  Go- 
vernment should  extend  a  date  which 
has  no  reference  whatever  to  this  10 
days'  notice.  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
say  that  I  am  capable  of  enlightening 
hon.  Members  who  have  spoken  on  this 
subject,  nor  have  I  detected  anything 
in  their  arguments  to  show  that  they 
have  any  inaccuracy  in  their  minds. 
But,  in  my  opinion,  they  take  too  gloomy 
a  view  of  the  position.  Their  view,  at 
all  events,  is  not  the  view  of  the  Land 
Commissioners.  As  long  ago  as  October 
21  the  Land  Commissioners  prophesied 
that  what  is  now  happening  would 
happen.  They  prophesied  that  the  ap- 
plications for  admission  to  the  benefits 
of  the  Act  would  come  in  at  a  very  late 
date  indeed,  and  that  they  would  as- 
tonish and  raise  very  great  apprehension 
on  the  part  of  a  Government  anxious  to 
see  full  advantage  taken  of  the  Act. 
The  reason  they  gave  for  this  remarkable 
prophecy  was  that  the  preparation  of 
joint  applications  on  large  estates  is  a 
tedious  operation,  requiring  that  the 
tenant  shall  be  seen  personally  by  the 
agent  who  fills  up  the  forms,  and  that 
most  of  the  principal  landlords  were 
deferring  communications  with  their 
tenants  on  the  subject  till  the  usual 
time  for  receiving  rents  after  the  No- 
vember fairs ;  and  they  go  on  to  say  that 


experience  abundantly  proves  that  where 
a  last  day  is  fixed  for  making  applica- 
tions a  large  portion  of  the  applications 
will  be  deferred  till  the  eleventh  hour. 
They  draw  that  deduction  from  experi- 
ence of  the  Land  Law  Act  in  Ireland,  in 
which  the  making  of  applications  as  re- 
garded what  are  called  unfair  leasee  was 
deferred  in  a  great  number  of  cases  till 
the  very  last  day ;  and  under  Section  59, 
which  deals  with  arrears,  more  Notices 
were  lodged  in  the  last  available  week 
than  in  all  the  rest  of  the  time  dur- 
ing which  they  could  have  been  lodged. 
Therefore,  this  remarkable,  prophetic, 
and  anticipatory  statement  of  the  Land 
Commissioners  is  in  itself  a  source  of 
comfort.  Then  comes  the  question 
whether  the  generous  appeal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and  the 
hon.  Member  forBoscommon  have  been 
answered,  and  whether  the  poor  people 
of  Ireland  have  had  a  full  chance  of 
availing  themselves  of  the  Act.  I  cannot 
imagine  that  greater  publicity  could  be 
given  to  any  measure  enacted  with  the 
honest  intention  of  benefiting  Ireland. 
On  August  the  22nd,  three  days  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  the  rules  and  forms 
were  published ;  and  soon  after  the  publi- 
cation of  the  rules,  which  were  first  sold 
for  6i.,  the  Land  Commissioners  caused 
leaflets,  with  copies  of  the  rules  upon 
them,  to  be  circulated  through  the  rural 
post  offices  at  a  charge  of  ^d.  Of  that 
edition  of  the  rules  more  than  100,000 
copies  were  distributed.  In  addition  to 
all  this  the  Commissioners,  through  the 
agency  of  the  Constabulary,  distributed 
among  the  olergy  of  all  denominations 
a  pamphlet  giving  advice  to  landlords 
and  tenants ;  and  as  complaints  began  to 
be  made  of  the  difficulty  of  procuring 
forms,  the  Land  Courts  took  care  always 
to  keep  a  very  large  stock  at  their  office, 
and  supplied  them  promptly  and  in  such 
large  numbers  that  if  they  were  all  used 
the  Government  might  well  hope  that 
the  Act  would  have  a  very  extensive 
application.  The  opinion  of  the  Com- 
missioners to  which  I  have  referred  is  still 
unshaken,  and  they  report  to  me  this 
morning  that  they  understand  that  upon 
some  large  estates  the  landlords  and 
tenants  are  now  engaged  in  filling  up 
joint  applications.  That  is  a  matter  for 
congratulation,  because  they  can  be  pre- 
sented till  December ;  or,  if  the  Com- 
missioners choose  to  extend  the  time, 
they  can  be  presented  till  the  end  of 
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April.  The  general  opinion  of  the  Oom- 
missioners  has,  as  far  as  I  have  had  the 
opportunity  of  ascertaining,  been  borne 
out  by  the  opinion  of  private  persons 
who  are  well  qualified  to  judge.  Only 
this  momine  I  got  an  unsolicited  letter 
from  a  gentleman  with  whom  I  am  not 
acquainted,  but  who  is  agent  for  a 
wealthy  nobleman  and  for  a  consider- 
able number  of  landed  proprietors.  He 
says — 

''  There  seems  to  be  a  general  idea  that  be- 
cause there  has  been  but  a  comparatively  small 
claim  upon  the  Treasury  under  the  Arrears  Act 
up  to  the  present  time,  therefore  the  number 
and  amount  of  the  applications  wUl  be  trifling, 
but  that  it  is  necessary  to  bear  to  mind  that  the 
bulk  of  the  claims  will  be  made  next  month. 
The  hmdlords  of  this  county  (Clare)  almost  in- 
Tariably  join  with  their  tenants  in  their  appli- 
cations,  and  comparatively  few  of  the  joint 
applications  are  sent  in  as  yet." 

That  opinion  is  likewise  shared  by  the 
Under  Secretary  at  Dublin  Castle,  Mr. 
Hamilton,  who,  as  the  result  of  his  con- 
versation with  the  people  of  all  classes, 
official  and  non- official,  says  he  has  no 
doubt  that  a  very  large  number  of  appli- 
cations will  be  received  before  the  Slst 
December.  He  says  he  does  not  see  the 
object  that  tenants  would  have  in  apply- 
ing before  the  last  day  fixed,  even  if 
they  fulfilled  the  necessary  preliminary 
of  having  paid  a  year's  rent  before  the 
dOth  of  November.  He  adds  that  he 
has  no  reason  to  think  the  Act  will  be 
a  failure,  and  that  the  cases  in  which 
tenants  have  failed  in  consequence  of  a 
difficulty  connected  with  the  gale  to  ful- 
fil the  conditions  with  which  they  must 
comply  before  obtaining  the  benefits  of 
the  Act  are  few.  He  expects,  in  fact, 
that  the  measure  will  be  made  use  of 
largely,  and  that  the  £250,000  which  has 
been  spoken  of  by  some  Members  will 
be  very  greatly  exceeded  by  the  amount 
of  money  which  will  eventually  have  to 
be  paid.  I  believe  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  if  he  consults  the  He- 
cords  of  the  House,  will  find  that  the 
question  of  the  date  for  the  payment  of 
the  year's  rent  was  not  very  prominently 
brought  forward  in  the  debates  in  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill.  Persons  holding 
Office  should  not  insist  too  strongly 
upon  their  own  opinions;  and  it  may 
be  that  the  amount  of  money  required 
for  carrying  out  the  Arrears  Act  may 
fall  below  the  estimate  of  the  Gk>vern* 
ment,  though,  as  has  been  more  than 
once  said  to-night,  that  estimate  was 
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a  maximum.  If  the  Act  fulfilled  the 
purpose  for  which  it  has  been  passed,  a 
lower  expenditure  than  was  at  one  time 
anticipated  will  be  more  an  advantage 
than  a  disadvantage.  The  original  be- 
lief of  the  Government  was  that  every 
tenant  who  could  satisfy  the  conditions 
of  the  Act,  conditions  which  any  tenant 
who  can  hold  his  head  above  water 
ought  to  be  able  to  satisfy,  would  be 
able  to  place  himself  in  a  position  to 
reap  the  advantages  of  the  Land  Act. 
That  was  the  belief  of  the  Government 
when  they  introduced  the  measure,  and 
up  to  this  time  they  have  seen  no  reason 
to  alter  their  belief.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  has  discussed  at 
some  length  the  question  of  the  hanging 
gale,  and  has  criticized  the  decisions  of 
the  Commissioners  with  respect  to  it. 
Well,  I  am  not  here  to  criticize  the  Land 
Commission,  and  I  am  not  here  to  defend 
them  ;  but  I  nevertheless  think  it  right 
to  say  that  they  have  acted  with  great 
energy  and  promptitude,  and  with  every 
desire  to  make  the  Act  succeed.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  said 
that  a  decision  should  have  been  given 
weeks  or  months  ago.  But  they  have 
evidently  relied  upon  giving  a  decision 
as  a  Court  of  Appeal  from  the  investi- 
gators upon  this  important  question. 
That  reliance  has,  however,  been  de- 
feated, because  no  tenant  or  tenant's 
solicitor  will  come  forward  to  dispute 
the  decisions  of  the  investigators.  In 
my  own  opinion,  the  clause  with  regard 
to  the  hanging  gale  is  as  clear  as  the  sun 
at  noonday;  and  that,  as  far  as  I  can 
gather,  is  the  opinion  of  the  Land  Com- 
missioners. It  appears  to  be  the  opi- 
nion of  the  tenants  and  their  solicitors 
also,  otherwise  how  does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  account  for  the  remarkable 
fact  contained  in  a  letter  written  by  one 
of  the  Land  Commissioners,  in  which, 
after  stating  that  he  considers  Galla- 
gher's case  at  an  end,  he  says  in  cases 
where  the  construction  of  Sub-section  S 
appeared  to  arise,  the  attention  of  the 
solicitors  of  tenants  was  called  to  the 
advisability  of  bringing  the  cases  before 
the  Court  for  judicial  decision ;  but  as 
yet  none  have  done  so,  though  they  have 
been  informed  that  every  facility  would 
be  given  for  the  purpose,  and  though 
the  Commissioners  even  went  so  far  as 
to  indicate  that  if  the  question  of  costs 
stood  in  the  way  they  would  be  prepared 
to  make  some  arrangement  to  obviate  the 
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objection.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
thinks  that  very  definite  instructions 
should  be  given  to  the  investigators. 
On  that  point  I  do  not  join  issue  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  or  otherwise ;  but 
the  Land  Commissioners  take  a  different 
view.  They  consider  that  they  are  a 
judicial  body,  and  that  the  investigators 
are  so  likewise,  and  that  the  only  way  in 
which  they  can  give  instructions  to  the 
investigators  as  a  Court  of  First  Instance 
is  by  judicial  decision  on  a  case  of  ap- 
peal. Whether  that  is  or  is  not  the  best 
way  of  going  to  work,  it  is  certainly  a 
most  defensible  and  intelligible  method ; 
and  the  cunous  fact  that  not  a  single 
appeal  has  been  lodged  makes  me  think 
that  landlords,  tenants,  investigators, 
Land  Commissioners,  and  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  take  exactly  the 
same  view  of  the  case.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  agree  thoroughly  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Armagh  (Mr.  Eichard- 
son)  that  it  is  most  important  that  it 
should  be  known  clearly  and  thoroughly 
whether  or  not  the  date  in  the  Act  is  to 
be  kept.  The  next  six  or  seven  days 
and  the  next  five  or  six  weeks  are  very 
critical,  and  it  is  most  important  that 
the  tenants  should  be  assured  from  what 
is  passing  in  the  House  to-night  that 
whatever  arrangements  the  tenants  may 
make  to  bring  them  within  the  scope  of 
the  Act  should  be  made  within  the  time. 
It  would  be  a  cruel  kindness  to  offer  any 
hopes  which  could  not  be  realized. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  said  that  large  numbers  of  tenants 
are  excluded  from  the  benefit  of  the  Act 
— some  from  inability  to  pay  their  rent, 
and  some  from  inability  to  pay  previous 
costs.  No  doubt,  with  regard  to  the 
payment  of  costs,  if  it  had  been  originally 
included  in  the 'Act,  it  would  have  been 
very  easy  to  argue  in  favour  of  that  in- 
clusion. But  there  is  a  great  difference 
between  the  case  of  arrears  and  the  case 
of  costs,  and  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  greatly  exaggerates 
the  practical  importance  of  the  question. 
The  cases  in  which  costs  have  been  in- 
curred may  be  divided  into  four  classes. 
The  first  was  where  the  landlord  has 
brought  an  ejectment  and  evicted  the 
tenant.  In  such  cases  the  costs  incurred 
are  very  light,  unless  they  have  been 
increased  presumably  by  the  tenant's 
own  act,  and,  in  some  cases,  by  his  fault. 
The  actual  costs  of  ejectments  in  the 
Civil  Bill  Court  ranged  between   lOf. 


and  30«.  in  undefended  cases.  But  only 
where  the  tenant  defended  the  case,  in 
some  instances  from  natural  litigious- 
ness,  in  others  owing  to  bad  advice, 
would  the  costs  be  so  large  as  to  form  a 
real  bar  to  his  taking  the  benefit  of  the 
Act. 

^  Mr.  PAKNELL  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  included  the 
sheriff's  costs  in  his  statement  ? 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  :  I  do  not.  Then 
comes  the  cases  where  the  landlord  has 
recovered  judgment,  but  has  not  brought 
an  ejeetment.  In  such  a  case  the  costs 
would  be  less,  because  the  costs  of  eject- 
ments are  a  large  factor  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  sexton  remarked  that  evic- 
tions  were  usually  taken  in  the  Supe- 
rior Courts,  where  the  costs  would  be 
greater. 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN:  I  have  heard 
that  there  is  a  considerable  desire  mani- 
fested, in  the  case  were  a  landlord  has 
recovered  judgment,  to  induce  the  tenant 
to  sell  his  interest  in  order  to  satisfy  the 
judgment.  In  these  cases  the  tenants 
are  far  outside  the  scope  of  the  Act,  and 
money  given  by  legislation  for  the  pur- 
pose of  restoring  them  would  be  a  pro- 
ceeding not  contemplated  by  the  Arrears 
Act,  which  is  a  most  exceptional  benefit 
to  a  particular  class  of  distressed  persons ; 
and  if  Parliament  were  to  extend  it  they 
would  be  making  a  demand  which  they 
have  no  right  to  make  upon  the  surplus 
of  the  Irish  Church  Fund,  which  was 
intended  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  perhaps  also 
upon  the  British  taxpayer.  The  hon. 
Member  spoke  of  evictions,  and  quoted 
figures  of  a  most  painful  and  deplorable 
kind.  The  evictions  this  year  down  to 
October  are  4,249 ;  last  year  they  were 
3,415,  and  the  year  before  2, 1 10.  These 
figures  are  very  painful ;  but  no  more 
powerful  machinery  was  ever  set  up  to 
prevent  evictions  than  has  been  provided 
by  Parliament  in  the  beginning  of  this 
Session,  in  the  shape  of  the  Arrears 
Act,  and  last  Session  in  the  shape  of  the 
Land  Act.  I  think  that  Parliament  has 
done  as  much  as  it  is  called  upon  to  do 
in  order  to  prevent  this  very  painful 
process  of  eviction ;  and  it  may  be  a 
question  whether  those  eviction  Eeturns 
are  not  greater  arguments  against  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  belief,  the  holding  of 
which  proceeds  from  his  anxiety  for  the 
welfare  of  Ireland,  that  a  great  number 
of  tenants  are  being  left  out  in  the  cold. 
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In  August  the  evictions  were  753;  in 
September  they  had  fallen  to  349;  in 
October  they  were  306 ;  and  down  to  the 
22nd  of  this  month  of  November  they 
were  only  131 — that  is  to  say,  hardly 
more  than  half  the  number  in  any  pre- 
vious month  of  the  year.  I  cannot 
help  hoping  that  this  is  a  proof  that  the 
Arrears  Act  has  already  begun  to  work 
^  in  the  direotion  of  stopping  evictions. 
I  believe  I  need  say  no  more  as  to  the 
main  contention  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork;  but  so  much  has  been 
said  of  the  coming  distress  that  if  I  were 
wholly  silent  on  the  subject,  it  might 
give  rise  to  the  very  serious  apprehension 
that  the  Government  are  not  alive  to  the 
gravity  of  the  situation.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Qalway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor), 
arguing  in  favour  of  the  proposals  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  has 
said  that  the  Irish  people  are  face  to  face 
with  famine.  Now,  I  cannot  admit  that 
the  questions  of  famine  and  the  Arrears 
Act  are  as  nearly  allied  as  some  hon. 
Members  suppose,  nor  do  I  believe  that 
famine  could  be  averted  by  enabling  a 
very  few  more  poor  people  to  meet  the 
mild,  the  indulgent,  and,  as  some 
thought,  the  lax  conditions  of  that 
measure.  But,  though  I  do  not  see  the 
bearing  of  one  of  these  questions  on  the 
other,  none  the  less  do  I  regard  the 
distress  on  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland  as 
one  of  the  most  trying  difficulties  that 
has  occurred  since  my  official  connection 
with  the  country.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  has  asked  what 
the  Oovemment  will  do  while  the  people 
starve,  and  another  hon.  Member  has 
feared  that  both  the  late  and  the  present 
Chief  Seoretcuries  for  Ireland  take  too 
rose-coloured  a  view  of  the  situation. 
But,  considering  the  part  played  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  during  a  former  famine, 
he  cannot  be  expected  to  underrate  the 

gravity  of  the  recurrence  of  such  a 
isaster;  while,  for  my  own  part,  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  I  am 
not  very  likely  to  take  a  rose-coloured 
view  of  Irish  distress,  for  when  I  was  a 
lad  almost  the  first  recollections  I  have 
were  of  living  in  a  house  where  two 
years'  work  was  done  in  connection  with 
famine,  which  was  generally  believed  to 
be  the  hardest  work  ever  any  man  did 
in  the  records  of  English  officialism. 
What  has  the  Qovernment  done  ?  They 
have  left  no  stone  unturned  to  get  in- 
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formation.  Inspectors  have  been  sent 
all  over  the  country*  and  with  regard  to 
the  districts  where  there  was  distress 
they  have  been  sent  again  and  again, 
and  information  other  than  that  from 
Inspectors  has  also  been  obtained.  Now 
that  the  Qovernment  is  anxious  to  be 
informed  by  a  more  minute  system  of 
channels  of  information  than  the  In* 
specters  constitute,  in  seven  counties  in 
Ireland — namely,  in  Sligo,  Kosoommon, 
Mayo,  Leitrim,  Kerry,  Galway,  and 
West  Cork,  a  Circular  has  been  issued 
to  the  Resident  Magistrates  which  is  to 
be  distributed  all  over  their  districts,  so 
that  a  most  minute  account  shall  be 
given  of  the  prospects  of  the  people  in 
every  separate  village  and  district ;  and 
every  one  of  these  which  I  have  hitherto 
seen  shows  that,  at  any  rate,  the  exami- 
nation will  be  most  thorough.  These 
Circulars  will  be  answered  without  any 
fear  of  shocking  official  ears  or  delicate 
susceptibilities.  Then  comes  the  question 
of  what  the  Government  propose  to  do. 
Resolutions  havebeen  passed  calling  upon 
the  Government  to  advance  money  for 
public  works.  Now,  that  is  not  the  policy 
which  the  Government  intend  to  adopt. 
The  Government  consider  that  the  ques- 
tion of  public  money  is  one  apart  from 
that  of  relieving  distress.  They  consider 
that  this  should  not  be  made  an  occasion 
for  giving  money  for  public  works  which 
would  not  otherwise  be  given.  The  ex- 
perience of  the  great  Famine  has  con- 
vinced the  Government  that  that  is  not 
the  most  efficient  or  satisfactory  way  of 
relieving  distress,  and  I  cannot  say  that 
the  experience  of  the  last  distress  has 
brought  forward  any  consideration  which 
would  induce  them  to  alter  that  opinion. 
The  truth  is,  that  spending  money  on 
public  works  does  not  insure  the  relief  of 
the  right  people,  for  the  sick  and  the 
starving  stay  at  home,  and  men  come  to 
labour  who  do  not  want  the  wages,  and 
would  have  been  better  employed  on  their 
every  day  work.  In  the  great  Famine  of 
which  I  spoke  just  now,  people  gave  up 
all  their  ordinary  rural  occupations  and 
trades,  till  at  last  they  were  withdrawn  to 
a  dangerous  degree  from  the  work  of 
agriculture.  This  method  is  also  a  most 
extravagant  form  of  relief,  as  it  makes 
the  people  far  too  eager  for  their  share 
of  the  profit,  and,  while  it  affords  no 
real  teat  of  distress  whatever,  is  only  a 
sort  of  bounty  for  work  done.  What 
can  be  more  striking  than  the  fact  that 
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in  the  ^eat  Famine  3,000,000  of  people 
were  supported  by  public  works,  and 
cost  in  one  month  more  than  £1,000,000, 
and  in  one  week  as  much  as  £259,000? 
The  enormous  extravagance  of  that  sys- 
tem has  induced  the  Treasury  to  adopt 
a  plan  founded  on  the  principle  of  the 
Poor  Law,  and  to  give  relief  in  the  most 
direct  form  of  food,  to  be  provided  by 
funds  locally  raised,  and  assisted,  if 
necessary,  out  of  the  Exchequer.  By 
this  kind  of  relief  3,000,000  of  people 
were  fed  for  six  months  at  a  cost  of 
£1,500,000  of  public  money,  a  sum 
which,  under  the  extravagant  system  of 
relief  by  public  works,  would  have  fed 
them  for  only  six  weeks. 

Mr.  PAENELL:  Where  was  that, 
and  when  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  That  was  done 
all  over  Ireland  in  the  year  1847. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  :  On  what  diet  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  The  diet  could 
not  have  been  unsatisfactory,  for  the 
physical  results  of  that  kind  of  relief 
were  considered  better  than  those  of  the 
other  system.  The  Government  now 
have  made  preparations  to  give  assist- 
ance thcough  the  Poor  Law.  They 
have  issued  a  Circular  on  November  1 8 
to  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  giving  them 
all  the  necessary  warnings  and  informa- 
tion, and  the  Circular  is  so  plainly 
worded  that  the  moat  unlettered  persons 
cannot  make  a  mistake.  They  have  also 
in  preparation  another  Circular,  which 
will  be  issued,  if  necessary,  enabling 
Boards  of  Guardians,  where  the  rates 
absolutely  fail,  to  make,  applications  to 
the  proper  authorities,  and  encouraging 
them  to  do  so  in  case  of  need.  I  am 
happy  to  think  that  the  Government  in- 
tend to  work  this  system  of  relief  with 
a  degree  of  supervision  and  a  strength 
of  public  money,  which  will  g^ve  the 
most  positive  assurance  that  the  appre- 
hensions of  the  hon.  Member  will  not  be 
realized,  and  that  the  people  will  not  be 
allowed  to  starve.  The  hon.  Member 
asks  whether  the  Government  will 
shrink  from  any  step  that  may  be  neces- 
sary; but  I  venture  to  say  that  that 
will  not  be  the  case,  and  those  who 
have  followed  the  administration  of  the 
Irish  Government  since  the  beginning 
of  the  Session  will  be  able  to  judge 
whether  they  have  displayed  timidity  in 
the  various  difificulties  they  have  en- 
countered. The  Government  have  quite 
determined  to  rest  all  title  to  respect 


and  toleration  on  the  fact  of  preserving 
the  people  of  Ireland  from  the  severest 
consequeaces  of  the  threatened  distress. 
The  method  which  they  have  adopted 
for  that  purpose  is  that  which  they  be- 
lieve will  best  effect  that  object,  without 
at  the  same  time  doing  anything  to  de- 
moralize the  people  or  waste  the  public 
money. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  Sir,  it  is  only  natural 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  should  desire  to 
indicate  that  he  has  carefully  and  fully 
considered  the  importance  of  the  matters 
to  which  he  has  referred,  and  it  is  only 
natural  and  to  be  expected  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  desire  to  explain  that 
the  Arrears  Bill  has  not  failed  in  the 
short  period  it  has  been  law.  Whether 
it  is  right  to  describe  it  as  a  failure  or 
not,  I  think  few  can  deny  that  it  has 
not  achieved  the  exact  purpose  which  it 
was  expected  to  accomplish.  To  say  the 
least,  it  has  fallen,  I  may  say,  rather 
flat.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
however,  indicates  that  he  has  grounds 
for  the  hope  that  it  may  yet  succeed,  and 
bases  that  hope  upon  the  fact  that  the 
Land  Commissioners,  in  addition  to  their 
other  important  duties,  have  recently 
adopted  the  r6le  of  prophets,  and  that  in 
the  seven  days  that  have  yet  to  elapse 
before  the  end  of  the  month  there  will 
be  such  a  rush  of  applications  that  it 
may  yet  succeed.  There  are  five  weeks 
yet  before  the  earlier  operations  can  be 
examined  into.  Now,  I  do  not  think  it 
is  a  very  profitable  inquiry  to  examine 
too  closely  into  why  it  is  that  the  Act 
should  not  have  accomplished  the  results 
expected  from  it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  has  said  that  one  of  the 
reasons  may  be  found  in  the  existence 
of  that  curious  clause  which  contains  a 
provision  about  the  hanging  gale.  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  my  conscience  is  abso- 
lutely free  on  that  subject,  for  I  pointed 
out  that  Sub-section  3  of  Clause  1  was 
open  to  a  variety  of  complications.  I 
set  myself  the  task  of  endeavouring  to 
cut  the  Gordian  knot  by  suggesting  that 
the  whole  of  that  sub-section  should  be 
omitted,  in  order  that  the  tenants  might 
have  a  clear  and  precise  proposition 
submitted  to  them  as  to  which  there 
should  be  no  doubt.  That  proposal  of 
mine  was,  however,  rejected.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken 
said  that,  to  his  mind,  its  construction  is 
as  clear  as  crystal ;  but  he  did  not  state 
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what  his  construction  was.  When  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  was  pressed  by 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  that  it  would  have  been 
reasonable  for  the  Land  Commissioners 
to  have  informed  their  investigators 
what  was  their  own  view  on  the  subject, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  only  answer 
was  that  he  would  not  say  whether  it 
was  right  or  wrong  for  the  Laud  Com- 
mission to  give  an  authoritative  instruc- 
tion on  the  subject,  as  it  was  not  his 
function  to  defend  the  Commission.  Look- 
ing at  the  matter  impartially,  however, 
I  think  the  hon.  Memoer  for  the  City  of 
Cork  has  somewhat  exaggerated  this  as 
the  ground  of  the  failure  of  the  Act. 
No  doubt,  there  have  been  difiB.culties 
and  confusion  as  to  the  interpretation  of 
that  section,  and  it  may  be  that  that 
confusion  has  led  to  hesitation  and  un- 
certainty, the  result  of  which  may  have 
been  to  exclude  people  from  applying  to 
get  the  benefit  of  the  Act ;  but  I  do  not 
think  myself  it  will  be  found  to  prevail 
to  a  very  large  extent.  Another  reason 
suggested  is  the  limitation  of  time  that 
has  been  put  into  the  Act  in  its  progress 
through  this  House,  and  has  had  some 
effect  in  the  matter.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  said  that 
the  House  of  Lords  was  to  blame  for 
some  of  the  hitches  of  the  Act.  Well,  if 
this  Act  has  failed,  it  has  not  been  owing 
to  a  solitary  syllable  introduced  into  it 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  It  has  been 
owing  to  Amendments  suggested  in  this 
House,  and  deliberately  adopted  without 
a  solitary  syllable  of  objection.  I  say 
the  House  of  Lords  are  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  to  blame  in  the  mat- 
ter. They  have  not  contributed  to 
the  extent  of  half  a  quarter  of  a 
syllable  to  anything  of  the  kind. 
Indeed,  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork,  too,  when  pressed  on  the  subject, 
withdrew  the  charge.  As  to  the  question 
of  the  limitation  of  time,  I  am  disposed 
to  agree  with  what  has  been  said  on  that 
point  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
— namely,  that  the  matter  passed  through 
this  House  as  a  matter  not  of  first-class 
importance.  The  Amendment  was  moved 
in  a  few  words,  and  the  attention  of  hon. 
Members  was  not  directed  to  the  objec- 
tion now  sought  to  be  attached  to  it. 
Another  matter  I  desire  to  notice  is  this 
— that,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the 
charge  is  so  freely  used  against  the  Irish 
landlords,  no  one  who  has  a  true  under- 
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standing  of  what  has  occurred  in  Ireland 
since  the  passing  of  this  Act  can  suggest 
that  the  landlords  are  in  the  least  to 
blame  for  the  failure — if  failure  there  be 
— in  its  administration.  It  will  be  found 
that  in  the  16,000  applications  that  have 
been  made  up  to  tne  last  dates,  in  the 
vast  majority  of  cases  the  applications 
have  been  joint  applications  between 
landlords  and  tenants.  Nay,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  stated,  as  a 
ground  for  expecting  that  the  Act  would 
not  fail,  that  he  had  been  told  that  on 
some  of  the  largest  estates  in  Ireland  the 
landlords  were  seeking  to  co-operate  with 
their  tenants.  So  I  am  entitled  to  say 
that  the  landlords  can  no  more  be  pointed 
to  as  a  party  to  the  shortcomings  or  failure 
of  this  Act  than  the  House  of  Com- 
mons itself.  In  my  opinion,  the  paucity 
of  applications  on  the  part  of  tenants  to 
get  the  benefit  of  the  Act  will  be  found, 
if  we  want  some  cause,  in  the  fact  that 
a  tenant  to  get  the  benefit  of  the  Act  has 
to  pay  one  year's  rent  down,  or  show 
that  he  has  done  so.  A  great  many  ten- 
ants, we  know,  are  heavily  in  arrear, 
owing  either  to  poverty  or  want  of  me- 
thod, and  are  not  able  to  face  that  great 
primary  condition.  If,  therefore,  there 
is  to  be  a  division  of  praise  and  blame, 
and  a  calculation  of  the  chances  of  what 
has  been  and  what  might  have  been,  I 
should  say  that  the  chief  grounds  of  this 
paucity  of  applications  is  to  be  found  in 
the  rejection  of  the  loan  plan.  The  gift 
plan  requires  this  preliminary  paying 
down  of  one  year's  rent,  a  very  difficult 
condition  to  comply  with  in  many  in- 
stances ;  whereas  the  loan  scheme  would 
have  been  satisfied  by  the  tenant  in- 
curring merely  a  liability  to  repay  a  loan 
on  certain  specified  easy  terms,  spread 
over  a  number  of  years.  That  system  a 
tenant  could  have  understood  without  the 
slightest  trouble.  The  evictions,  which 
I  am  bound  to  say  have  not  been  re- 
ferred to  at  any  great  length  in  the  oourse 
of  this  debate,  have  been  represented, 
and  not  unfairly,  by  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman as  having  been  steadily  diminish- 
ing for  months.  One  thing  makes  this 
debate  of  importance  and  very  great  in- 
terest to  Ireland.  In  Ireland,  on  this  sub- 
ject, as  upon  many  others,  there  are  wide, 
vag^e,  fluctuating,  and  imcertain  hopes ; 
and  it  is  essentially  necessary  that  what- 
ever may  be  the  decision  of  the  GK>Tem- 
ment,  it  should  be  expressed  in  the 
clearest  and  most  distinct  language,  and 
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with  the  most  unfaltering  purpose.  If 
this  debate  should  do  nothing  else  than 
indicate  to  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  that 
a  decision  has  been  arrived  at  distinctly 
and  clear,  then  I  say  it  will  have  accom- 
plished a  good  deal.  As  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  points  out,  one  of  the 
most  important  factors  for  the  pacifica- 
tion and  satisfaction  of  Ireland  is  know- 
ing finality.  Keeping  her  in  a  state  of 
suspense,  unrealized  hope,  constant  hot 
water,  and  vague  uncertainty,  is  to  preach 
to  her  a  life-long  period  of  wretched 
agitation.  To  speak  with  hesitation  of 
the  Land  Bill  and  the  Arrears  Bill  is 
merely  to  aid  in  preventing  and  retarding 
that  prosperity  we  all  desire  so  much  to 
see.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
close  of  his  speech  spoke  in  a  way  which 
showed  that  he  recognized  fully  the' ne- 
cessity of  observing  the  symptoms  of 
distress  in  Ireland.  The  Arrears  Bill 
was  not  intended  to  be  a  Distress  Bill, 
and  no  one  has  put  that  more  clearly 
before  us  than  the  Prime  Minister  him- 
self. But  this  does  not,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  diminish  the  responsibilities  of 
the  Government.  On  the  contrary,  it 
rather  adds  to  the  grave  responsibility  of 
watching  the  progress  and  bearings  of 
the  distress.  I  was  in  Ireland  myself  on 
Sunday,  Monday,  and  Tuesday,  and  made 
all  the  inquiries  I  could  in  reference  to 
the  general  state  of  the  country  and  the 
distress ;  and,  so  far  as  I  could  gather, 
there  is  much  real  distress  in  the  West 
of  Ireland  and  Donegal.  It  may  be  that 
the  distress  will  seriously  and  substan- 
tially increase  during  the  winter  months; 
but  as  yet  I  do  not  think  we  have  reason 
to  dread  anything  that  can  be  designated 
a  famine,  and  I  would  fain  hope  that 
there  is  nothing  that  cannot  be  satis- 
factorily grasped  by  a  somewhat  liberal 
and  generous  administration  of  the  Poor 
Laws.  It  must  be  recognized,  and  it 
cannot  be  too  clearly  or  strongly  im- 
pressed upon  the  public  mind,  that  in  the 
extreme  West  of  Ireland  and  in  Done- 
gal, distress  is,  unfortunately,  if  I  may 
say  it,  almost  chronic.  Every  second  or 
third  year  there  is  very  acute  distress. 
That  circumstance,  although  it  ought  not 
in  the  slightest  degree  to  influence  us  in 
slackening  vigorous  measures,  is  yet  one 
to  be  borne  largely  in  mind.  I  am  glad 
to  hear  that  the  Government  have  issued 
a  Circular  desiring  information  on  the 
subject.  Parliament  will,  I  assume,  meet 


about  the  usual  time  next  year.  [*'  No, 
no!"  "Later."] 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  EarHer. 

Mr.  GIBSON:  I  shall  be  ready  to 
meet  earlier,  or  later,  as  may  suit  the 
Government ;  but  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  meantime  the  responsibility  of  taking 
all  those  steps  with  regard  to  the  present 
position  of  Ireland  that  may  be  necessary 
rests  with  the  Irish  Executive ;  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  indicates  that  he  is  quite 
alive  to  the  responsibility.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  had  his  attention 
specially  called  to  the  fact  that  there  is 
distress  in  Ireland,  and  that  that  distress 
requires  to  be  closely,  anxiously,  and 
vigilantly  looked  after,  and  I  hope  that 
he  may  be  able  to  cope  with  that  distress 
by  the  existing  machinery  at  his  disposal 
until  Parliament  again  assembles.  If  the 
Executive  vigorously  do  their  work,  Par- 
liament will,  I  feel  confident,  when  it 
reassembles,  if  it  should  be  found  neces- 
sary to  assist  in  the  loyal  discharge  of  the 
painful  duties  of  the  Executive,  not  hesi- 
tate to  do  its  share)  in  the  work  if,  un- 
fortunately, it  should  be  found  requisite. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M*CAETHY  said,  no 
one  had  the  least  doubt  of  the  sympa- 
thies of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland ; 
and  if  the  question  of  dealing  with  the 
distress  were  left  to  him,  he  should  feel 
certain  that  his  own  sympathy  and  his 
own  intelligence  would  prompt  his  action 
in  every  case.  But  he  would  warn  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  against  trusting 
too  much  to  subordinate  officials  of  all 
kinds.  He  perfectly  well  remembered 
the  Famine  of  1847.  At  the  earlier 
period,  when  the  Famine  was  growing, 
the  officials  were  making  favourable  re- 
ports, and  it  was  not  until  the  newspaper 
correspondents  went  down  to  the  dis- 
tressed districts  and  drew  such  a  picture 
of  the  condition  of  things  there  that  the 
mind  of  the  country  was  satisfied  of  the 
existence  of  distress,  and  that  much 
good  might  have  been  done  had  measures 
been  taken  in  time.  He,  therefore, 
strongly  warned  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man against  paying  too  much  attention 
to  the  answers  to  his  Circular,  and  re- 
commended him  to  made  inquiries  from 
persons  in  the  districts  where  the  dis- 
tress existed.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  spoken  of  relief  by  means  of  public 
works  in  times  of  emergency  ;  but  in 
1847  the  system  of  public  works  waa 
found  to  be  txo\.  ol  >[)Jia  \5A.^\»  \vs»  xsl  *^^ 
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relief  of  gennine  distress,  for  the  varions 
posts  on  the  works  were  filled  by  unde- 
serving persons,  who  were  thus  pen- 
sioned at  the  public  expense.  They 
might,  however,  be  of  advantage  pro- 
vided they  were  adapted  to  the  needs  of 
the  various  districts.  There  was  one 
question  to  which  he  would  like  an  an- 
swer, and  that  was,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment were  determined  to  allow  out- 
door relief  in  Ireland  before  the  distress 
had  become  acute,  and  before  the  homes 
were  broken  up  ?  Were  they  prepared 
to  relax  the  restrictions  under  which 
relief  could  now  only  be  given  in  case 
of  sickness,  and  grant  relief  before  the 
sickness  arrived  ?  Then,  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Arrears  Act,  he  greatly  re- 
gretted the  kind  of  answer  the  Govern- 
ment had  given  that  evening.  No  diffi- 
culty had  arisen  which  was  not  pre- 
dicted at  the  time  the  Bill  was  before 
the  House.  What  was  good  in  the  Bill 
was  due  to  the  Irish  Members ;  what 
was  defective  in  it  came  from  sources 
over  which  the  Irish  Members  had  no 
control.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
spoken  of  the  costs  connected  with  eject- 
ment which  were  thrown  upon  poor  ten- 
ants as  if  they  were  next  to  nothing ; 
but  in  many  instances  they  were  ex- 
tremely heavy  and  even  ruinous,  pre- 
venting the  tenant  from  being  able  to 
take  advantagfe  of  the  Arrears  Act,  and 
causing  him  to  lose  everything.  Several 
striking  cases  of  this  kind  had  come 
under  nis  own  knowledge.  The  Chief 
Secretary  had  reminded  them  that  the 
Land  Court  was  a  Court  of  Appeal  to 
which  those  who  were  embarrassed  by 
the  difficulties  of  the  hanging  gale  might 
resort ;  but  it  should  be  noticed  that  in 
Ireland  they  had  had  a  tribunal  of  first 
instance,  composed  of  military  officers 
and  gentlemen  who  had  had  no  legal 
training  whatever,  and  who  seemed  to 
be  put  there  in  order  that  they  might 
learn  something  about  the  Arrears  Act 
and  the  rudiments  of  the  law.  If  the 
Arrears  Act  was  in  any  sense  a  failure, 
the  Government  certainly  could  not  say 
they  had  been  forewarned  not  merely  of 
of  what  would  be  the  result,  but  of  the 
precise  points  of  weakness  to  which  its 
failure  might  be  traced. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  told  them  that 
forms  of  application  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Arrears  Act  could  be  sent  in  up  to 
the  81st  of  December.     He  knew  that 

Mff  JuHin  M*  Carthy 


to  be  so.  [Mr.  Stsajx  :  They  could  I 
sent  in  even  later  by  consent  of  tl 
Court.]  The  important  point,  howeve 
was  wnether  the  tenant  would  be  ab 
to  pay  the  year's  rent  before  the  30th 
November ;  and  that  vital  matter  tl 
Chief  Secretary  bad  skimmed  over  ve: 
lightly.  It  should  be  remembered  th; 
the  weather  had  been  verv  wet  and  ii 
jurious  to  farming  operations,  so  that  tl 
tenants  had  not  been  able  to  send  the 
produce  to  market  in  time  to  find  tl 
money  with  which  to  pay  their  arrears 
and  that  circumstance, he  thought,  mig] 
supply  a  reason  for  extending  the  peri( 
for  paying  the  year's  rent  to  the  31st 
December.  Aeain,  there  were  mai 
fairs  in  December,  at  which  the  sma 
tenants  habitually  sold  their  cattle  ;  an 
it  would,  therefore,  be  a  great  point  1 
extend  the  time  for  payment  of  the 
arrears  by  another  month.  He  kne 
that  a  large  number  of  tenants  wei 
making  every  exertion  to  take  advai 
tage  of  the  Act,  and  he  had  no  doul 
that  a  large  number  of  applicatioi 
would  come  in  before  the  end  of  Ni 
vember ;  but  h.e  believed  that  30  or  4 
per  cent  more,  and  those,  too,  the  mo 
necessitous  cases,  would  come  in  if  tl 
time  were  prolonged  for  another  monti 
The  Act  expired,  so  far  as  paymen 
went,  next  Wednesday ;  and  they  no 
only  had  that  most  unfortunate  decisic 
of  the  Government  near  the  last  m< 
ment.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Irelai 
ought  to  see  that  that  decision  was  tel 
graphed  to  the  most  remote  parts  < 
Ireland.  With  regard  to  the  appr 
bended  distress  in  that  country,  he  d 
not  think  there  would  be  famine;  bi 
he  believed  that  there  would  be  vei 
considerable  distress,  and  that  it  wou 
arise  mainly  from  two  causes.  In  tl 
first  place,  there  would  be  a  great  wai 
of  employment  for  the  people ;  and, 
the  next  place,  the  price  of  potato^ 
would  be  high.  As  compared  with  la 
year,  the  price  was  at  preset  more  the 
doubled;  and,  owing  to  the  parti 
failure  of  the  crops,  he  believed  thi 
in  some  localities  there  would  be  grej 
distress.  They  must  remember,  als 
if  they  relied  upon  the  rates  to  suppo 
the  poor,  that  they  could  not  expect 
raise  them  to  any  very  unusual  amoui 
without  the  fear  of  swamping  the  sma 
farmers  and  precluding  them  from  sov 
ing  their  land.  He  would  like  the  G( 
vemment  also  to  change  their  system  ( 


1 9S5^' Arrears  of  Rent  [ Novembee  23,  1882 )  (Ireland)  Jet. 


1986 


lending  money.  By  the  present  method 
of  making  advances  they  could  not  lend 
more  than  £50,  and  he  desired  to  see 
that  sum  very  considerably  raised,  so  as 
to  render  the  expense  less  in  proportion 
to  the  amount  raised.  He  was  sorry  to 
see  that  so  little  hope  was  held  out  in 
the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland ;  it  was  one  of  the  worst  speeches 
he  had  ever  heard — indeed,  he  might 
almost  call  it  a  dangerous  speech.  It  told 
them  in  a  word  that  they  were  to  be  left 
to  their  own  resources,  much  in  the  same 
way  as  the  horse  who  was  locked  up  in 
the  stable  was  told  to  feed  himself  by 
his  resources.  His  resources  were  his 
teeth  and  his  heels,  aud  he  only  required 
his  liberty  to  use  them  ;  but  so  long  as 
that  liberty  was  denied  him,  it  was  im- 
possible for  him  to  make  his  own  re- 
sources available. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  that 
the  importance  of  the  subject  amply  jus- 
tified the  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate.  He  felt  that  the  Prime 
Minister's  language  was  wanting  in  that 
sympathy  he  had  often  before  shown  to 
Irish  distress,  and  he  was  struck  with 
the  fact  that  no  allusion  was  made  to  the 
approaching  distress,  reports  of  which 
must  have  reached  him.  The  Motion 
was  also  founded  upon  the  speech  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland ;  and  it  was 
a  curious  fact  that  while  in  England, 
where  famines  never  happened,  provision 
was  made  in  spite  of  economic  laws  for  the 
advance  of  money  from  the  rates  ;  in  Ire- 
land, where  famines  occurred  every  two 
or  three  years,  no  such  power  existed. 
He  shared  with  thehon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  the  County  of  Galway  (Colonel 
Nolan)  a  strong  feeling  of  dissatisfac- 
tion at  that  speech.  That  speech  was 
the  old  familiar  echo  of  the  policy  and 
the  spirit  which  had  always  actuated 
Irish  functionaries  in  Dublin  Castle. 
Nothing  else  could  have  induced  him  to 
suppose  that  Irishmen  who  crossed  the 
Channel  to  obtain  work,  in  order  to  take 
the  proceeds  home  to  their  families,  could 
not  be  trusted  to  spend  money  in  the 
same  way  when  they  had  to  go  10  or  12 
miles  for  it.  If  he  desired  a  refutation 
of  such  narrow  views,  he  would  refer 
him  to  the  Report  of  the  Society  of 
Friends  of  what  took  place  at  the  time 
of  the  great  Famine.  It  was  strange, 
indeed,  that  in  Ireland,  where  it  was  so 
much  needed,  the  law  did  not  permit 
them  to  efficiently  relieve  distress.     The 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  if  neces- 
sary they  would  violate  the  law ;   but 
surely  that  was  a  most  extraordinary 
doctrine  for  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land to  advocate  in  that  House.     Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that 
public  bodies  in  various  parts  of  Ireland 
had  already  felt  it  to  be  their  duty  to 
call  attention  to  the  distress  which  was 
impending.   He  would  refer  to  a  resolu- 
tion passed  by  the  Swinford  Board  of 
Guardians  expressing  the  desire  of  the 
people  of  that  district  to  obtain  a  loan 
of  public  money  for  the  purpose  of  per- 
manently improving  their  holdings  and 
farms.     That  was  a  desire  which  ought 
to  receive  the  sympathy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government ;   and  he  complained  that 
after  Parliament  had  enabled  the  Irish 
Government  to  assist  in  the  development 
of  Irish  resources,  there  was  always  some 
piece  of  red  tape  tied  round  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  of  Parliament  which 
prevented  them  from  coming  into  active 
operation.     He  need  only  refer  to  the 
Rule  framed  by  the  Treasury  in  regard 
to  loans  for  the  improvement  of  farms 
under  the  Land  Act.     That  Rule   de- 
clared that  £100  should  be  the  minimum 
sum  lent  to  tenant  farmers,    and  that 
it  should  be  lent  only  to  tenants  of 
£20  valuation  and  upwards.     How  long 
did  it  take  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
County  of  Cork  to  "  peg  away  "  at  the 
Irish   Government    before    he  induced 
them  to  reduce  the  amount  to  £50  and 
the  valuation   to  £10?    The   Treasury 
was  therefore  responsible  for  having  de- 
feated the  intention  of  Parliament  by 
framing  that  rule  in  the  first  instance. 
He  agreed  with  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  County  of 
Galway  that  the  limit  of  £50  was  far 
too  high,  as  the  great  bulk  of  the  tenant 
farmers  wanted  only  a  little  capital  to 
permanently    improve    their    holdings. 
With  respect  to  the  impending  distress, 
he  trusted  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
not  be  content  with  sending  out  official 
Circulars,  which  was  just  what  his  Pre- 
decessors had  done  on  former  occasions. 
Resident  Magistrates  and  others  to  whom 
these  official  Circulars  were  sent  had  no 
sympathy  with  the  masses  of  the  people. 
They  would  sneer  at  Irish  distress,  and 
it  was  not  till  famine  was  strewing  their 
course  with  those  who  had  been  starved 
to  death  that  they  would  recognize  the 
distress.     Benevolent  emigration  would 
not  cure  the  evil  since  the   wretched 
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patcftien  of  land  vacated  in  this  way  were 
at  once  occupied  by  others  in  quite  as 
large  numbers.  It  was  by  a  system  of 
migration  and  not  one  of  emigration 
that  they  could  meet  the  difficulty,  and 
until  the  Government  had  grappled  with 
the  difficulty,  the  stoiy  of  Irish  discon- 
tent would  continue  to  arise  to  the  shame 
and  humiliation  of  the  Irish  people.  In 
reply  to  the  Chief  Secretary,  he  told  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  they  were 
ready  to  fall  back  upon  their  own  re- 
sources if  they  would  g^ve  them  the 
control  of  their  own  resources.  The  pre- 
sent Irish  Government  was  a  mockery 
of  Irish  hopes  and  aspirations.  Various 
causes  had  been  assigned  to  explain  the 
fact  that  only  some  1 6,000  tenant  farmers 
had  availed  themselves  of  the  Arrears 
Act.  He  had  received  a  communication 
in  which  there  was  a  statement  to  the 
effect  that,  although  only  a  year's  rent 
was  required  to  be  paid  before  obtaining 
the  benefits  of  the  Act,  the  agents  ex- 
acted a  half-year's  rent  in  addition  be- 
fore the  cases  were  put  into  the  Court. 
That  occurred  in  districts  where  there 
was  no  hanging  gale ;  and,  of  course, 
the  effect  of  such  proceedings  was  to 
prevent  tenants  from  getting  the  benefit 
which  they  would  otherwise  enjoy  from 
the  Act.  Although  they  had  then  the 
most  Liberal  Executive  the  Irish  people 
had  seen  this  century,  they  were  as 
powerless  as  ever  to  control  the  adminis- 
tration of  Irish  affairs.  He  strongly 
commended  the  action  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  in 
bringing  that  matter  before  the  House ; 
and  he  hoped  that  he  would  persist  in 
doing  so  until  ample  justice  had  been 
done  to  the  impoverished  people  whose 
cause  they  were  sent  there  to  represent. 
Sm  PATEICK  O'BEIEN  said,  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken  was 
quite  acciirate  when  he  spoke  of  the 
unanimity  of  Irish  Memoers  on  the 
question.  It  was  said  that  the  Arrears 
Act  and  the  Land  Act  were  both  hum- 
bugs before  they  were  passed.  He  had 
ventured  to  say  that  that  was  not  the 
case,  and  he  held  that  opinion  still ;  but 
he  joined  with  those  who  had  that  night 
called  on  the  Government  to  give  the  Act 
a  further  chance.  He  did  so,  not  because 
he  thought  it  was  a  humbug,  but  that  he 
believed  it  was  in  the  interests  of  the 
Irish  tenants  and  landlords.  He  thought 
they  had  a  right  to  ask  the  Government 
to  give  that  extension — he  did  not  care 
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what  time  it  was,  so  long  as  it  was  suf- 
ficient for  the  purpose.  He  remembered 
the  terrible  scenes  in  1 847,  which  were 
caused  by  the  unfortunate  position  of  the 
people  in  Donegal,  Sligo,  Mayo,  &c.  He 
asked  the  earnest  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  present  distress,  and  he 
hoped  no  miserable  consideration  about 
money  would  stand  in  the  way,  con- 
sidering we  spent  millions  in  Egypt, 
Afghanistan,  and  Zululand.  He  was 
convinced  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
was  fully  justified  in  bringing  that  matter 
under  the  notice  of  the  House. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  Prime 
Minister  had  observed  in  this  debate  a 
studied  silence,  which  was  more  credit- 
able to  his  prudence  than  his  humanity. 
He  supposed  that,  under  the  laurels  of 
Tel-el-Kebir,  the  Government  could  now 
afford  to  treat  with  disdain  the  demands 
of  the  Irish  people.  He  hoped  the  re- 
sult of  that  obduracy  would  be  to  con- 
vince the  people  of  Ireland  that  concilia- 
tion at  any  rate  was  played  out,  and  they 
now  knew  that  the  moderate  Whig  was 
what  O'Connell described  him.  He  main- 
tained that  the  Government  had  been 
misinformed  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  Inspectors  as  to  the  distress  that 
was  likely  to  occur  in  Ireland.  That  was 
notably  the  case  with  regard  to  Tory 
Island,  Donegal.  The  Eev.  Father 
O'Donnell,  the  curate  in  charge,  had 
written  to  him  to  say  that  the  Inspector, 
Mr.  Macfarlane,  had  not  made  a  single 
inquiry  of  him,  or,  indeed,  of  any  person 
of  weight  or  authority  on  the  Island, 
nor  had  he  entered  the  huts  of  those 
among  whom  the  distress  was  existing. 
Yet  on  the  day  of  the  inspection  the  heads 
of  two  families  came  to  Father  O'DonneU 
requesting  to  be  sent  out  of  the  Island 
to  save  themselves  and  families  from 
starvation,  and  the  next  day  seven  more 
came  with  a  like  request.  With  regard 
to  the  Arrears  Act,  he  thought  that 
enough  had  been  said  to  show  that  the 
measure  was  already  a  practical  failure, 
and  the  poorest  of  the  Irish  people  were 
exposed  to  all  the  horrors  of  famine, 
aggravated  by  the  horrors  of  eviction 
during  the  coming  winter  months,  be- 
cause the  Government  deolined  to  give  it 
a  fair  chance  to  come  into  operation. 

Mr.  lea  said,  he  thought  that  the 
Eeports  of  the  Local  Government  In- 
spector were  often,  and  perhaps  neces- 
sarily, very  cursory,  and  suggested  that 
further  steps  should  be  taken  to  ascer- 
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tain  whether  any  distress  was  likely  to 
occur.  5e  was  sorry  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  seen  their  way  to  extending 
the  time  for  applications  under  the  Ar- 
rears Act  two  or  three  months,  because 
he  considered  it  desirable  that  legislation 
like  that  relating  to  arrears,  when  once 
in  force,  should  be  effective ;  but  if  they 
had  decided  not  to  do  so  it  was  best  at 
once  to  let  the  tenants  know  that  there 
was  no  chance  of  a  prolongation  of  the 
period. 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  he  concurred  with 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  that  some 
of  the  labour  works  in  Ireland  had  been 
of  a  useless  character;  but  there  were 
others  of  a  reproductive  nature,  and  he 
would  suggest  that  the  best  and  most 
useful  means  for  relieving  distress  in  Ire- 
land was  by  expending  money  on  har- 
bour works.  The  Fishery  Inspectors  had 
recommended  that  works  should  be  un- 
dertaken at  40  harbours ;  and  if  that  were 
done  the  fishermen  on  those  coasts  would 
be  able  to  exercise  their  vocations  to  a 
much  greater  extent  than  at  present. 
Tory  Island,  to  which  so  much  allusion 
had  been  made  that  night,  was  a  very 
good  example  of  the  places  which  would 
be  benefited  by  the  formation  of  har- 
bours. The  position  of  the  inhabitants, 
whose  chief  characteristics  were  their 
primitiveness  and  their  virtue,  would  be 
greatly  improved  if  new  harbours  were 
erected,  the  one  which  already  existed 
in  the  Island  being  quite  inadequate  for 
fishery  purposes.  He  regretted  greatly 
that  the  annual  grant  of  £5,000  for- 
merly made  in  aid  of  local  efforts  in 
connection  with  the  erection  of  harbours 
had  been  withdrawn  since  the  sum  of 
£45,000  had  been  advanced  for  that 
purpose;  and  he  had  been  much  surprised 
at  the  hesitation  of  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  to  receive  a  deputation  of 
Irish  Members,  who  had  intended  wait- 
ing upon  him  in  the  hope  of  obtaining  a 
renewal  of  the  annual  grant.  The  re- 
newal of  the  small  grant  would  lead  to 
a  considerably  larger  amount  being  con- 
tributed by  local  effort,  and  much  good 
would  be  given  by  the  employment  thus 
afforded. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  would  ask 
the  leave  of  the  House  to  withdraw  the 
Motion.  He  did  not  think  anything 
could  be  added  to  the  great  usefulness, 
of  the  discussion,  or  to  the  impression 
which  he  hoped  had  been  made  upon 
the  Government,  by  putting  the  House 


to  the  trouble  of  dividing.  He  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  reconsider 
the  question  of  the  relief  of  the  distress, 
and  that  they  would  be  able  to  see  their 
way  clear  to  ask  Parliament  to  vote  the 
power  to  enable  them  to  give  out  poor 
relief  in  Ireland  extensively.  They  had 
evidence  in  the  progress  of  this  debate 
of  the  existence  of  serious  distress  in 
Ireland  ;  and  he  trusted  that  the  people 
would  not  be  left  until  they  were  half- 
starved  and  enfeebled  before  relief  was 
granted. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAKTLETT^said, 
that  this  Act  was  the  last  of  a  series  of 
measures  which  had  distinguished  the 
Liberal  Party,  and  especially  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  which  had  proved  a  com- 
plete fiasco.  He  would  refer  to  the 
Church  Act  of  1861,  to  the  Land  Acts 
of  1870  and  1881,  and  other  measures 
of  the  Government,  which  he  pronounced 
a  miserable  failure. 

Mr.  speaker  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  Question  before  the 
House  was  the  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw. The  hon.  Member  was  bound  to 
confine  himself  to  that  subject. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
he  wished  merely  to  observe  that  the 
position  of  affairs  in  Ireland  proved 
that  the  remedial  measures  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  turned  out  a  complete 
failure. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

[The  following  is  the  Entry  in  the 

Votes.] 

Mr.  Pamell,  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork, 
rose  in  his  place,  and  asked  leave  to  move  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House  for  the  purpose  of 
discussing  a  definite  matter  of  urgent  puhlic 
importance ;  but  the  pleasure  of  the  House  not 
having  been  signified,  Mr.  Speaker  called  on 
those  Members  who  supported  that  Motion  to 
rise  in  their  places,  and  not  less  than  forty 
Members  having  accordingly  risen  in  their 
places: — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn  :  "— (3fr.  Pamell : ) 
— Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

ME.  PARNELL,  M.P..   &c.  (RELEASE 
FROM  KILMATNHAM). 

Mr.  J.  E.  YOEKE  ^sked  the  Prime 
Minister,  whether,  considering  the  late- 
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Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  they  had 
been  told  upon  an  Amendment  moved 
by  his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton),  on 
the  Ist  Besolution,  that  it  was  not  pos- 
sible, or  at  all  events  desirable,  to  cast 
upon  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  the  duty 
of  diving  into  the  motives  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen. That  was  exactly  what  it  was 
now  proposed  to  do,  and  they  were  en- 
titled to  ask  from  the  Government  some 
explanation  of  the  inconsistency. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  remarked  that  he 
was  not  in  a  position  to  answer  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  question  unless  he  proposed 
an  Amendment. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  he  did  not  propose 
to  move  the  first  Amendment  which 
stood  in  the  name  of  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill),  because  he 
understood  that  the  Government  in- 
tended to  propose  some  change  in  the 
status  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 
But  he  wished  to  move  in  line  2,  after 
the  word ''  opinion,"  the  following  words, 
**  that  it  is  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House  at  large."  The  effect  of  the 
Amendment  would  be  to  make  the  action 
of  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  depend  not 
upon  his  own  view,  but  upon  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House  at  large.  This  was 
one  of  the  most  severe  Besolutions  the 
Government  had  proposed.  Every  Mo- 
tion for  reporting  Progress  or  for  Ad* 
journment  was  in  a  certain  sense  ob- 
structive ;  but  it  would  occur  to  every 
hon.  Member  that  such  Motions  were 
often  not  only  justified,  but  also  even 
demanded,  by  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  He  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  2,  after  the  word  **  opinion,"  to  insert 
the  words  **  that  it  is  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House  at  large." — (Jfr.  Gorat,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  must  op- 
pose the  Amendment.  The  power  which 
it  would  confer  on  the  Presiding  Officer 
was  not,  in  his  opinion,  excessive ;  and, 
according  to  several  of  the  earlier  Beso- 
lutions, the  Presiding  Officer  already 
possessed  summary  powers  without  re- 
lerence  to  the  evident  sense  of  the  House. 
In  the  present  case,  if  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  put  the  Question  to  the  House 
immediately,  the  House  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  dealing  with  the  ques- 


ness  of  the  hour  at  which  the  Irish  de- 
bate had  closed — 11.15 — he  would  post- 
pone the  resumption  of  the  discussion  on 
Procedure,  in  order  to  afford  an  oppor- 
tunity for  a  decision  on  his  Motion  with 
reference  to  the  release  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  and  his  fellow 
Members  from  Kilmainham  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  no- 
thing to  add  to  what  he  had  stated  be- 
fore. It  was  now  only  a  quarter-past 
1 1 ,  and  they  would  do  well  to  proceed 
with  the  Besolutions. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  give 
any  facilities  for  his  hon.  Friend's  Mo- 
tion? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  he  had 
nothing  to  add  to  what  he  had  already 
stated. 

ORDER   OF  THE  DAT. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE -THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE—TENTH RULE  (DEBATES  ON 
MOTIONS  FOR  ADJOURNMENT). 

[twekty-bighth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Further  Con- 
sideration of  the  New  Eules  of  Pro- 
cedure. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  now 
to  propose  the  10th  Eesolution.  It  had 
no  connection  with  the  length  nor  the 
interruption  of  dehate,  nor  would  it  pre- 
vent any  Gentleman  from  making  any 
speech  on  the  suhject  of  reporting  Pro- 

gress  or  moving  the  Chairman  out  of  the 
hair  in  Committee  which  he  could  other- 
wise regularly  make.  But  it  enabled 
the  Presiding  Officer  to  save  the  House 
trouble  if  he  chose  to  take  upon  him- 
self the  responsibility  of  determining 
that  the  Question  should  be  put,  which 
he  would  only  do  if  strongly  convinced 
that  the  Motion  was  made  with  the 
view  of  obstructing  the  Business  of  the 
House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  if  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman  of  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House,  shall  be  of 
opinion  that  a  ^lotion  for  the  Adjournmont  of 
a  Debate,  or  of  the  House,  during  any  Debate, 
or  that  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  or  do 
leave  the  Chair,  is  made  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
struction, he  may  forthwith  put  the  Question 
thereupon  from  the  Chair."— -(Jfr.  Gladstone.) 

Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke 
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tion  by  tho  vote  it  would  give.  If  the 
House  thought  the  Motion  was  reason- 
able, it  would  vote  accordingly. 

Captain  AYLMEE  said,  he  thought 
that  this  was  one  of  the  most  objection- 
able of  all  the  Hesolutions.  Nothing 
was  more  likely  to  bring  into  disrepute 
the  Offices  of  the  Speaker  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  than  the  arbi- 
trary power  which  the  Presiding  Officer 
would  possess  under  this  Bule  of  decid- 
ing on  his  mere  ipse  dixit  whether  or  not 
a  Member  was  guilty  of  Obstruction. 
He  should,  therefore,  oppose  the  Reso- 
lution. 

Me.  cavendish  BENTINOK,  in 
supporting  the  Amendment,  urged  that 
the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  could 
hardly  be  justified  in  enforcing  this 
Bule  in  the  small  hours  of  the  morning, 
or  against  a  small  knot  of  Members  who 
desired  to  prevent  the  passing  of  a  Bill 
like  the  Cornwall  Sunday  Closing  Bill 
at  an  unreasonable  hour,  and  at  the  fag 
end  of  the  Session.  There  was  no  pro- 
per definition  of  Obstruction,  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  was  left  to  exercise  an 
arbitrary  power  in  the  dark.  He,  there- 
fore, thought  that  some  such  instruc- 
tion as  that  proposed  in  the  Amendment 
should  be  given  for  his  guidance. 

Mb.  SCLATER  -  booth  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  not  only  was  there  a 
great  objection  to  this  Resolution,  but 
it  was  also  quite  unnecessary ;  because 
all  that  was  aimed  at  was  already  pro- 
vided for  by  Resolution  4,  which  pro- 
vided that  a  Motion  for  Adjournment 
might  be  met  by  the  Speaker  calling 
upon  hon.  Members  to  stand  up  in  their 
places.  When,  not  long  ago,  he  had 
proposed  to  place  some  limitation  upon 
this  power,  by  providing  that  it  should 
be  put  in  force  when  Obstruction  was 
evident,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  objected  to  such  a  course, 
because  he  said  it  would  be  offensive  to 
require  the  Chair  to  say  that  a  Motion 
submitted  by  an  hon.  Member  was  ob- 
Ktructive.  Now,  it  seemed  to  him  still 
more  objectionable  in  this  case,  because 
there  was  no  definition  at  all  in  regard 
to  what  was  to  happen  when  the  Speaker 
ex  cathedra  put  the  Resolution  into  force. 
When  was  the  Speaker  to  put  the  Ques- 
tion ?  That  was  left  entirely  undecided 
by  the  language  of  the  Resolution.  The 
general  objection  he  had  to  it  was  that 
it  was  proposed,  by  a  second  process,  to 
give  the  Speaker  two  lines  of  action  in 


precisely  similar  circumstances.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  see  fit  to 
withdraw  the  Resolution.  In  the  mean- 
while, he  would  be  disposed  to  vote  for 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  because  he  thought  it  was  unfair 
to  cast  the  responsibility  on  the  Chair  of 
saying  that  a  Motion  was  made  for  the 
purpose  of  Obstruction.  His  chief  ob- 
jection to  the  Resolution  was  that  it  pro- 
posed an  alternative  line  of  action  and 
would  lead  to  confusion. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  it  was  scarcely  convenient  to  dis- 
cuss the  whole  matter  of  the  Resolution 
upon  a  single  Amendment.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  not,  until  his  concluding  sentence, 
said  one  word  about  the  Amendment 
moved  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Gorst).  He  did  not  propose 
to  follow  the  example  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  he  wished  to  point  out 
that  Resolution  3,  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  referred 

Mr.  WARTON  :  It  was  the  4th  Re- 
solution, not  the  3rd. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
Well,  then,  Resolution  4  did  not  apply 
to  this  matter,  because  Resolution  4  pro- 
vided that  after  the  House  had  entered 
into  the  Orders  of  the  Day  or  Notices  of 
Motion,  and  the  House  had  been  cleared 
for  a  division,  when  a  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  a  debate  or  of  the 
House  should  have  been  made,  the 
Speaker  might  call  upon  the  Members 
challenging  his  decision  to  rise  in  their 
places.  The  Resolution  they  were  now 
discussing  enabled  the  Speaker,  if  he 
was  of  opinion  that  a  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  a  debate,  or  of  the 
House  during  any  debate,  or  that  the 
Chairman  should  report  Progress  or 
leave  the  Chair,  was  made  for  the  pur- 
pose of  Obstruction,  he  might  forthwith 
put  the  Question  from  the  Chair.  The 
Speaker  in  such  a  case  could  put  a  stop 
to  the  debate  and  insist  upon  a  division 
being  taken  at  once.  He  failed  to  see 
what  relevancy  the  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  White- 
haven (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck)  had  to 
the  Resolution  at  all.  The  Speaker  or 
Chairman,  in  the  exercise  of  his  powers, 
could  only  put  to  the  House  at  once  the 
Question  whether  the  debate  was  to  be 
adjourned  or  not,  or  whether  the  Chair- 
man should  report  Progress;  and  if  a 
majority  of  the  House  did  not  support 
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him,  it  would  be  evident  to  the  Speaker 
or  the  Chairman  that  he  had  mieinter- 
preted  the  opinion  of  the  House.  That 
was  a  penalty  which  would  not  be  lightly 
incurred.  It  was  said  that  the  Hesolu- 
tion  was  an  insult  to  the  House;  but 
hon.  Members  who  made  that  assertion 
seemed  to  forget  that  the  Hesolution  was 
one  of  those  which  were  framed  by  the 
Speaker  for  Urgency ;  and  he  thought 
that  when  hon.  Members  recalled  that 
fact,  they  would  hardly  be  of  opinion 
that  it  was  intended  by  the  Oovernment 
as  an  insult  to  the  House.  When  they 
came  to  discuss  the  Hesolution  as  a 
whole,  ample  reason  could  be  given  why 
it  should  be  adopted.  In  the  meantime, 
no  substantial  reason  had  been  given 
for  the  insertion  of  these  words,  and  it 
was  undesirable  at  that  stage  that  they 
should  discuss  the  whole  of  the  Hesolu- 
tion. It  would  be  far  better  to  confine 
themselves  to  the  Amendment  before 
the  House. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  the  House 
was  now  getting  familiar  with  the  argu- 
ment which  had  just  been  used  by  the 
noble  Marquess.  On  the  first  occasion 
when  the  principle  of  a  Hesolution  was 
challenged,  they  were  told  to  wait  until 
all  the  Amendments  were  disposed  of, 
when  it  would  be  regular  to  discuss  the 
Hesolution  as  a  whole.  But,  on  the 
other  hand,  when  all  the  Amendments 
to  a  Hesolution  were  disposed  of,  they 
were  told  that  the  time  was  past  for  dis- 
cussing the  Hesolution  as  a  whole,  and 
that  they  were  altogether  too  late. 
Therefore,  the  Government  must  excuse 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
if  they  took  the  present  opportunity  of 
moving  and  discussing  such  Amend- 
ments as  they  found  necessary.  [^Ironical 
Liberal  cTieeraJ]  Hon.  Members  cheered 
that.  He  was  glad  to  hear  that  they 
assented  to  the  proposal.  The  fault 
which  had  been  found  with  this  Hesolu- 
tion was,  that  it  appeared  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  side  of  the  House  to  be  in 
conOict  with  the  Hesolution  which  had 
already  been  passed — namely,  the  4th 
Hesolution,  to  which  the  noble  Marquess 
had  j  ust  referred .  The  noble  Marquess, 
in  the  slight  reference  he  made  to  it, 
said  that  it  concerned  a  matter  of  Pro- 
cedure. That  was  quite  true  ;  but  this 
Hesolution  dealt  with  a  question  of  ad- 
journment also,  and  having  defined  upon 
the  question  of  Procedure  in  the  4th 
Hesolution  what  they  were  to  do,  it  ap- 
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peared  to  him  that  this  Hesolution  con- 
flicted in  a  gpreat  measure  with  the  Pro- 
cedure which  was  laid  down  in  Hesolu- 
tion number  4.  As  regarded  the  imme- 
diate Amendment  before  the  House, 
which  imported  into  the  Hesolution  **  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House  at  large,"  it 
appeared  to  him,  whether  those  precise 
words  were  chosen  or  not— and  there 
was  good  reason  why  they  should  be — 
that  it  was  most  desirable  that  the 
opinion  of  the  House  should  bo  clearly 
and  distinctly  ascertained  in  reference  to 
the  question.  The  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man had  placed  in  his  hands — granting 
always  that  there  was  the  appeal,  of 
which  the  noble  Marquess  had  spoken — 
a  very  arbitrary  power,  and  the  remedy 
which  the  noble  Marquess  suggested 
was  one  which  he  took  leave  to  remind 
the  House  was  extremely  deprecated  by 
the  Government  in  the  early  part  of 
their  discussions.  The  noble  Marquess 
said  that  if,  after  all,  the  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  found  that  the  opinion  of  the 
House  differed  from  his  own,  then  there 
would  be  an  end  of  the  matter.  But 
the  House  was  told  in  the  early  part  of 
the  debates  that  no  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man could  bear  having  his  decision 
challenged,  and  that  it  would  be  fatal 
to  him  to  find  that  his  view  of  the  **  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House"  was  not  sus- 
tained on  a  division.  He  hoped  before 
the  discussion  on  the  Amendment  closed 
that  the  House  would  have  some  further 
explanation  from  the  Government  than 
they  had  yet  received.  There  was  an- 
other thing  which  he  should  hardly  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  call  attention  to, 
except  for  the  purpose  of  elucidation. 
He  thought  that  the  '*  Question  "  re- 
ferred to  in  the  last  line  of  the  Hesolu- 
tion should  be  made  perfectly  clear.  He 
trusted  that  the  House  would  accept  some 
Amendment  in  the  sense  of  that  which 
had  been  moved  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend. 

Mr.  STNAN  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Amendment  was  altogether 
inconsistent,  not  with  the  4  th,  but  with 
the  2nd  Hesolution.  The  Amendment, 
as  he  understood  it,  required  that  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  should  be  of  opi- 
nion that  it  was  *'  the  evident  sense  of 
the  House  "  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment was  made  for  the  purpose  of  Ob- 
struction; but,  by  the  2nd  Hesolution, 
40  Members  rising  in  their  places  to 
support  a  Motion  for  Adjournment  would 
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he  suflBcient  to  warrant  such  a  Motion 
being  proceeded  with.  Now,  40  Mem- 
bers rising  in  their  places  might  not 
represent  tlie  **  evident  sense  of  the 
House ;"  and  the  Amendment,  therefore, 
was  inconsistent  with  the  2nd  Resolu- 
tion. Then  the  question  arose  upon  the 
Resolution  itself  whether  the  Speaker 
or  Chairman  should  have  power  to  put 
a  stop  to  debate  or  to  discussion,  and 
order  the  House  to  divide  at  once, 
although  there  should  be  40  Members 
prepared  to  support  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  and  although  a  decision 
should  be  called  on  the  4th  Eule.  The 
Amendment  would  make  the  Resolu- 
tion substantially  an  exception  from  the 
2nd  and  4th  Rules,  and  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
altogether  at  variance  with  what  had 
been  decided  by  the  2nd  Resolution. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  could  not  see 
how  any  hon.  Member  could  argue  that 
this  Resolution  was  in  conflict  with  the 
4th  Resolution.  The  4th  Resolution 
said  that  after  the  House  had  been 
cleared  for  a  division  such  and  such  a 
course  should  be  taken.  How  was  it 
possible  that  this  Resolution,  which 
referred  to  the  putting  of  the  Question, 
could  be  in  conflict  with  the  Resolution, 
which  applied  only  to  the  exercise  of 
power  when  tho  House  was  cleared  for 
a  division.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
that  objection  must  fall  to  the  ground, 
and  that  it  could  not  be  urged  for  a 
moment.  This  was  a  Resolution  which 
was  to  bo  put  in  force,  not  when  the 
House  had  been  cleared  for  a  division, 
but  at  a  different  stage  of  the  proceed- 
ings. With  regard  to  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  County  of 
Limerick  (Mr.  Synan),  it  did  not  seem 
to  him  that  the  Resolution  was  in  con- 
flict with  Resolution  No.  2,  and  for  this 
reason — ^Resolution  No.  2  spoke  of  a 
^lotion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  a 
definite  matter  of  urgent  public  import- 
ance, and  leave  for  the  Motion  to  be 
proceeded  with  was  only  to  be  given  on 
40  Members  rising  in  their  places  to  sup- 
port the  Motion.  Was  it  conceivable 
that  in  such  a  case  the  Speaker  would, 
under  the  present  Rule,  declare  that  the 
Motion  was  made  for  the  purpose  of 
Obstruction  ?  It  appeared  to  him  to  be 
a  totally  different  case,  and  this  Resolu- 
tion was  not  in  any  way  in  conflict  with 
Rosulution  No.  2.     In  regard  to  the  ob- 
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joction  that  the  House  would  be  over- 
ruled by  the  Speaker  in  the  matter,  the 
observations  of  tho  Prime  Minister 
showed  that  all  the  Speaker  would  do 
would  be  to  refer  the  matter  to  the 
judgment  of  the  House.  All  that  was 
to  take  place  was  this.  There  was  to 
be  no  debate  until  the  House  itself  had 
voted  whether  the  Motion  was  made  for 
the  purposes  of  Obstruction  or  not. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  thrown  much 
light  upon  the  matter.  There  was  one 
particular  point  upon  which  the  House 
was  anxious  to  hear  some  explanation 
from  the  Government.  The  Resolution 
proposed — 

**  That  if  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman  of  a 
Committee  of  tho  whole  House,  shall  be  of 
opinion  that  a  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of 
a  Debate,  or  of  the  House,  during  any  Debate, 
or  that  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  or  do 
leave  the  Chair,  is  made  for  tho  purpose  of 
obstruction,  he  may  forthwith  put  the  Question 
thereupon  from  tho  Chair." 

Now,  tho  words  that  were  proposed  to 
be  inserted  in  the  Resolution  were  to 
the  eflPect  that  Mr.  Speaker  should  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  the  **  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  at  large  "  that 
the  Motion  was  made  for  the  purpose  of 
Obstruction.  The  question  he  wanted 
to  put  to  the  Government  and  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  was  this.  Was  the .  Speaker  to 
put  the  Question  unless  he  was  con- 
vinced that  it  was  the  **  evident  sense  of 
the  House  at  largo*'  that  the  Motion 
was  made  for  the  purpose  of  Obstruc- 
tion, or  was  he  not?  Was  the  Speaker, 
before  he  put  the  Question  forthwith, 
to  be  of  opinion  that  tho  House  at  large 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Motion  was  mado  for  the  purpose  of 
Obstruction.  He  concluded  that  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  acting  upon  these  Rules, 
only  represented  the  feeling  of  the 
House,  and  that  his  whole  action  was  to 
be  glided  by  the  feeling  of  the  House. 
The  Amendment  proposed  exactly  what 
he  thought  ought  to  guide  the  Speaker 
in  his  action — namely,  that  when  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  the 
•*  evident  sense  of  the  House"  that  the 
Motion  was  made  for  the  purpose  of 
Obstruction,  he  would  then  act  upon  the 
Resolution,  but  not  otherwise.  If  that 
were   so,   and  the   Speaker    ^o.^  T^&aJtk^ 
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House  had  come  to  a  conclusion,  and  he 
was  expressing  the  ''  evident  sense  of 
the  House  at  large  "  that  it  was  a  Motion 
intended  for  purposes  of  Obstruction, 
what  harm  could  be  done  by  the  insertion 
of  these  words  ?  They  could  not  expect 
the  Speaker,  if  he  was  convinced  that 
the  Motion  was  not  made  for  purposes 
of  Obstruction ,  as  the  organ  of  the 
House,  would  ever  put  the  Eule  in  force. 
He  would  only  act  because  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  House  itself  was  of  opi- 
nion that  the  Motion  was  made  for  pur- 
poses of  Obstruction  ;  and,  therefore,  he 
would  never  act  under  the  Eule  unless 
he  thought  that  he  was  giving  effect  to 
the  ''  evident  sense  of  the  House  at 
large."  He  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
hoped  that  he  had  made  himself  clear 
upon  that  point.  If  he  were  correct, 
and  that  was  the  only  case  in  which  the 
Speaker  could  act,  what  possible  harm 
could  arise  from  adopting  the  Amend- 
ment ?  He  would  ask  this  plain  ques- 
tion of  the  House — Did  they  believe 
that  the  Speaker  would  ever  act  on  the 
Eule  unless  it  was  the  '' evident  sense 
of  the  House  at  large  ?  "  The  Speaker 
was  the  organ  of  the  House.  He  'only 
acted  in  this  way  as  the  Minister  of  the 
House,  and  unless  he  had  arrived  at  a 
clear  conclusion  that  it  was  the  opinion 
of  the  House,  he  would  never  attempt 
to  put  the  Eesolution  in  force.  Then, 
what  objectiun  could  there  be  against 
putting  these  words  into  the  Eule?  The 
Question  was  to  be  decided  without  de- 
bate, and  that  made  it  all  the  more 
reasonable  that  the  Speaker  should  only 
act  when  he  thought  it  was  the  sense  of 
the  House  that  he  should  act ;  and  if 
he  could  only  act  when  it  was  the  sense 
of  the  House  that  he  ought  to  act,  and 
the  sense  of  the  House  meant  that  the 
Motion  was  made  for  the  purposes  of 
Obstruction,  he  could  not  imagine  what 
harm  the  insertion  of  these  words  in 
the  Eesolution  could  do.  If  the  House 
rejected  these  words,  they  must  mean 
something  by  which  the  Eules  were  to 
be  put  in  force  without  consulting  the 
House  in  any  form  or  shape,  and  with- 
out any  kind  of  debate.  If  the  "  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  "  could  only  be 
shown  by  a  vote,  and  if  that  vote  was 
against  the  Speaker,  it  would  be  a  great 

Sity  that  the  Speaker  should  have  beep 
rawn  into  a  position  in  which  he  was 
liable  to  make  a  mistake. 

Sir  R,  Aeehettm  Croee 


Mr.  BBYCE  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  asked  what  harm  could  be 
done  by  putting  in  these  words.  He 
(Mr.  Bryce)  would  ask,  on  the  other 
hand,  what  g^od  would  their  insertion 
do  ?  He  could  only  conceive  one  object 
that  could  be  gained,  and  that  was  that 
as  soon  as  these  words  were  inserted  in 
the  Eesolution,  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man,  or  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Gorst),  would  be  able  to 
rise  and  say  that  if  the  Speaker  were 
the  exponent  of  the  '*  evident  sense  of 
the  House,"  there  ought  to  be  an  appeal 
to  the  House  to  express  its  evident  sense. 
The  result  of  that  would  be  another 
Motion.  That  would  be  the  natural 
corollary  of  adopting  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He, 
therefore,  submitted  that  there  were 
good  reasons  why  the  House  should  not 
adopt  the  Amendment.  The  reason 
why,  in  the  1st  Eesolution,  it  was  pro- 
vided that  the  Speaker  or  Chairman 
should  act  only  when  he  believed  it  was 
the  **  evident  sense  of  the  House  "  was 
because  they  ascribed  to  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman,  and  to  the  House  at  large, 
the  possession  of  the  same  common 
sense,  and  it  was  believed  that  naturally 
and  necessarily  the  opinion  of  the  House 
would  coincide  with  that  of  the  Speaker 
and  Chairman.  In  regard  to  the  remarks 
which  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Eipon  (Mr. 
Goschen),  having  reference  to  the  2nd 
Eesolution,  this  Eesolution  applied  only 
to  what  took  place  during  a  debate; 
whereas  the  2nd  Eesolution  referred  to 
what  took  place  immediately  after  the 
Questions  on  the  Notice  Paper  had  been 
disposed  of,  and  before  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  were  reached,  so  that  there  was 
no  possibility  of  a  collision  between  the 
two. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  remarked  that 
Amendments  moved  by  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  were  seldom  moved 
without  having  some  elements  of  harm 
in  them  ;  and  he  thought  it  was  very 
dear  that  there  was  something  more 
than  met  the  eye  in  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Gorst).  He  (Mr.  Labouchere]  dis- 
liked very  much  the  words  **  at  large." 
They  had  already  had  an  explanation  of 
what  they  meant  from  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Whitehaven  (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck). 
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The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
explained  to  them  that  if  there  40  Mem- 
bers in  the  House,  and  33  were  against 
a  Motion  for  Adjournment  and  seven  in 
its  favour,  by  this  Amendment  the 
Speaker  would  not  be  able  to  say  that 
the  Motion,  although  supported  only  by 
seven  Members,  was  intended  for  pur- 
poses of  Obstruction.  That  was  to  say 
.  that  the  ''evident  sense  of  the  House  at 
large  "  did  not  mean  33  Members  against 
seven.  That  was  the  outcome  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
speech,  and  according  to  the  *'  evident 
sense  of  the  House  at  large  "  the  seven 
were  to  set  aside  the  wishes  of  the  33. 
Now,  as  he  understood  the  Besolution, 
it  was  the  majority  who  were  to  decide 
whether  a  small  minority  were  to  go  on 
moving  adjournments.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  seemed  to  complain  that 
the  **  evident  sense  of  the  House"  did 
not  mean  the  sense  of  the  majority  of  the 
House,  but  of  a  very  small  minority. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  distinctly  say  that  they  did 
not  intend  to  consent  to  the  insertion  of 
these  pernicious  Amendments. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  criticized  the  language  of  the 
Amendment  and  wished  to  excise  there- 
from the  words  *'at  large."  No  doubt 
those  words  were  very  disagreeable  to 
the  Prime  Minister,  because  when  a 
declaration  was  made  by  the  Speaker 
the  other  day  as  to  the  light  in  which  he 
regarded  them,  that  declaration  came 
like  a  thunderclap  upon  the  Liberal 
Party  opposite,  who  had  put  a  far  more 
illiberal  construction  upon  the  term 
''  evident  sense  of  the  House."  The 
Speaker,  however,  had  ruled  upon  the 
Ist  Resolution  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
''evident  sense  of  the  House"  meant 
the  "  evident  sense  of  the  House  at 
large,"  and  he  regretted  very  much  that 
those  words  had  not  been  incorporated 
in  the  1st  Resolution.  But  taking  it  upon 
the  ruling  of  the  Speaker  that  the  "  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  "  was  the  "  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House  at  large,"  there 
could  be  no  objection  to  including  in  the 
Resolution  the  words  in  the  Amendment. 
Let  them  consider  what  the  actual  posi- 
tion of  the  House  was  now  according  to 
the  Resolutions  they  had  already  passed. 
There  were  two  Rules  before  the  present 
one  which  contained  words  exactly  simi- 
lar— namely,  the  Rule  in  regard  to  Mo- 


tions on  adjournment  of  debate  and  upon 
divisions.  By  putting  those  two  Reso- 
lutions together  the  House  might  get 
some  kind  of  notion  as  to  how  completely 
the  liberties  of  the  House  were  to  be 
abridged  by  these  Resolutions.  He 
would  give  an  instance.  Suppose  a  mi- 
nority of  that  House  had  a  very  good 
case  indeed — suppose  that  they  had  a 
case  about  which  they  felt  as  conscien- 
tious as  the  Prime  Minister  felt  when  he 
opposed  the  Divorce  Bill  —and  that  they 
were  anxious  to  bring  their  views  before 
the  House,  what  could  they  do  ?  First 
of  all,  if  they  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate,  they  could  say  little  or  no- 
thing upon  it ;  because  their  mouths 
were  almost  shut  by  the  language  of  the 
3rd  Resolution,  and  they  had  had  an 
example  before  them  only  a  few  days 
ago,  when  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  ventured  to  sit  upon  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  GKbson),  when 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  trying,  as  well  as  he  could,  within 
the  terms  of  the  Resolution,  to  give  a 
reason  why  the  debate  should  be  ad- 
journed. Upon  that  occasion  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  felt  himself 
completely  suppressed  by  the  Rule,  and 
he  found  himself  unable  to  give  ade- 
quate reasons  in  support  of  the  proposal 
on  account  of  the  stringency  of  that  Rule 
and  the  tightness  with  ^ich  it  was  tied 
round  his  neck.  Therefore,  in  future, 
an  hon.  Member  would  not  be  allowed 
to  say  what  his  reasons  were,  and  the 
Government  now  refused  to  accept  even 
the  moderate  Amendment  to  the  Resolu- 
tion proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst).  The 
Prime  Minister  clearly  laid  it  down  that 
in  future  nothing  should  be  said  in  sup- 
port of  Motions  for  Adjournment.  Then, 
what  was  the  next  step  ?  The  next  step 
was  supplied  by  the  present  Resolution, 
which  declared  that  if  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  was  of  opinion  that  a  Motion 
was  made  for  the  purpose  of  Obstruction, 
not  wilful  or  persistent  Obstruction,  but 
simple  Obstruction,  then  he  was  autho- 
rized to  put  the  Question  at  once.  Now, 
he  (Mr.  WartonJ  thought  there  was  not 
much  chance  of  the  Speaker  coming  to 
this  conclusion  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
he  thought  there  was  a  very  great  chance 
of  the  Chairman  of  Committees  doing  so 
— a  very  great  chance  indeed.     (_"  Oh ! " "^ 
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He  (Mr.  Warton)  intended  to  speak  the 
truth,  and  to  speak  his  mind  while  )ie 
could ;  and  he  firmly  believed  that  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  was  not  a  (it  and 
proper  person  to  determine  the  question 
of  Obstruction.  He  did  not  think  it  would 
be  well  to  leave  to  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  the  determination  whether 
a  Motion  was  made  for  the  purpose  of 
Obstruction  or  not.  That  was  the  second 
point.  In  the  next  place,  when  the 
Question  was  put  the  4th  Hesolution 
would  come  in,  and  they  were  not  to 
have  a  division  upon  it  unless  20  Mem- 
bers of  a  House  of  40  Members  or  up- 
wards happened  to  rise  in  support  of  it. 
Those  three  steps  were  established.  The 
Prime  Minister  said  it  would  depend 
upon  the  vote  of  the  majority,  and  that 
the  House  would  know  whether  a  Motion 
was  made  for  the  purpose  of  Obstruction 
or  not.  Let  them  see  how  that  would 
act.  The  House  would  pardon  him  if  he 
referred  to  an  important  incident  which 
occurred  during  the  present  Parliament. 
He  should  never  forget,  and  he  thought 
the  Tory  Party  would  never  forget,  what 
happened  on  that  very  Bill  which  they 
had  been  discussing  that  evening — the 
Arrears  of  Eent  Bill.  It  was  read  for 
the  first  time  on  a  Friday,  and  only  dis- 
tributed amongst  Members  on  the  Satur- 
day morning.  It  was  then  hurried  on  to 
a  second  reading  on  the  Monday,  and 
they  were  told  that  the  matter  had  been 
adequately  discussed,  and  that  they 
ought  to  come  to  a  decision  upon  it; 
and  when  they  repeated  one  Motion  for 
Adjournment  after  another  they  were 
characterized  as  Obstructives.  One 
Member  no  less  respectable  than  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread)  said  it  was  their  duty  to  yield  to 
the  overwhelming  majority  of  about  200 
against  1 40.  He  was  perfectly  certain 
that  with  such  a  precedent  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  would  put  theKule  in  force 
against  any  minority,  if  its  action  was 
calculated  in  the  slightest  degree  to  in- 
terfere with  the  views  of  the  Government. 
It  appeared  perfectly  clear  to  him  that  the 
Government,  having  already  obtained  the 
3rd  and  4th  Resolutions — for  the  2nd 
had  really  nothing  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tion— they  had  obtained  power  enough, 
and  it  was  not  necessary  that  they  should 
obtain  more.  Already  they  had  placed 
hon.  Members  in  this  position — that  they 
were  unable  to  give  any  reason  at  all  for 
moving  a  Motion  for  Adjournment ;  and 

J/r.  Warton 


it  was  now  proposed  to  give  additional 
powers  to  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
to  put  the  Question  at  once  from  the 
Chair,  without  even  requiring  him  to  as- 
certain if  it  was  the  *^  evident  sense  of 
the  House  *'  that  a  Motion  was  made  for 
purposes  of  Obstruction. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  had  no 
wish  to  follow  up  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had 
just  spoken  (Mr.  Warton).  He  only 
wished  to  say  that  as  the  Speaker  had 
declared  that  he  would  only  act  upon 
the  opinion  of  the  House  at  large,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  reading  of  his 
duty  should  be  recorded  for  the  guid- 
ance of  future  occupants  of  the  Chair. 
The  Prime  Minister  was  present  at  the 
tim0  the  Speaker  gave  that  memorable 
assurance  to  the  House  as  to  his  inter- 
pretation of  the  Rule,  and  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  take  some 
steps  to  have  it  duly  recorded.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  they  were  not  legis- 
lating for  the  present  Speaker  only. 
They  had  perfect  confidence  in  his  dis- 
cretion and  in  the  manner  in  which  he 
had  ever  conducted  the  Business  of  the 
House ;  but  they  were  legislating  for 
others,  and,  by  urging  the  introduction 
of  the  Speaker's  declarations  into  the 
Records  of  the  House,  they  hoped  to  se- 
cure in  his  Successors  the  equity  which 
he  had  always  manifested.  What  they 
had  most  to  avoid  in  these  matters  was 
the  abuse  of  Party  feeling.  The  First 
Lord  of  tlie  Treasury  had  expressed  a 
wish  that  these  Resolutions  might  bo 
considered  apart  from  Party  feeling. 
He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  had  from  the  first 
so  considered  them ;  and  he  said  that 
the  great  security  for  the  just  and  sound 
action  of  the  House  lay  in  this — that  its 
Procedure  should  not  be  determined  by 
the  will  of  one  Party,  but  by  the  deci- 
sion of  both  Parties — by  men  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  expressing  the  deter- 
mination of  that  House  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  GREGORY  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  there  must  evidently  be 
an  alteration  of  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  GK>rBt), 
because  it  would  not  apply  as  it  stood  at 
present  to  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 
Probably  it  had  been  framed  with  a 
view  to  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
being  omitted  from  the  Resolution  alto- 
gether. It  said,  ''  the  evident  sense  of 
the  House  at  large,"  and  it  il-ould  not, 
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Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
'  at  largo '  stand  part  of  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment." 


therefore,  apply  to  Committees;  and  it 
would  be  necessary  to  amend  the  Amend- 
ment by  inserting  after  tho  word 
**  House,"  **  or  of  the  Committee,  as  the 
case  may  be."  He  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  omit  the  words  '*at  large" 
altogether,  and  to  say,  '*the  evident 
sense  of  the  House  or  of  the  Committee, 
as  the  case  may  be."  He  thought  the 
House  should  have  a  voice  in  the  matter, 
and  the  only  'question  was,  how  that 
voice  should  be  ascertained.  It  was 
considered,  on  the  other  hand,  that,  on 
a  Question  being  put  from  the  Chair, 
there  would  be  an  occasion  for  express- 
ing the  sense  of  the  House.  He  con- 
fessed that  he  thought  there  ought  to  be 
some  indication  of  the  sense  of  the 
House  before  the  Question  was  put  from 
the  Chair;  but,  personally,  he  should 
prefer  an  Amendment  to  be  proposed 
subsequently  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  which 
contemplated  that  the  sense  of  the  House 
should  be  taken  by  a  division  before 
the  Question  was  put  for  stopping  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment.  That  would 
be  a  more  proper  way  of  proceeding 
than  leaving  the  decision  of  the  Question 
to  the  opinion  of  the  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man, as  the  case  might  be.  In  his  view 
that  would  not  carry  the  matter  very 
much  further  than  the  Resolution  itself. 
The  point  to  decide  was,  whether  the 
Motion  was  made  for  purposes  of  Ob- 
struction, or  whether,  in  the  *'  evident 
sense  of  the  House,"  it  was  made  for 
purposes  of  Obstruction ;  and,  by  taking 
a  division  as  to  whether  it  was  obstruc- 
tive or  not,  they  would  practically  ascer- 
tain the  feeling  of  the  House.  That 
would  be  the  proper  way  of  meeting  the 
question.  As  regarded  the  Amendment 
itself,  he  would  venture  to  move  the 
omission  of  the  words  "at  large,"  and 
the  insertion  of  the  words  **  or  of  the 
Committee,  as  the  case  may  be." 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Do  I  understand 
that  the  hon.  Member  moves  that  as  an 
Amendment  to  the  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  GREGORY  :  Yes ;  I  will  move 
that  Amendment. 


Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  thought 
that  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory) 
was  an  improvement  on  the  original 
Amendment.  It  supplied  an  obvious 
omission.  That  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  the  name  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  did  not  refer  to  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  was  attributable,  he  as- 
sumed, to  the  fact  that  the  noble  Lord 
proposed  to  eliminate  that  official  alto- 
gether from  the  operation  of  the  Rule ; 
but  he  presumed  that,  as  the  House  had 
decided  otherwise,  there  would  be  no 
objection  to  the  insertion  of  the  words 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member.  Al- 
though he  quite  sympathized  with  the 
object  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  in 
inserting  in  his  Amendment  the  words 
**  at  large,"  yet,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  the  House,  at  the  invitation  of 
the  Government,  omitted  them  in  the  1st 
Rule,  it  would,  to,  some  extent,  militate 
against  the  Rule  they  on  that  side  of 
the  House  took  with  regard  to  that  far 
more  important  Rule  to  insert  them  now. 
He  thought  the  decision  of  the  Speaker, 
which  carried  with  it,  he  thought  he 
might  venture  to  say,  the  feeling  of  the 
great  mass  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
would  be,  to  a  great  extent,  undermined 
if  words  were  put  into  the  present 
Amendment  which  ran  counter  to  the 
declaration  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  already  made. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  he  should  be  happy 
to  accept  the  Amendment  moved  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East  Sussex 
rMr.  Gregory).  The  Amendment  he  (Mr. 
Gorst)  had  moved  was  based  on  the  idea 
that  the  Chairman  of  Committees  would 
be  eliminated  from  the  Resolution,  and 
it  had  not  been  included  in  the  Amend- 
ment from  mere  inadvertence. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 


Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro-  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 

posed  Amendment,  *J^^^  ^^    ^^  the   evident  sense  of    the 

House  and  the  Committee,  as  the  case 

To  leave  out  the  words  *•  at  large,"  and  in-  ^ay  be,'  be  there  inserted." 
eert  the  words  **or  of  the  Committee,  as  the 

case  may  be/'-(ilfr  Ore^ory.)  Mr.  WARTON  objected  to  the  WOrds 

— instead  thereof.  "  as  the  case  may  be."     T\x«^  nr^x^t^rN. 
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inserted  anywhere  else,  and  did  not 
agree  with  the  let  Heaolution,  which 
said,  ''the  evident  sense  of  the  House 
or  of  the  Committee."  He  would  there- 
fore suggest  that  the  Amendment  to 
the  Amendment  should  be  amended 
by  omitting  the  words  "  as  the  case 
may  be." 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  he  only  wished 
to  explain  to  the  House  that  the  Oovern- 
ment  still  remained  of  opinion  that  it 
would  be  better  to  keep  the  Bule  in  the 
form  in  which  it  stood,  and  which  was 
the  form  in  which  it  was  framed  by  Mr. 
Speaker  himself  as  part  of  the  Urgency 
Procedure. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  the 
remark  which  had  been  made  by  the 
President  of  the  Local  Ooyernment 
Board  was  an  additional  reason  why 
they  ought  to  accept  the  Amendment. 
Were  the  House  to  understand  that 
they  were  to  be  permanently  under  the 
Bules  of  Urgency  ?  He  did  not  think 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  Amendment  should  be  re- 
jected because  it  was  not  to  be  found 
in  the  Bules  of  Urgency  was  entitled  to 
much  weight. 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  allow  him  to  explain. 
When  he  spoke  of  leaving  the  Bule  in 
the  form  of  words  as  it  stood  in  the 
Urgency  Procedure,  he  was  speaking 
strictly  to  the  Amendment  before  the 
House,  and  not  to  the  Besolution  as  a 
whole. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:  —  Ayes  37; 
Noes  103:  Majority  66.— (Div.  List, 
No.  394.) 

Mk.  GOBST  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  consent  to  some  modifi- 
cation of  the  words  *'  for  the  purpose  of 
obstruction ;  "  and  with  the  object  of 
effectiog  this  he  would  move  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff). 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  4,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  made  for 
the  purpose  of  obstruction,"  and  insert  the 
words  **  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House." 
—{Mr,  Qorst.) 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mb.  GOBST  said,  the  Amendment 
he  was  about  to  move  had  been,  to  a 

Mr.  WarUm 


great  extent,  discussed  in  connection  with 
former  Amendments.  The  proposal  was, 
although  the  House  bad  decided  that 
the  Presiding  Officer  should  take  the 
initiative,  that  he  should  not  put  the 
Question  without  having  first  obtained 
the  sanction  of  the  House  or  of  the 
Committee.  This  was  quite  in  accord- 
ance with  the  1st  Besolution,  under 
which,  although  the  Speaker  or  Chair- 
man might  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  debate  ought  to  terminate,  he  did 
not  put  an  end  to  it  before  getting  the 
sanction  of  the  Committee  or  of  the  House 
to  the  conclusion  at  which  he  had  ar- 
rived. It  seemed  an  entirely  new  prin- 
ciple to  introduce  into  the  Procedure  of 
the  House  that  the  Presiding  Officer 
should  interfere  with  the  proceedings 
of  the  House  on  his  own  mere  motion. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  had  referred,  in  the  course  of 
a  discussion  which  took  place  some  time 
ago,  to  the  power  given  to  the  Pre- 
siding Officer  under  Bule  5,  where  ac- 
tion was  taken  without  the  concurrence 
or  support  of  the  House.  But  it  must 
be  remembered  that,  under  the  Besolu- 
tion referred  to,  the  Presiding  Officer 
only  silenced  a  Member — he  did  not 
take  the  proceedings  of  the  House  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  House  itself — 
whereas  in  the  present  Besolution  it 
was  proposed  that  the  Presiding  Officer 
should  have  the  strange  power  of  con- 
trolling the  Business  of  the  House  or 
the  Committee,  without  obtaining  the 
sanction  of  either.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's argument  with  reference  to 
Besolution  5  was,  therefore,  inapplicable 
to  the  present  proposal;  and  for  the 
reasons  given  he  begged  to  move  the 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name,  with 
the  object  of  providing  that  when  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  a  Motion  was  made 
in  abuse  of  the  Bules  of  the  House  he 
should  then  ask  for  the  sanction  of  the 
House  or  Committee  before  taking  upon 
himself  to  stop  the  debate. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment,  to 
insert  the  words  "  he  may  so  inform  the  House, 
and  if  a  Motion  be  made  *  That  the  Question  be 
now  put,'  he  shall  forthwith  put  such  Qaestioo, 
and  if  the  same  be  decided  in  the  affirmative." — 
{Mr,  Oorat.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 
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Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  House 
had  already  decided  against  the  principle 
of  the  Amendment  as  applicable  to  that 
part  of  the  Hesolutiou  which  had  been 
passed;  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman, 
however,  held  with  tenacity  to  the 
remainder.  He  had  truly  said,  referring 
to  Resolution  5,  that  there  the  inter- 
ference of  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  was 
for  the  purpose  of  silencing  an  individual 
Member  without  asking  the  sanction  of 
the  House  or  the  Committee ;  but  here 
the  contention  of  the  Government  was 
that  the  intervention  of  the  Presiding 
Officers  of  the  House  would  be  finally 
decided  upon  by  the  division  which 
followed.  Again,  the  adoption  of  the 
Amendment  now  proposed  would  have 
the  efifect  of  exposing  the  House  to  the 
delay  of  two  divisions  instead  of  one. 
For  these  reasons  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vem- 
ment  could  not  adopt  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  said, 
he  was  about  to  move  that  the  Rule 
should  not  apply  to  any  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment made  after  half-past  12 
o'clock.  His  proposal  would  only  take 
effect  when  a  considerable  number  of 
Members  deemed  themselves  entitled  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  Forms  of  the 
House  to  prevent  any  Motions  or  Bills 
being  passed  at  an  hour  when  the  House 
was  not  in  a  position  to  discuss  them 
properly.  He  trusted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  accept  the  principle  of 
the  Amendment,  even  if  he  substituted 
another  hour  for  that  specified. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words 
'*  Proyided,  That  this  Rule  shall  not  apply  to 
any  Motion  of  Adjournment  which  may  he  made 
after  half -past  Twelve  at  night."— (ifr.  Caven- 
dish Bentinck.) 

Question,  '^  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again 
proposed. 

Captain  AYLMEE  said,  he  rose  to 
move  the  rejection  of  the  Hesolution, 
which  he  regarded  as  the  most  unsatis- 
factory of  all  the  Government  proposals 
in  connection  with  the  Procedure  of  the 
House,  inasmuch  as  it  placed  the  cha- 
racter of  every  Member  of  the  House, 
so  to  speak,  in  the  hands  of  the  occu- 
pant of  the  Chair.     He  considered  it 


very  objectionable  that  the  Gentleman 
who  happened  to  be  presiding  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  for  in- 
stance, should,  on  his  own  Motion,  de- 
cide that  an  hon.  Member^was  an  Ob- 
structionist, and  that  without  hearing 
an  explanation  of  the  views  or  motives 
of  the  Member  in  question.  In  the  other 
Kesolutions  it  was  laid  down  that  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  should  do  no 
more  than  Name  a  Member,  and  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  he  had  been  guilty 
or  not  of  obstructing  the  Business  of 
the  House ;  but  here  the  Presiding 
Officer,  who  after  all  was  but  a  Member 
of  the  House,  was  to  decide  at  once,  in 
BO  many  words,  that  a  Member  was 
abusing  the  Rules;  and  this,  he  con- 
tended, was  too  large  a  power  to  place 
in  his  hands.  As  long  as  he  was  a 
Member  of  that  House  he  should  strongly 
object  to  any  other  Member  being  placed 
in  a  position  to  rule  him  an  Obstruc- 
tionist against  his  knowledge  to  the  con- 
trary. Yet  that  was  what  the  Besolu- 
tion  meant,  and  he  was  sure  that  if  the 
same  attention  were  g^ven  to  it  as  had 
been  bestowed  upon  the  previous  Reso- 
lutions, hon.  Members  would  agree  that 
this  view  was  correct. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  was  rather 
surprised  that  hon.  Members  did  not 
perceive  what  was  the  real  force  of  this 
Resolution.  After  having  been  discuss- 
ing the  question  of  cldture  for  two  or 
three  weeks — cldture  by  the  "evident 
sense  of  the  House" — they  were  now 
passing  a  cldture  of  the  worst  description 
— a  cldture  without  the  "  evident  sense 
of  the  House." 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  at  the 
risk  of  incurring  the  censure  of  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington),  he  must  repeat  his  opinion 
that  the  Government,  in  this  Resolution, 
seemed  to  be  adopting  an  unnecessary 
second  process  for  arriving  at  the  result 
already  achieved  by  Resolution  4.  Any- 
one who  had  witnessed  the  scenes  which 
had  occurred  when  alternative  Motions 
for  the  adjournment  of  the  House  and 
of  the  debate  had  been  made  knew  that 
they  would  have  been  stopped  abso- 
lutely by  the  power  now  given  to  the 
Speaker  of  calling  upon  Members  to 
rise  in  their  places.  The  Government 
having  adopted  that  mode  of  procedure, 
there  was  no  need  for  this  niuch  more 
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offensive  process.  It  seemed  to  him  to 
be  entirely  inconsistent  with  what  had 
taken  place  in  former  debates ;  but  he 
should  say  no  more  than  that  if  his  hon. 
and  p^allant  Friend  went  to  a  division 
he  should  vote  with  him. 


Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  82  ;   Noes 
26  :  Majority  56.— (Div.  List,  No.  395.) 

(10.)  Setolvtdf  That  if  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the 
ChAirman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House, 


I 


shall  be  of  opinion  that  a  Motion  for  the 
Adjournment  of  a  Debate,  or  of  the  House, 
during  any  Debate,  or  that  the  Chairman  do 
report  Progress,  or  do  leave  the  Chair,  is  an 
abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House,  he  may  forth- 
with put  the  Question  thereupon  from  the 
Chair. 

Further  Consideration  of  the  New 
Hules  of  Procedure  deferred  till  To- 
morrow, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 
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Poor  Law  Unions-*Treatment  of  Lonatios 

in  Workhouses,  1094 
State  of— Alleged  Danger  of  Famine,  1809, 
1310, 1908  ;— Distress  in  the  West,  1718 

Convict  Labour  and  Harlours  of  Refuge-^ 

Report  of  the  Committee 
Questions,  Mr.   Jackson,   Mr.  Webster,  Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor;    Answers,  Mr.   Courtnej 
Nov  10,  1186 

OoRBET,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wieklow  Co. 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Board    of   Public    Works  —  Improvement 

Works  at  Arklow,  364 
Crime— Attempt  on  Mr.  Justioe  Lawson — 

Patrick  Delany,  1689 
Law  and  Justice — Thomas  Ryan,  Case  of, 

846 
Law  and  Police— Case  of  Thomas  Rjnn, 

863 
Magistraoy — Baltinglass  Magistrates,  868  ; 

—John  Lalor,  Case  of,  1186 
Piers    and    Harbours  —  Arklow    Harbour 

Works,  861,1934 
Poor  Law— Rathdrnm  Unions-Election  of 

Guardians,  364 
Public  Health — Scarlatina  in  Arklow,  766 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Head  Consta- 
bles, 1639  :— Medical  A ttendanee,  463 
State  of— Relief  Works,  Arklow.  Oo.Wick- 

low,  867  ; — Discontinuance  of;  1193 
Poor  Law  (England) — Overcrowding  in  Lanatio 
Wards,  1103 

Cotton,  Mr.  Alderman  W.  J.  B.,  London 

Treaty    of   Berlin— Article    X.— The    Yama 
Railway,  1916 

CouBTNBT,  Mr.  L.  H.  (Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury),  Lieheard 
Cathedral  Commission — Final  Report,  1707 
Convict  Labour  and   Harbours  of   Refuge — 

Report  of  the  Committee,  1187 
Currency- Small  Silver  Coin,  1178 
Customs  Department— Writers;  1838 
Government  Annuities  and    Astwranoe  Act, 

1883— The  New  Tables,  1403 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Board  of  Works  and  Looal   Govomment 
Board  —  Illegal    Prooeedingt     against 
Officers,  1096 
Board  of  ^orks— Retirement  of  Officers, 

1096 
Fishery    Piers   and    Harbours  —  Convict 

Labour,  1396 
Government  Department— Printing;  1936 
Kingstown — Gresham  Grounds,  1097 
Land  Improvement  Acts — Iron-roofed  Hay- 
sheds,  1101 
Land  Law  Act,  1881— Sec.  81— Loans  to 
Occupiers,  368 ; — Applications  for  Loans, 
1706, 1713 
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Piers    and    Harbours  —  Arklow    Uarbour 

Works,  861,  1924 
Science  and   Art   Museum,  Dublin,  1556, 
1925, 1933 
Land  Rerenue — Glaremont  Estate,  267 
Parks  (Metropolis) — Regent's  Park  Inclosure, 

673,  1789 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the   Douse  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure,   Fourth    Rule    (DitI- 
sions),  1564  ;  Ninth  Rule  (Order  in  Debate), 
1841,  1842 
Science  and    Art —  Ilaoiilton    Collection    of 
MSS.  659,  1192 
Science  and  Art  Department,  Dublin,  461, 
762,  763 
Scotland  —  Harbours   on    the    East    Coast — 

Breakwater  at  Peterhead,  859 
Superannuation  Act,  1859 — Conditions  as   to 

Superannuation  Allowances,  1109 
Ways  and  Means — Inland  Revenue — Beer  and 
Wine  Licences,  860 

C&urti  of  Juii%c0,  The  Royal 
The  Approaekett  Question,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  Nov  7,  949 
The   Ceremony  of   Opening,    Questions,    Mr. 

M'Laren,  Mr.  J.  R.  Torke  ;  Answers,  Mr. 

Shaw  Lefe?re  Nov  16, 1543  ;  Questions,  Mr. 

George  Russell,  Mr.  Gibson  ;  Answers,  Mr. 

Shaw  Lefeyre  Nov  17,  1645 

Oow£N,  Mr.  J.,  NeweaetU-on-Tyne 

Egypt — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Arabi  Pasha,  464, 1196 
Earl  of  Dufferin,  Mission  of  the,  1121 
Military  Expedition — Reported  Murder  of 
Professor  Palmer  and  Party,  72,   176, 
282,  371 
Parliament — Business  of  the   House — New 
Rules  of  Procedure  33,   288  ; — First  Rule 
(Puttingthe  Question),  217,  400,  1209;  Se- 
cond Rule  ( Motions  for  Adjournment  before 
Public    Business),    1345,  1433.  1435,  1489, 
1491 ;  Fourth  Rule  (Di?isions),  1571.  1590  ; 
Fifth  Rule  (Irrelevance  or  Repetition),  1597  ; 
Eighth    Rule    (Half-past    Twelve    o'clock 
Rule),  1676 
Parliament— Privilege  (Mr.  E.  D.  Gray,  M.P.), 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee.  71 ;  Nomi- 
nation of,  284 ;  Report  of,  1555,  1556 
Spain  —  International    Law  —  Surrender    of 
Cuban  Refugees,  470 

Craio,  Mr.  W.  Y.,  Staffordshire y  N. 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  — New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First   Rule   (Putting 
the  Question),  777 

Crimean  War — The  British  Military  Ce* 
metery  at  Ahydos 
Question,  Sir  John  Hay  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Nov  6,  842 

Criminal  Law 

MlSOILLANIOUS    QtTIBTIONB 

Armed  Burgiare,  Question,  Mr.  Dixon -Hart- 
land  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt  Oct  26, 
166 


Criminal  Zau;— cont. 

Exeestive  Sentence — Mary  Cole,  Question,  Mr. 
Hopwood :  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt 
Oct  31,  459 

Infliction  of  Corporal  Punishment  on  Adults 
under  the  Vagrant  Acts — Substitution  of 
Birching  for  flogging.  Questions,  Mr.  Hop- 
wood  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
Nov  7.  951  :  Nov  9,  1128  ;  Nov  13,  1299  ; 
Nov  17,  1633 

Juvenile  Offenders,  Question,  Mr.  Carbutt ; 
Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt  Nov  23, 1910 

Seiiure  of  the  **  Freiheit**— Restoration  of 
Material  Seized,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ; 
Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  iVbv  17,  1634 

Croffeb,  Mr.  J.,  Kendal 
Navy— The  "  London"  Hulk,  Zanzibar,  1916 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the   House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— Second  Rule  (Motions 
for    Adjournment  before  Public   Business), 
1447 

Gross,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  B.  A.,  Lanca' 

shire,  S.W. 

Africa  (South) — Zululand — Return  of  Cete- 
wayo,  267 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  and  the  Arti- 
xans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Acts,  361 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — Standing  Committees, 
1486 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  90,  92,  320,  430,  552,  810  ; 
Second  Rule  (Motions  for  Adjournment 
before  Public  Business),  1352,  1359,  1430, 
1458,  148K  1489,  1518;  Fourth  Rule 
(Divisions),  1571,  1581,  1591  :  Fifth  Rule 
(Irrelevance  or  Repetition),  1599,  1606, 
1618  ;  Eighth  Rule  (Half-past  Twelve  o'clock 
Rule),  1659,  1682,  1683,  1688,  1737  ;  Ninth 
Rule  (Order  in  Debate),  1753,  1769,  1803, 
1836,  1856,  1878,  1888 ;  Tenth  Rule  (De- 
bates on  Motions  for  Adjournment),  1998 

Parliament— 'Wigan  New  Writ,  Res.  1898 

Spain  —  International  Law  —  Surrender  of 
Cuban  Refugees,  470,  942,  943,  1192,  1193, 
1194,1790,1791 

Currency t  The — Small  Silver  Coin 
Question,  Mr.  Wiggin  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney 
Nov  10,  1178 

Customs  Department —  Writers 
Question,  Sir  James  Lawrene« ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Courtney  Nov  13,  1326 

Cyprus — Rarhour  at  Famagusta 
Question,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashley  Nov  9,  1127 

Dalrtmfle,  Mr.  0.,  Buteshire 
India  (Church  of  England)— Bishop  of  Bom- 
bay, 948 
Parliament — Business  of    the    House— New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First   RviU  <^^\A.\.\^^ 
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Dalt,  lb.  J.,  Cork  City 

Parliament  —  Bnsineu  of  the  Hoom  —  New 
Rolei  of  Procedure  —  First  Role  (Putiinf 
the  QaettioD),  404,  784,  1229 ;  Second  Role 
(Motioni  for  Adjournment  before  Pnblio 
Bosiness),  1438, 1469,  1472 

Po«t  Office — American  MaiU,  056 


Dayeitpobt,  Mr.  W.  Brohlet-,   War- 
fCi'ekihire,  N, 
Parliament — BatineM  of  the  Hoase — Neir 
Rules    of  Procedure— First  Rnle  (Potting 
the  Qnestion),  1280 

Davey,  Mr.  H.,  ChrUUhureh 

Parliament—- Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rales  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  QoesUon),  086 


Dawkat,  Oolonel  Hon.  L.  P.,  Think 

Egypt  (Eipeditionary  Force)— Review  in  St. 

James's  Park,  1565 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  — New 

Rules  of  Procedure— First    Rule  (Patting 

the  (Question),  990 


Dawnat,  Hon.  G.  0.,  Turk,  N.R. 

Africa  (South}— Transvaal— Hostilities  be- 
tween the  Boers  and  Montsioa,  1401 

Armj  Organization— Army  Railway  Corps, 
849 

^VV^  (Military  Expedition)— Breakdown  of 
the  Army  Medical  Department,  270 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question ),  1239 


Dawsok,  Mr.  O.y  Carlow 

Egypt— Arabi  Pasha.  1116 
Egyptian  Expedition— Vote  of  Thanks  to  Her 
Majesty's  Naval  and  Military  Forces,  Res. 
204,211 
Ireland— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Appointment  of  Roman  Catholics,  279 
Land  Law  Act,  1881 — Sub-Commissioners, 

616 
Law  and  Justioe— -Commission  Court-Hoase, 
Dublin— Insufficiency  of  Public  Accom- 
modation, 1189 
State  of— (Captain    Dickenson   and   John 
Ryan»  1189, 1190 
Lieutenancy — Privileges  of  London  and  Dublin, 

1124,1126 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the   House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First   Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  118,  110,  120,  1026 
Science  and  Art  Department,  Dublin,  461 


DxNMAK,  Lord 

Eeclesiastieal  Coart*— Imprisonmeat  of  the 
Rev.  S.  F.  Green  for  Gontempt,  162 

Kgyptian  Expedition— Vote  of  Thanks  to  Her 
Majeety's  Naval  and  Miliury  Forces,  Notice 
pt  Motion,  9 


Db  Works,  Baron  H.,  Orssnmch 

Egypt  (Expeditionary  Force) — Review  in  St. 
James*s  Park.  1635 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — New- 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Patting 
the  Question),  1055.  1262;  Ninth  Rale 
(Order  in  Debate),  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
1849, 1890 


Dioksok,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Tyrons 

Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Arrears  of  Rent— Extension  of  Time,  1663, 

1722 
Irish    Land    Commission— Withdrawal    of 

Applications  from  the  Purview  of  th« 

Court,  1307;— Offlcial    Valuators,  270, 

282 
Land  Law  Act,  1881 — Sub-Commiasionera, 

640 


Dilkb,  Mr.  A.  W.,  NeweMtU'On'Tyn0 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House— New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Patting 
the  Question),  895 ;  Amendt.  790 


Dilkb,  Sir  0.  W.  (XTnder  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs),  CheUea^ 

Africa  (West  Coast)— Congo.  1706,  1793 
Asia  (Central)— Advance  of  Russia,  649,  650, 

1181, 1644 
Chili— Murder  of  Dr.  M*Lean,  846 
China^Chefoo    Convention— Opium     Datiea, 

1095 
Crimean  War — British  Mllitarj  Cemetery  at 

Abydos,  842 
Egypt — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Action  of  lUljr,  1403 
Alleged  Ill-treatment  of  Prisoners,  171, 273, 

274 
Appointment  of  Baker  Pasha,  170,  974, 

275,  622 
Arabi  Pasha,  275,  276,  465,  471 :  Perwnal 
Eiplanation,  562,  563,  661,  853,  862, 
865,  939,  940,  950,  HOI,  1102,  1113, 
1114,    1115,    1116,    1195,   1196,   1197. 
1204,  1305, 1306,  1552 
Army  of  Occupation,  165 
Army  Re-organisation,  1127,  1540 
Earl  of  Dufferin,  Mtwion  of  the,  762 
Egyptian  Army,  367,  465 
Ismail  Sadyk  Pasha,  1185 
Military  Expedition — Graves  of  the  Slain 
at  TeUl-Kebir,  843;— Murder  of  Pro- 
fessor Palmer  and  Party,  73 ; — Surrender 
of  Prisoners  of  War  to  the  Agents  of  the 
Khedive,  1300.  1301,  1302, 1303 
Military     Operations  —  Bombardment    of 

Alexandria,  659 ; — Indemnity,  269, 365 
Ministerial     Responsibility — Chamber    of 

Notobles,l69 
Mr.   Herbert    Ripton,  C.B.,  The  late  — 

Compensation,  1188 
M.  Ninet's  Letters  to  the  "  Times,"  660, 

765 
Policy  of  H.M.  Government,  178 
Prisoners,  Treatment  of,  1400, 1401 
f  ubUo  Ue»ltb  in  Cairo,  655 
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Soudan,  The,  658  ; — Disturbances — **  False 
Prophet/'  172  ;— Despatoh  of  English 
Officers,  1288 

Egypt  ( Re-organ iiation) — Miscellaneous  Ques- 
tions 
Dual  Control,  The,  941,  1188 
International  Courts,  1123 
Police,  1399.  1400 
England  and   France — Islands  of  the  South 
Pacific — French    Occupation    of   Raiatea — 
Treaty  of  1847,  461 
England  and  Peru — Peruvian    Bondholders — 

Correspondence,  1631 
France    and    Tunis — Commercial    Treaty    of 
1875->-The  Capitulations,  272,  273 
Rumoured  Treaty,  169 
Japan — Importation  of  Drugs  and  Chemicals, 
854 

Madagascar,  Island  of — Miscellaneous  Ques- 
tions 

Number  of  British  Subjects  compared  to 
those  of  France,  1544 

Number  of  British  Subjects,  including 
Creoles  from  the  Mauritius,  1718 

Proceedings  of  the  French,  368,  1305 

Mexico  and  England — Renewal  of  Diplomatic 

Relations,  374 
Peru — Treatment  of  Chinese  Coolies,  1915 
Siam — Mission  from  China,  269 
Spain — Emancipation  Act,  Cuba,  655 

International   Law — Surrender  of   Cuban 
Refugees,    373,  660,   943,   1117,   1194, 
1791, 1931 
Trade  and  Commerce — Commercial  Negotia- 
tions with  France  and  Spain,  460,  627 
Treaty  of  Berlin — Article  X. — Varna  Railway, 

1916 
Tunis — Claims  for  Compensation,  655 
Turkey — Armenia,  466 
Sheikh  ObeiduUah,  1909 


D1I4LWYN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea 

Africa   (South) — Znluland — Return    of   Cete- 

wayo,  267 
Parks  (Metropolis)— Regent's  Park,  17S9 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House — New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting  the 
Question),  307  ;  Second  Rule  (Motions  for 
Adjournment  before  Public  Business),  1345  ; 
Fourth  Rule  (Divisions),  1576,  1577;  Eighth 
Rule  (Half-past  Twelve  o'clock  Rule),  1656, 
1681;  Amendt.  1683,  1740;  Ninth  Role 
(Order  in  Debate),  1788 


Dixoit-Haetland,  Mr.  P.  D.,  Evesham 

Criminal  Law — Armed  Burglars,  166 
Parliament—  Business    of    the     House — New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First   Rule   (Putting 
the  Question),  1001  ;  Eighth  Rule  (Half-past 
Twelve  o'clock  Rule),  Amendt.  1685 


DoDDSy  Mr.  J.,  Stockton 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House— New 
Rules  of  Procedure — Ninth  Rule  (Order  in 
Debate),  1865 

Pamell,  Mr.,  M.P.,  &o.  (Relei^se  from  Kilmain- 
ham),  14U 


D0D8ON,  Eight  Hon.  J.  G.  (President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board), 
Scarborough 
Highways — Disturnpiked  Roads — Grant  in  Aid, 

73 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House — New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question).  96,  229,  302,  315,  408,  421, 
443,  444,  480,  799,  820,  821,  835.  836  ; 
Second  Rule  (Motions  for  Adjournment 
before  Public  Business),  1333,  1352,  1488; 
Third  Rule  ( Debates  on  Motions  for  Adjourn- 
ment), 1494.  1513,  1526;  Fourth  Rule 
(Divisions),  1561,  1567;  Fifth  Rule  (Irrele- 
vance or  Repetition),  1604;  Seventh  Rule 
(Chairman  to  leave  the  Chair  without  Ques- 
tion). 1650  ;  Eighth  Rule  (Half-past  Twelve 
o'clock  Rule),  1650, 1681,  1683,  1746  ;  Ninth 
Rule  (Order  in  Debate),  1769,  1800,  1802, 
.  1823,  1839,  1882 ;  Tenth  Rule  (Debates  on 

Motions  for  Adjournment),  2007 
Poor  Law  (England) — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Chelsea  Workhouse— Right  of  a  Pauper  to 

wear  the  "  Blue  Ribbon  Badge,"  1291 
Election  of  a  Guardian  for  Town  Mailing, 
Kent — Inquiry    as    to    Alleged    Illegal 
Practices,  1553 
*'  Grubb  V.  Chesterton  Board  of  Guardians,*' 

1308 
Overcrowding  in  Lunatic  Wards,  1102 
Triennial  Elections  of  Guardians,  1630 
Whitechapel  Union  — Boarded-out  Children, 
1708 
Public    Health   Act — Condemned    Houses   at 
Bristol,  854 
Temporary  Abodes,  1790 
Rivers   Conaervanoy  and  Floods  Prevention, 
1794  ; — Recent  Floods — Wisbech  and  Lynn, 
1547 
Vaccination — Alleged  Death  of  Children  from 
Effects  of  Operation,  Report,  459 
Transmission  of  Disease  through  Inoculation 
of  Soldiers  in  the  French  Army,  621, 
1298 

DnoKHAM,  Mr.  T.,  Herefordshire 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House— New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting  the 
Question),  1288 

Dyke,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.,  ITent,  Mid 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting  the 
Question),  802, 962  ;  Personal  Explanation, 
1556 

Ecclesiastical  Courts — Imprisonment  of  the 
Rev,  S.  F.  Green  for  Contempt 
Question,  Observations,  The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury, The  Earl  of  Limerick  ;  Reply,  Earl 
Granville;  Observations,  Lord  Denman 
Oct  26,  160;  Question,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot; 
Answer,  Sir  William  Uaroourt,  172 

EoROYD,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Preston 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule(^Pattv&^v.V\^ 
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Bdueatian  D&parifMHt 

Edueaiion  (Sedland)  Act,  1878— ScAoo/  Board 

AeeaufUi,  Queition.  Mr.  Buobantn  ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Mundella  Nov  28,  1029 
Elementary  Education  Acti—  The  School  Board 

Election,  Birmingham,  (^aettion,  Mr.  J.  G. 

Tolbot ;    Answer,   Mr.  MundelU  Nov  23, 

1907 
Qipiy  and  Nomadic  Children,  Question,  Mr. 

Burt;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  Nov  21,  1790 


EoEETON,  Hon.  W.,  Cheshire^  Mid 
Post  Office— Parael  Post,  883 


X§ypt 
LoRoa 

Pditieal  Affaire -- Policy  of  Her  Majetty*t 
Oovemment,  Question,  Observations,  The 
Marquess  of  Salisbnrj  ;  Replj,  Earl  Gran- 
TiUe  Oct  26, 155 


Xpypt 

COMMOMS 

MlSOSLLAiriOUl   QOSSTIOVI 

Politieal  Affaire 

Action  of  Italy,  Question,  Sir  Arthur  Otway : 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  U,  1408 

EfnfPtian  Affaire,  Q,VLMiX(m,  SirStaflbrd  North- 

cote:  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  10, 1198 

The  Control,    Questtons,    Mr.    Molloj.  Mr. 

O'Donnell ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  2, 

670 

lemail  Sadyk  Paeha,  Question,  Mr.  O'Don- 
nell ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke iVov  10, 
1184 

M,  Ninefe  LetUre  to  the  **  Timee,"  Question, 
Lord  £lcho ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
Nov  2,  659 

M,  Ninet,  Quettion,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Oharlea  W.  Dilke  Nov  8,  765 

Minieteriai  Reepontihility-^The  Chamber  of 
Notablee,  Question,  Mr.  Labouefaere ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  OctW,  169 
Bciumption  of  Municipal  Righte,  Question, 
Mr.  Ashmoad-Bartlett ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Nov  6,  866 

3fitiion  of  the  Earl  of  Duffertn,  Questions, 
Mr.  Ashmead  -  Bartlett,  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill ;  Answera,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
Nov  8,  761 ;  Questions.  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff,  Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr.  Maobrlane,  Mr. 
Joseph  Cowen,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  9, 1119 

Policy  of  Ber  Majesty* e  Oovemmera^  Questions, 
Mr.  Ashmead- Bartlett;  Answers,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Get  26. 178  ;  Questions,  Sir  Staf- 
ford Northoote;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Nov  13,  1815 

Sir  Oamet  Wolseiey  and  Baker  Paeha,  Quea- 
tion,  Mr.  O'Kellj ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 
Nov  9,  1110 

Slatuery  Convention  of  1877,  Question.  Mr. 
A.  PeaM  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  20, 
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Egyfft  (Politieai  j^/otrt)— Comioira— co»«. 
The  Egyptian  War  Fundr^Committee,  Quea- 

tions.  Mr.  Gourley,  Mr.  Gorst;    Answers, 

Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  22,  1858 
The  late  Mr.  Herbert  Ribton,  C.E.—Compon" 

eaHon,  Question,  Mr.  Gibson ;  Answer,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  10. 1188 

Alexandria 
Burning  of  Alexandria—indemnity  for  Loeoee, 
Question,  Mr.  J.  Hollond ;  Answer.  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Oct  27,  269  ;  Qoestion, 
Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay ;  Answer,  Sir  Charlei  W. 
Dilke  Oct  30,  365  ;  Question.  Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilk© 
Nov  9,  659 

Cairo 

ReUgioue  Ceremoniee  at  Cairo— The  ''ffoiy 
Carpet,"  Question,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler  ;  An- 
swer. Mr.  Childers  Oct  26. 175  ;—Preeenee 
of  the  Conmander-in^Chief  at  the  Departure 
of  the  Mecca  Carpet,  Question,  Mr.  &.  N. 
Fowler  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Nov  3.  753  ; 
^Memorandum  of  Sir  Oamet  WoUeley, 
Questions,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler.  Mr.  Onslow  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Childers  Nov  14,  1896 

PMie  Health  in  Cairo,  Question,  Mr.  A. 
Pease ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  3, 
654 

Surrender  of  Arahi  Paeha  by  the  Britieh  to  the 
Agente  of  the  Khedive,Q,aeBiion,  Mr.  Biggar ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  2.669  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Bourke ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
Nov  9,  1101;  Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Nov  10,  1184;  Ques- 
tion.  Lord  Randolph  Churobill ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  13.  1317 :  Moved. "  That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn  "  {Lord  Randolph 
ChurehiU) :  after  short  debate.  Question  put, 
and  negatived ;  Question,  Lord  John  Man- 
ners ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Nov  14,  1403 

Arahi  Paeha 

Questions,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson.  Mr.  Boarke ; 
Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Oct  27,  275  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Bourke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Oct  30,  384;  Questions,  Mr.  Joseph 
Cowen,  Mr.  Labouohere  ;  Answers,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Oct  31,  464;  Questioo, 
Mr.  Bourke  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
Oct  31,  471  ;  Personal  Explanation,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke:  Questions,  Mr.  Labou- 
ohere, Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  Captain  Aylmer ; 
Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  1, 562; 
Questions,  Mr.  Bourke ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Nov  2, 661 ;  Nov  6, 853  ;  Qoestioii, 
Mr.  Bourke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone,  860 ; 
Question,  Lord  Eloho ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke.  865;  Question.  Mr.  Bourke; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  A'ov7,999; 
Question,  Sir  Hardinge  Giflbrd ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke.  950  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Bourke,  Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr.  Gibson,  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson.  Hr« 
Labouohere.  Mr.  Oorst ;  Answers,  SirChar^ 
W.  Dilke  ;  Question,  Mr.  Dawson  ;  [no  r^j] 
Nov  9,  1113:  Question,  Mr.  Gorst;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone,  1125  ;  Quottioos.  Lord 
Randolph  Churohill,  Mr.  Gorst,  Mr.  Bourke, 
Sir  11,  DnUBmoiid  Wulff,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowco, 
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Mr.  O'Kelly;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  Nov  10,  1195 ;  Questions,  Mr.  MoIIoy, 
Lord  Randolph  Chnrohill,  Mr.  O'Donnell ; 
Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, 1203 ;  Qaestions,  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill,  Mr.  Bourke,  Mr.  Gorst;  An- 
swers, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  13,  1305  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Macfarlane,  Mr.  Molloy,  Mr. 
Justin  M*Garth7  ;  Answers.  Mr.  Gladstone, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  16,  1551 

Egypt  (Re-organitcUion) 

Questions,  Sir  II.  Druramond  Wolff;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  13,  1310 

The  Dual  CWro/,  Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W. Dilke  Nov 7, 
941 ;  Question,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  10, 
1187;  Questions,  Mr.  Ashmcad-Bartlett ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  17,  1643 

The  International  Courtt^  Question,  Sir  George 
Campbell ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
JV(;v9,  1123 

Cesiion  of  a  Port  on  the  Red  Sea  to  Abjfstinia, 
Question,  Mr.  Summers;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Nov  17,  1630 

Army  He-organisation 

Question,  Mr.  0* Kelly  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Nov  9,  1127;  Question,  Mr. 
Biggar;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
Nov  16,  1540 

»  Appointment  of  Baker  Pasha,  Question,  Mr. 
Labouchere  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
Oct  26,  170  ;  Questions,  Mr.  O' Kelly,  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Oct  27,  274:  Question,^  Mr. 
O'Kelly  ;  Answer.  Sir  Charles  W.  Diike 
Nov  2,622;  Questions,  ^Mr.  O'Kelly ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Childers,  624  ;  Nov  6,  857 

The  Egyptian  Army,  Questions.  Mr.  Labou- 
chere, Sir  U.  Drummond  Wolff,  Mr.  Gorst ; 
Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Oct  SO,  366  ; 
Question,  Sir  IL  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Oct  31,  465  ;  Ques- 
tions.  Lord  John  Manners,  I^rd  Elcho ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  2,  669 

The  Police,  Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  14,  1399 

Employment  of  Her  Majeity's  Forcet 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Atnold;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Oct  26,  165;  Question, 
Sir  Henry  Tyler;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 
Nov  16,  1530 ;  Question,  Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Nov  17> 
1643 
Conduct  of  the  Opposition,  Question,  Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  Answer,  Sir  Sufford 
Northcote  Nov  6,  866 

Numbers  and  Incidtnce  of  Cost,  Questions, 
Mr.  Salt,  Sir  Henry  Fletcher  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Childers  Nov  9,  1094 

Notices,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  Nov  6,  842  ; 
Nov  7,  957  ;  Ministerial  Statement,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Nov  14,  1406  ;  short  debate  there- 
on 
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Egypt — cont. 

Military  Expedition 

Breakdown  of  the  Army  Medical  Department, 
Questions,  Mr.  Fitxpairick,  Mr.  Guy  Dawnay, 
Captain  Aylmer ;  Answers,  Mr.  Childers 
Oct  27,  270 :  Question,  Mr.  Carington ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Oct  30,  379 

Reported  Breakdown  of  the  Transport  and 
Commissariat  Departments,  Questions,  Cap- 
tain Aylmer ;  Answers,  Mr.  Childers  Oct  26, 
166;  Oct  SO,  Z15 

Special  Grants  to  Sir  Oamet  WdUeUy  and  Sir 
Beauchamp  Seymour —  Votes  of  Money, 
Question,  Mr.  Labouchere ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Oct  27, 282  ;  Notice,  Mr.  Gourley ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  22,  1859 

Treatment  of  the  Sick,  Questions,  Mr.  Gourley, 
Sir  Harry  Verney ;  Answers,  Mr.  Childers 
Oct  31,  466 

Alleged  Ill-treatment  of  Prisoners,  Questions, 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  :  Answers,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Oet  26,  Ml  ;  Oct  27.  273 ;  Ques- 
tions,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Viscount  Sandon  ; 
Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  14, 
1400 

Prisoners  of  War,  Questions,  Mr.  Bourke, 
Lord  John  Manners ;  Answers,  Mr.  Childers 
Nov  2,  653 ;  Questions,  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill,  Mr.  Bourke  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, 666 

The  Transpoi't  Service—  Locomotives,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Gorst ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 
Nov  2,  654 

Graves  of  the  Slain  at  TeUeUKebir,  Question, 
Colonel  Alexander  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  Nov  6,  843;  Question,  Sir  Henry 
Fletcher;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Nov  17, 
1644 

Distribution  of  Honours  and  Rewards,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Gorst;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Nov  7,  955 ;  Questions,  Sir  John  Hay.  Mr. 
Gorst,  Mr.  Onslow  ;  Answers.  Mr.  Gladstone 
Nov  16, 1549  ',—  The  Royal  Marine  Artillery, 
Question,  Colonel  Makins;  Answer,  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  6,  856  ;— F(rtm- 
nary  Department,  Question,  Mr.  Callan ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Nov  16,  1548 

Representatives  of  the  Indian  Contingent —  Viiit 
to  this  Country,  Questions,  Mr.  Buxton, 
Colonel  Stanley  ;  Answers.  The  Marquess  of 
Hartinffton ;  Question,  Mr.  Gorst ;  [no 
answer]  iVov  7,  944 

Surrender  of  Prisoners  of  War  to  the  Agents  of 
the  Khedive,  Questions.  Mr.  Bourke,  Lord 
John  Manners,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  Mr. 
Labouchere,  Mr.  Gorst,  Mr.  Onslow  ;  An- 
swers, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  13,  1300 

H  Battery,  4(A  Brigade,  Royal  Artillery,  Ques- 
tion, Lord  Algernon  Perey  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Arthur  Hayter  Nov  14,  1398 

The  Expenses— The  Vote  of  Credit,  Notice  oi 
Question.  Mr.  Salt ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 
Nov  17, 1637  :  Question,  Mr.  Salt ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  17,  1645 

The  Indian  Contingent— Incidence  of  Cost, 
Questions,  Mr.  Onslow  ;  Answers,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartin^toiv  Oct  a^  A^^N  ^«~  '^^^'^k 
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Murder  of  Professor  Palmer  and  Party 
Question,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen;  Answer,  Si'' 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Oct  25,  72  ;  Questions,  Mr- 
Joseph  Cowen,  Mr.  Macfarlane ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman  Oct  26,  176  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Campbell- Bannerman  Oct  27,  282;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr.  O'Donneli,  Mr. 
Joseph  Cowen,  Sir  Henry  Tjler;  Answers, 
Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman  Oct  80.  868; 
Questions,  Sir  Henry  Tyler,  Mr.  Ritchie ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Campbell^BannerDoan  Abv  2, 
660 ;  Question,  Mr.  W.  II.  Smith  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  iVov  28,  1981 
PunishmerU  of  the  Murderers,  Questions,  Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Nov  2,  662  ;  Nov  16,  1849 
The  late  Professor  Palmer^Orant  to  Family, 
Question,  Mr.  W.  Fowler;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Nov  2,  660 

The  Expeditionary  Force 

Return  of  the  Esppeditionary  Force  from  Egypt 
—  The  %ith  Regiment,  Question,  Sir  Henry 
Fletcher;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Nov  9, 
1106 

The  Review  in  St.  Jameses  Park,  Questions, 
Mr.  Sohreiber,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Sir  Arthur  Hayter 
Nov  18, 1304  ;  Question,  Lord  CUud  Hamil- 
ton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Nov  14,  1408; 
Questions,  Colonel  Dawnay,  Mr.  Tottenham ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Shaw  LefeTro  Nov  16,  1688  ; 
Question,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Childers  Nov  17,  1636 :  Question,  Mr. 
Sohreiber  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  LefcTre, 
1644;  Question,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Shaw  LefcTre,  1708 

The  Soudan 

Question,  Captain  Aylroer ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Nov  2,  658  ;  Question,  Mr.  O'Don- 
neli; Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone,  668;  Ques. 
tion,  Mr.  0' Kelly ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Nov  16,  1560 

Disturbances  in  the  Soudan-^  The  **  False 
Prophet;*  Questions,  Mr.  Buxton,  Sir  Walter 
«.  Barttelot;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke,  Mr.  Gladstone  Oa  26,  172 

Defeat  of  Egyptian  Troops  in  the  Soudan, 
Question,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Oct  30,  881 

English  Volunteers  for  Service  in  the  Military 
MsBpedition,  Questions,  Mr.  Sidney  Herbert ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Childers  Nov  2,  674  ;  Nov  7. 
986 

Contemplated  British  Assistance  for  the  Khe- 
dive, Question,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  10,  1199 

Despatch  of  British  Oficers  to  the  Soudan, 
Question,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Childers  Nov  10,  1177;  Question,  Mr. 
Onslow;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
Nov  13, 1288;  Question,  Mr.  Onslow;  An- 
Bwer,  Mr.  Childers  Nov  14,  1402 

The  Suex  Canal 

Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Oct  36,  175;  Question,  Mr. 
Charles  Palmer;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Nov  6, 862 
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Z^ypt  —  Egyptian  Expedition  —  Vote  of 
Thanks  to  Her  Majesty* s  Naval  a^^d 
Military  Forces 
Loitns 

Notice  of  Motion,  Earl  GranTille  Oct  24, 1  ; 

short  debate  thereon 
Resolutions  mored  {The  Earl  OranviUe),  and, 

after  debate,  agreed  to  Oct  26, 183 

COMMOHS 

Notices  of  Motions,  Mr.  Gladstone,  Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson  Oct  24,  82;  Obsenrations,  Mr. 
O'Donneli,  Mr.  MoUoy  ;  Replies,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone  Oct  26, 178 

1.  Moved,  *•  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House 
be  given  to  Admiral  Sir  Frederick  Beau- 
champ  Paget  Seymour,  G.C.B.  for  the  dis- 
tinguished skill  and  ability  with  which  be 
planned  and  conducted  the  attack  on  the 
Fortifications  of  Alexandria,  and  the  Naval 
operations  in  the  Suez  Canal,  which  aided 
materially  in  the  suppression  of  the  Military 
rebellion  against  the  authority  of  His  High- 
ness the  Khedive  "  (Mr.  Gladstone) ;  Moved. 
"  That  the  Original  Question  be  now  put " 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson);  after  debate,  Ques- 
tion  put ;  A.  354,  N.  17  ;  M.  387  (D.  L.846) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

2.  Moved,  **  That  tho  Thanks  of  this  House 
be  given  to  General  Sir  Garnet  Joseph 
Wolseley,  G.C.B.,  G.C.M.G.,  for  the  dis- 
tinguished skill  and  ability  with  which  be 
planned  and  conducted  the  Military  opera« 
tions  in  Egypt  which  resulted  in  the  Victory 
of  Tel-el-Kebir,  the  occupation  of  Cairo, 
and  the  oomplete  suppression  of  the  MiliUry 
rebellion  against  the  authority  of  His  High- 
ness the  Khedive  "  (Mr.  Gladstone),  206 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  the  words  "and  the 
oomplete  suppression  of  the  MiliUry  ivbel- 
lion  against  the  authority  of  His  Highness 
the  Khedive  "  (Mr.  MoUoy)  ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "That  the  words,  <fco. ;"  afler  short 
debate.  Question  put ;  A.  280,  N.  28 ;  M. 
206  (D.  L.  846) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

8.  Resolved,  Nomine  Contradioente,  That  the 
thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to.— 
General  Sir  John  Miller  Adye,  K.C.B. ; 
Vice-Admiral   William  Monts^u  X>owell, 
C.B. ; 

Lieutenant-General  George  Harry  Smith 

Willis,  C.B. ; 
Lieutenant-General    Sir    Edwani    Bruce 

Hamley,  K.C.M.G..  C.B.  ; 
Major-General  Sir  Archibald  Alison,  Ba- 
ronet, K.C.B. ; 
Reai^Admiral  Sir  William  Nathan  Wrighte 

Uewett,  V.C,  K.C.B. ; 
Rear-Admiral  Sir  Franois  WUliam  Sulii* 

van,  K.C.B.,  C.M.G.: 
Rear- Admiral    Anthony    Hiley    Hoskins, 

C.B. ; 
Major- General  His  Royal  Highness  Arthur, 

Duke  of  Connaught,  K.G.,  K.T.,  K.P, 

G.C.S.I.,  G.C.M.G.; 
Major-General  William  Earle,  C.S.L ; 
Major-General  Sir  Henry  Evelyn  Wood, 

V.C.,G.C.M.G.,K.C.B.; 
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Efflfpt — Egyptian  Expedition — Vote  of  Thanks 
to  Ber  Majesty's  Naval  and  Military  Forces 
— oont. 

Major-General    Gerald    Graham,    V.C., 

C.B. ; 
Maior-General    George    Bjrog    Harman, 

C.B. ; 
Major-General  Drury  Curzon  Drury-Lowe, 

C.B. ; 
Major-General  Sir  Herbert  Taylor  Mao- 
pberson,  V.C.,  K.C.B. ; 
and  to  the  other  Officera  and  Warrant  Officers 
of  the  Navy,  Army,  and  Royal  Marines,  in- 
cluding Her  Majesty's  Indian  Forces,  both 
European  and  Native,  for  the  energy  and  gal- 
lantry  with  which  they  execnted  the  services 
they  bare  been  called  upon  to  perform 

4.  Resolved,  Nemine  Contradicente,  That  this 
House  doth  acknowledge  and  highly  approve 
the  gallantry,  discipline,  and  good  conduct 
dispUyed  by  the  Petty  Officers,  Non-Com- 
roissioned  Officers,  and  Men  of  the  Navy, 
Army,  and  Royal  Marines,  and  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Indian  Forces,  European  and  Native, 
and  also  the  cordial  good  feeling  which 
animated  the  United  Force 

5.  Ordered,  That  the  said  Resolutions  be 
transmitted  by  Mr.  Speaker  to  Admiral  Sir 
Frederick  Beauchnmp  Paget  Seymour,  and 
General  Sir  Garnet  Joseph  Wolseley ;  and 
that  they  be  requested  to  communicate  the 
same  to  the  several  officers  and  to  the  men 
referred  to  therein 


Egypt  and  Tunis — Slavery 

Questions,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Nw  17,  1642 


Eloho,  Lord,  Haddingianshire 
Egypt — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Arabi  Pasha,  865 

^gyp^^^n  Army — Re-organitation,  069 
M.  Ninet's  Letters  to  **  The  Times/'  659 
Parliament  •—  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting  the 
Question),  1280 
Scotland — Deer  Forests  in  the  Highlands — 
Evictions,  858 


Emigration  to  the  Colonies — The  Depdt  at 

Plymouth 
Question,    Mr.   Stewart    Macllver ;    Answer, 
Mr.  J.  Holms  Nov  7,  936 


Emltn,  Viscount,  Carmarthenshire 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting  the 
Question),  1003 


England  and  France — The  Islands  of  the 

South  Pacific — French  Occupation  of 

Eaiatea—TVeaty  of  1847 
Questions,    Mr.    A.  M'Arthur,   Sir    Michael 
Hicks- Beach  ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
Oct  31, 160 
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England  and  Peru-r-The  Peruvian  Bond' 

holders —  Correspondence 
Question,    Mr.    J.    R.  Torke;    Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  17,  1631 

Ebrxngton,  Mr.  O.,  Longford  Co. 
Africa  (West  Coast) — Murder  of  a  Woman  at 

Onitscba,  755 
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1124 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House — New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting  the 
Question),  310,  395,  432,  457,534,887,  910  : 
Ninth  Rule  (Order  in  Debate),  1843 
Peru — Treatment  of  Chinese  Coolies,  1915 

PowuEBy  Mr.  W.,  Oambridf^e 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  — New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (  Putting  the 
Question),  403,  404,  1173;  Eighth  Rule 
(Ualf.past  Twelve  o'clock  Rule),  1736 

Pro  lessor  Palmer,  the  Late— Glrant  to  Family, 
666 


France  and  Ikmii 

Ccmmereial  Treaty  of  1875— 7%tf  CapHn^a- 

tioni.  Questions,  Mr.  Montague  Guest,  Sir 

Arthur  Otway ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W. 
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tion, 1721 
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mittees, 953,  954,  1126,  1127,  1311. 
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Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure,  Res.  45,  52,  56,  66,  68; 
First  Rule  (Putting  the  Question),  78,  79, 
83,  84,  85,  66.  92,  99,  100,  104,  121,  126, 
132,  216,  240,  247,  252,  258,  266,  293,  291, 
313,  314,  315,  317,  323,  329,  346,  347,  358, 
389,  391,  412,  427,  435,  473,  479,  483,  484, 
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Motion  for  Adjournment,  1027,  1077,  1091, 
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(Divisions),  1569,  1560,  1562,  1663,  1567, 
1568, 1570, 1574,  1680, 1581,  1588  ;  Amendt. 
1594,  1595 ;  Fifth  Rule  (Irrelevance  or  Re- 
petition), 1695,  1597,  1598,  1600,  1603, 
1605.  1608,  1616,  1617,  1618,  1623,  1627  ; 
Sixth  Rule  (Postponement  of  Preamble), 
1646,  1647.  1648;  Seventh  Rule  (Chairman 
to  leave  the  Chair  without  Question),  1648, 
1649  ;  Eighth  Rule  (Half-past  Twelve  o'clock 
Rule),  1050,  1684  :  Amendt.  t^.,  1686,  1692, 
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Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
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Gordon,  General  Hon.  Sir  A.  H.  Aber- 

dsMshire,  E. 
Ground  Game  Act,  1880— Sec.  6— Legislation, 
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G0B8T,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Chatham 
Africa  (South)— Transvaal,  949 

Egypt— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Arabi  Pasha— Surrender  of  by  the  British 
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Egyptian  Army,  367 

Egyptian  War  Fund* Committee,  1859 

Egypt  (Military    Expedition)— Miscellaneous 
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Grant  to  the  Forcee  Employed,  955, 1549 
Locomotives,  654 
RepresenUtives  of  the  Indian  Contingent 

—Visit  to  this  Country,  945 
Surrender   of   Prisoners    of  War  to  the 

Agents  of  the  Khedive,  1303 

I^aty- Royal  Marines,  1535 
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355,    898,  911;    Second    Rule    (Motions 
for  Adjournment   before   Public  Business), 
1335,   1354,   1385,  1437;    Amendt.    1462; 
Third  Rule  (Debates  on  Motions  for  Adjourn- 
ment), Amendt.   1500.  1511;   Fourth   Rule 
(Divisions).  1564, 1567, 1569. 1582 :  Amendt. 
1583,   1593;    Fifth    Rule    (Irrelevance    or 
Repetition),   1600;    Amendt.    1603,    1606, 
1608;  Sixth  Role  (Postponement  of  Pre- 
amble), Amendt.   1646,  1647 ;  Ninth  Rule 
(Order  in    Debate),    Amendt.    1755,  1782, 
1798.  1804,  1807,  1812.  1821,  1834.  1854, 
1872,  1879,  1880,  1895,  1896 :  Tenth  Rule 
(Debates  ou    Motions    for    Adjournment), 
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Parliament  —  Business  of  the  Uouse  — New 
Rules  ot  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
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GK)URLEY,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 
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Seymour,  1859  ;— Treatment  of  the  Sick, 

466 
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Tables 
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Grant,  Mr.  A.,  Leithj  Sfc. 
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Rules  of  Procedure— First    Rule  (Putting 
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Grant,  Mr.  D.,  Marylelons 

Parks  (Metropolis)— Regent's  Park  Enolosore, 
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Grantham,  Mr.  W.,  Surrey,  E. 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  — New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  537,  540,  907 ;  Ninth  Rule 
(Order  in  Debate),  1890 

Granville,  Earl  (Secretapjr  of  State  for 

Foreign  Affairs) 
Ecclesiastical  Courts— Imprisonment    of  the 

Rev.  S.  F.  Green  for  Contempt,  162 
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Government,  159 
Egyptian  Expedition— Vote  of  Thanks  to  Her 

Majesty's  Naval  and  Military  Forces,  Notice 

of  Motion,  1  ;  Res.  188 
Parliament— Adjournment  of  the  House,  160 

Gray,  Mr.  B.  D.,  Carlow  Co. 

Irelnnd— Appointment  of  Roman  Catholics, 
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Grboort,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Sussex,  E. 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  — New 
Rules  of  Procedure,  Res.  59  ;  First  Rule 
(Putting  the  Question),  515,  909;  Fourth 
Rule  (Divisions),  1579,  1580;  Ninth  Rule 
(Order  in  Debate),  1806,  1844 ;  Tenth  Rule 
(Debates  on  Motions  for  Adjournment), 
2004 ;  Amendt.  2005 

Ground  Game  Act,  \^W—Sec.  e.-^Leyis- 

lation 
Questions,  Sir  Alexander  Gordon,  Sir  Herbert 
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Guest,  Mr.  M.  J.,  War$ham 

France  and  Tunis— Com meroUl  Treaty  of  1875 
•~Tbe  Capitulations,  271 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House— Ne^ 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  409 


HAMHiTON,  Lord  0.  J.,  Liverpool 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces] — The  Irish  Militia, 

1107 
Cyprus,  Island  of-- Harbour    at   Famagusta, 
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Egypt  (Expeditionary  Force) --Re view  in  St. 
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Railway,  849 
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411,  444,  795,896,  1009;  Second  Rule 
(Motions  for  Adjournment  before  Public 
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ment), 1527  ;  Eighth  Rule  (Half-past  TweWe 
o'clock  Rule),  Amendt.  1667,  1745;  Ninth 
Rule  (Order  in  Debate),  1783,  1816 

Harbours  of  Refuge  {East  Coast) — JBar- 
hour  at  Filey 
Question,  Sir  Alexander  Gordon  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  Nov  2,  673 


Hakoofrt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V. 
(Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department),  Derby 

Coal  Mines — Explosion  at  Clay  Cross --Num- 
ber of  Casualties,  1128 

Criminal  Law — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Armed  Burglars,  166 
Excessive  Sentence — Mary  Cole,  460 
Juvenile  Offenders,  1010 
Seizure  of   the  "  Freiheit  " — Restoration 
of  Material  seised,  1634 

Ecclesiastical    Courts — Imprisonment    of   the 

KeT.  S.  F.  Green  for  Contempt,  172 
Explosives  Act,  1875— Explosion  of  Dynamite 
at  Bury  Port,  Carmarthenshire,  1534 
Explosion  of  Dynamite  at  Pembery   Bur- 
rows, 1795 
Ground  Game  Act,  1880 — Sec.  6— Legislation, 
375 

Intoxicating  Liquor  (Licensing)  Act,  1872 — 
Sees.  14  and  15 — Beerhouses  in  Chatham, 
1104 

Law  and  Police— Use  of  Rerolvers,  623,  624 

Master  and  Servant — Breach  of  Contract — 
"  Genge  v.  Symes,"  850 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  and  the  Artisans' 
and  Labourers' Dwellings  Acts,  861 

Parliament — Adjournment—The  Appropriation 
Act — Const itotionai  Practice,  27 


Habcourt,  Right  Hon,  Sir  W.  G.  V.— eoM<. 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  IIoumt— New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question).  89,  92,  223,  224,  228,  294, 
.298,  316,320,  396,  418,  431,  438,  439,  455, 
456,  795,  797.  809,  898,  902,  905,  922,  931  ; 
Second  Rule  (Motions  for  Adjournment 
before  Public  Business).  1339,  1422,  1423 ; 
Ninth  Rule  (Order  in  Debate),  1770, 1867 

Parliament— Wigan  New  Writ,  Res.  1902, 
1903 

Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations — Recommen- 
dations of  the  Select  Committee,  1906 

Prisons  (England)  Act— Aylesbury  Gaol,  1288 

Scotland — Crofters  in  the  Island  of  Skye,  1919, 
1920,  1927 

Spain — International  Law — Surrender  of  Cuban 
Refugees,  470 

Street  Regulations  (Metropolis) — Cabmen's 
Shelter  in  the  Harrow  Road,  1915 

Vaccination  Acts — Bedford  Magistrates,  759 

Habooxtbt,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Oxfordshire 
Parliament  —  Business   of  the    Uouse  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First   Rule   (Putting 
the  Question),  717  ;  Amendt.  769 

BLabtington,  Eight  Hon.  Marquess  of 
(Secretary  of  State  for  India),  Lan- 
cashirey  N.  E, 

Army  (India) — Quartermasters,  1541 
Burmah,  Affairs  of — Papers,  866 
Egypt  (Military  Expedition) — RepresentatiTes 
of  the  Indian  Contingent —Visit  to  this 
Country,  944,  945 
Military  Operations — Indian  Contingent — 
Incidence  of  Expenses,  163,  164,  629 
India — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Arm^— Indian  Local  Cayalry  Officers,  851 
Bengal — Chief    Magistrate    of    Calcutta, 

1919 
British  Burmah— Mra  Tha  Doon,  1725 
Church  of   England — Bishop  of   Bombay, 

947,  1397 
Consuls  at  the  Native  States— Case  of  Mr. 

Silbiger,  1923 
Criminal  Procedure  Code — Salem  Rioters, 

1918 
Finance,  die. — Remittances     from    India, 

18823,  1909 
Lighthouse  on  Minikoi,  1403 
Local  Self.GoTernment,  166,  1725,  1726 
Madras — Gold  Mining  Company's  Govern- 
ment Officials,  1917 
Railways — Quetta  and  Candahar,  1908; — 

Rangoon  and  Irrawaddy  Railway,  849 
Sir  Richard  Garth,  Chief  Justice  of  Bengal, 

1554 
Trade  and  Commerce — Iron  Works,  1542 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  202,  350,  457,  735,  738, 
1023;  Second  Rule  (Motions  for  Adjourn- 
ment before  Public  Business),  1347,  1382, 
1427,  1454,  1460,  1462,  1481 ;  Fourth  Rule 
(Divisions),  1592  ;  Eighth  Rule  (Ualf.past 
Twelve  o'clock  Rule),  1669;  Ninth  Rule 
(Order    in    Debate),    1763;    T<i\3X\x    ^ftj^ft^i 
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Hay,  Admiral  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  0.  D., 
Wigtown,  Sfe, 
Crimean  War — British  Military   Oemetery  at 
Abjdos,  842 

Egypt  (Military  Expedition) — Grant  to  tho 
Forces  employed,  1540 

lodia^LlghthoQse  on  Minikoi,  1403 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House— New 
Roles  of  Procedure — First  Rule  ( Putting  the 
Question),  260;  Eighth  Rule  (Half-past 
TweWe  o'olook  Rule),  Amendt.  1651,  1666; 
Ninth  Rule  (Order  in  Debate),  1803 

Parliament — Privilege  (Mr.  E.  D.  Gray),  Report 
of  the  Committee,  1641 

Pott  Office—Posting  in  Mall  Trains,  1724 


Hatteb,  Oolonel  Sir  A.  D.  (Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Office),  £ath 
Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Army   Organisation  —  Mounted   Infantry, 

1909 
Army    Pensioners— Stoppage   of    Pension 

when  resident  Abroad,  1292 
Auxiliary  Forces— The  Militia,  1303.  1807 
Egypt — Expeditionary  Force —Review   in   St. 
James's  Park,  1304 
Military    Expedition  —  11.    Battery,    4th 
Brigade,  Royal  Artillery,  1300 


Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Wexford 

Ground  Game  Act,  1880 — Sec.  6— I^ogislation, 
374 

Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Appointment   of   Roman    Catholics,  276, 

278,  279 
Crime— Assassinations  in  Phoenix  Park— 

Arrest  of  one  of  the  Assassins,  040 ; — 

Mnrder  of  Constable  Kavanagh,  848,  849 
Fishery    Piers   and     Harbours  —  Convict 

Labour,  1395 
Kingstown— Gresbam  Grounds,  1090,  1097 

Land  Law  Act,  1881— Rule  27— Originating 
Notices,  268  ; — Sub- Commissioners,  631, 
632 ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  634,  647 

Law  and  Justice — County  Court  Judges-^ 
Mr.  Waters,  Co.  Leitrim,  1118  ;— Dublin 
Jurors,  380,  672 

Lunatic  Asylums — Omagh  District  Asylum 

— Lieutenant- Colonel  Buchanan,  1097 
Magistracy — Coroners,  Co.  Gal  way,  1529 
Official  Medical  Assistance  •»  Case  of  Mr. 

Carter,  Co.  Mayo,  1113 
Peace    Preserfation     Act,    1681— Arms' 

Licences,    463 ;~  Searching  of    Houses, 

1292 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act— Arrest  of  Mr.  M. 

Harris,  765 
Protection  of  Person  and   Property  Act, 

1881  —  Extra     Allowances    to    Prison 

Warders,  938  ;— Return  of  Arrests,  4c. 

468 
Reform  of  the  Executive  Government,  954, 

955 
Royal    Irish   Constabulary  —  Assaults  by 

Policemen,  1097  {—Removal  of  National 

league  Placards  at  Tintem,  Co.  Wexford, 

937,  938 

[COMt. 


IIbalt,  Mr.  T.  M.— >0ont. 

Ireland  —  Irish    Land    Commission  —  Miscel- 
laneous Questions 
Arrears  of  Rent  Act— Land  CommisMon 
Court,  951,  953  :— The '*  Ilanging  Gale, 
1199 ;— Sec.  8— Incidence  of  Cost,  1291 
Court  Valuers,  280,  464,  657 :— Appoint- 
ment  of  Mr.  Butler,  168,  169  ;— Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Fitsgerald,  174 
Ireland — Law  and  Police — Miscellaneous  Ques- 
tions 
Charge  of  "  Moonlighting  "  against  Emer- 
gency Men  at  Morroe,  Co.  Limerick,  754, 
755,  1180 
Domiciliary  Visits  of  the  Police — Millstreet, 
630,  631 
Lieutenancy — Privileges  of  London  and  Dublin, 

1124 
Parliament — Business    of    the    House — New 
Rules  of  Procedure^ First  Rule  ( [*tttting  the 
Question),  1088 

Hekbagb,  Mr.  E.,  Great  Qrimehy 

Army    Medical    Department  —  Departmental 

Committee,  885 
Parliament — Business    of    the    IIoase-*New 

Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  ( Putting  the 

Question),  423,  535 

Herbebt,  Hon.  8.,  Wilton 

Egypt— Soudan,  The— English  Volunteers  in 
the  MiliUry  Expedition,  674,  936 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Hous^— New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Tutting  the 
Question),  971,  972 

Hersohbll,  Sir  F.  (see  Solicitor  Oenb- 
RAL,  The) 

Hicks,  Mr.  E.,  Cambridgeshire 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Uouae— New 
Rules  of  Procedure,  Res.  63 ;  First  Rule 
(Putting  the  Question),  101,310;  Amendt. 
451,  456,458,788,  789  ;  Third  Rule  (Debates 
on  Motions  for  Adjournment),  1498  ;  Fourth 
Rule  (Dirisions),  1583,  1587 

Highwayi  —  .Dieturnpiked    Roade  —  The 
Grant  in  Aid 
Question,  Mr.  Solater-Booth ;   Answer,   Mr. 
Dodson  Oct  25,  78 

Hill,  Lord  A.  W.,  Dotcnehire 
Irish  Land  Commission — Court  Valuers — Mr. 
Irwin  Flaherty,  378,  1294 

HoLLAi7D,  Sir  H.  T.,  Midhuret 

Africa(South}~Zululand — Return  of  Cetewayo, 

651 
Africa  (West  Coast)— Congo,  1706,  1793 
Parliament — Business  of  the  IIouse-^New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting  the 
Question),  419,  902,  974  ;  Third  Role  (De- 
bates on  Motions  for  Adfoumment),  1496 ; 
Eighth  Rule  (llair-past  Twelveo'elock  Rule), 
Amendt:  1679,  1730, 1749, 1744 
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HoLLOND,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Brighton 

Egypt — Burning    of    Alexandria— Indemnity 

for  L088O8,  269 
Parliament — Business    of    the     Ilouse — New 
Rules  of  Procedure — Eighth  Rule  (Half-past 
Twelve   o'clock    Rule).    1740;    Ninth   Rue 
(Order  in  Debate),  1890 

Holms,  Mr.  J.  (Parliamentary  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade),  Rackn&y 
Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights—Tory  Island 

Lighthouse,  1632 
Emigration   to    the  Colonies— DepOt  at  Ply- 
mouth, 937 
Railways     (Metropolis)— Workmen's    Trains, 

960 
Thames  River  Bill,  1881,  1630 

Hope,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  B.  Beresford. 
Cambridge  University 
National   Portrait   Gallery — Protection    from 

Fire,  370 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House — New 
Rules  of  Procedure,  Rea.  09  ;  P  irst  Rule 
(Putting  the  Question),  105,316,399,432, 
796.  797,  906,  1005  ;  Second  Rule  (Motions 
for  Adjournment  before  Public  Business), 
1337  :  Fourth  Rule  (Divisions),  1569,  1586  ; 
Fifth  Rule  (Irrelevance  or  Repetition),  1609  ; 
Eighth  Ro1e(Ualf.pa9tTwelreo*clock  Rule), 
1663,  1691.  1728 ;  Ninth  Rule  (Order  in 
Debate),  1813 

HopwooD,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Stockport 

Africa  (West  Const) — Occurrences  in  British 

Sherbro,  759 
Criminal    Law — Excessive    Sentence — Mary 
Cole,  459 
Infliction  of  Corporal  Punishment  on  Adults 
under  the  Vagrant  Acts — Substitution  of 
Birching  for  Flogging,  951,  1128,  1129, 
1299,  1633 
Navy — Royal  Marines,  1534 
Parliament — Business    of    the     Ilouse — New 
Rules   of   Procedure— First    Rule  (Putting 
the  Question).    1227;    Fourth   Rule  (Divi- 
sions),  1562,  1506  ;  Eighth   Rule  (Half- past 
Twelve    o'clock    Rule),   1678;  Ninth   Rule 
(Order  in  Debate),  1807 
Vaccination — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Alleged  Death  of  Children  at  Norwich  from 

Effects  of  Operation,  Report,  453 
Bedford  Magistrates,  759 
Transmission  of  Disease  through  Inocula- 
tion of  Soldiers  in  the  French  Army,  621, 
1298 

HuBBAKD,  Eight  Hon.  J.  G.,  London 

Civil   Servants  of  the  Crown — Sir  C.   Rivers 

Wilson,  Comptroller  General  of  the  National 

Debt,  864,  1121 
Parliament — Business    of    the     House — New 

Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting  the 

Question),  130 

Illinoworth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Role  (Patting 
the  (^vttBiion),  828 
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MiSCBLLANBOUS  QCTBlTIOKB 

Bengal  —  The  Chief  Magittrate  of  Calcutta, 
Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell  ;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  Aw  23,  1918 

Bombay  —  Local  Administration,  Questions, 
Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope  ;  Answers, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Nov  20,  1725 

Burmah,  Affairt  of—Papert,  Question,  Mr. 
Onslow  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton Nov  6,  866 

British  Hurmah^Mta  Tha  Doon,  Question, 
Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  Nov  20,  1724 

Madras — Oold  Mining  Company's  Government 
Officials,  Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell  ;  Answer, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Nov  23,  1917 

Consuls  at  the  Native  States — Case  of  Mr.  Sil' 
biger,  Question,  Mr.  Onslow  ;  Answer,  Tho 
>iarquess  of  Hartington  Nov  23,  1923 

Criminal  Procedure  Court — Salem  Rioters ^ 
Questions,  Mr.  O^DonnoU;  Answers,  Tho 
Marquess  of  Hartington  Nov  23,  1917 

Ecclesiastical  Department  —  Circular  of  the 
Bishop  of  Bombay,  Questions,  Sir  George 
Campbell ;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington Nov  7.  947  ;  Nov  14,  1306 

Finance,  ^c. — Remittances  from  indto,  1882-3, 
Question,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  Nov  23, 1909 

Indian  **  Local "  Cavalry  Officers,  Question, 
Mr.  Onslow ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  Nov  6,  851 
Quartermasters.  Question,  Colonel  Alexander  ; 
Answer, The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Nov  16, 
1541 

Lighthouse  on  Minikoi,  Question,  Sir  John 
Hay ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Uartiog^n 
Nov  14,  1403 

Local  Self-Oovemment,  Question,  Mr.  £.  Stan- 
hope ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington 
Oc(26,  166 

Railways — Quetta  and  Candahar,  Question, 
Sir  Henry  Tyler;  Answer,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington  Nov  23,  1903  ; — Rangoon  and 
Irrawaddy  Railway,  Question,  Lord  George 
Hamilton  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington Nov  6.  849 

Sir  Richard  Oarth,  Chief  Justice  of  Bengal, 
Questions,  Sir  George  Campbell,    General 

.  Sir  George  Balfour ;  Answers,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington  Nov  16,  1554 

Trade  and  Commerce — Ironworks,  Question, 
Mr.  Caine  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington Nov  16,  1542 

Intoxicating  Liquor  (Licensing)  Act,  IS7 2 

Sees,  14  and  15 — Beerhotuet  in  Chat' 

ham 
Question,  Mr.  Caine ;    Answer,   Sir  William 
Harcourt  iVov  9,  1104 

Ireland 

MiSOBLLANBOgS    QuBSTIOKS 

Appointment  of  Rotnan  Catholics,  Questions, 
Mr.  llealy,  Mr.  Gray ;  Answers,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Oct  27,  276 

OovemmetU  DepartnunU — PtviAviVQ  ^  ^jawiiCvsi^^ 
Mr.  ^«>L\Ai\  \  !ww%^we,>^T,^wc«Vc«^  'Sw*  '^'^ 
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Irbland — eofU. 

InUmatiOnal  Fxikerui  Exhihiiion,  Qaestion, 
Mr.   O'Donnell  ;    Answer,    Mr.    Trereljnn 
Xov  18,1296 
Jury   J^wi — Dublin    Juriei,    Qarition,    Sir 
George  Campbell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Troveljan 
Nov  20.  1707 
Kingitown — The  Oretham  Oroundi,  Qa^tiion, 
Mr.  Heal  J  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtnej  Xov  9, 
1096 
I/md  Improvement  ( Ireland)  Acts — Iron^Roofed 
Hay  Sheds,  Question,  Mr.  Gibson  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Courtney  Xov  9.  1101 
Zieeming  Act,  ISli^  Unauihorised  Viiits  hy 
Cotutahulary — Miee  Cuioek,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Aoswer,  Mr.  Trevelvan  Xov  20, 1 709 
Metropolitan  Police  Force  (buhlin) -^  Extra 
Pay,   Question,  Mr.    Mncfarlane ;    Answer, 
Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  17.  1632 
Railwayi — Ennii  and  Wett   Clare  Railway, 
Question,   Mr.  O'Shea ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tre- 
▼etyan  Xov  23.  1929 
lUform  of  the   Executive   Oovemment,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Ileal y  :  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone, 
Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  7, 954 
Royal    University   of  heland — The   Queen* t 
CoHeyee — Oranling   of  Degrees,  Question, 
Mr.    O'Donnell ;    Answer, '  Mr.  TroTelyan 
Xov  10,  1183 
The  **  Annals  of  Ulster;*  Question,  Mr.  T.  D. 
Sullivan ;  Answer,   Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  6, 
853 
The  Irish  Xational  League—  The  Constabulary, 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answer,  Mr.   Tre- 
Telyan  Xov  20. 1715 
The  Labourers'  Question— Legi*lat$on,  Ques- 
tion,   Mr.    0' Sullivan ;    Answer,   Mr.   Tre- 
▼elyan  Xov  8,  761  ;  Question,  Mr.  O'Sulli. 
.Tab  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Xov  6,  863 

Board  of  PubHe  Works 

Board  of  Works  and  Local  Oovemment  Board 
— Legal  Proceedings  against  Offieers,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Biggar;  Answers,  Mr.  Tre?elyan, 
Mr.  Courtney  Xov  9,  1096 

Improvement  Works  at  Arklow,  Question,  Mr. 
W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
Oct  80,  364 

Discontinuance  of  Relief  Works,  Arklow, 
Questions,  Mr.  \¥.  J.  Corbet  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Trevelyan  Xov  6,  857  ;  Xov  10,  1192 

Arklow  Barbour  Works,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet;  Answers.  Mr.  Courtney  Xov  6, 
851  ;  Xov  23,  1924 

Retirement  of  Officers,  Question,  Mr.  Artbur 
O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Xov  9, 
1095 

Commistioners  of  Irish  Lights 
Tory  Island  Lighthouse,  Questions,  Mr.  Lea, 
Lord    John    Manners;    Answers,    Mr.  J. 
Holms  Xov  17,  1682 

Ifdand  Xavigation 

The  River  Sorrow,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  TreTelyan  Xov  9. 
1104 


Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours 

Comnet  Labour,  Question,  Mr.  Uealy  ;  Answer. 
Mr.  Courtney  Xov  14,  1895 


Iriland— 0on/. 
Xa*ional  Education 

Commissioners  of  Xational  Education — Royal 
University  (examinations.  Question,  Mr. 
Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  6, 
844 

Teachers  in  Irish  Elementary  Schools,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Rrrington ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan Xov  2,  626 

Scietkoeand  Art  Department,  Dublin 
Question,  Mr.  Dawson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Court- 
ney 0^31,  461 
Science  and  Art  Museum,  Dublin,  Question, 
Dr.  Lyons;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Xov  S, 
763 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Courtney  Xov  16,  1556  ;  Xov  28.  1924 ; 
Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell :  Answer,  Mr. 
Courtney,  1932 

Lunatic  Asylums 

Omagh  District  Asylum — Lieutenant  Colonel 
Buchanan,  Question,  Mr.  llealy  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Trevelyan  Xovfi,  1097 

Poor  Law 

Belfast   Asylum  — R.    Xelson,    Question,   Mr. 

Biggar ;    Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  20, 

1704 
Belfast  Union — Mr,  Robert  Humphrey,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  0' Kelly;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 

Xov  17, 1629 
Belfast  Board  of  Guardians,  Question,   Mr. 

Biggar;    Answer,    Mr.    Trevelyan  Xov  20, 

1703 
Ccue    of  Agnes  Malcolmson,    Question,    Mr. 

Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  6,  850 
Discontinuance    of   Relief    Works,    Arklow, 

Questions. Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answers,  Mr. 

Trevelyan  Xov  6,  857  ;  3V  10,  1192 
Manor  Hamilton  Union — Case  of  Allan  Xtxon, 

Question,    Mr.  Biggar;    Answer,   Mr.  Tre- 
velyan Xov  6,  846 
Raihdrum    Union  —  Election   of   Guardians, 

Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Trevelyan  Oct  30,  364 
Election  of  a  Guardian,  Sligo  Canton,  Question, 

Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  10, 

1537 
Xewry   Workhouse  —  Trealmenl  of   Casuals, 

Question,  Mr.   Biggar ;    Answer,  Mr.  Tre* 

velyan  Xov  13,  1288 
Out-door    Relief —The    Guardians   of    TMa 

Union,  Co,  Clare,  Question,   Mr.   Sexton ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trerelyan  Xov  9,  1111 
Poor  Law  Guardian  Qualijleation,  Question, 

Colonel     Nolan;     Answer,    Mr.    Trevelyan 

Xov  9,  1128 
Poor  Law  Unions — Treatment  of  Lunatics  in 

Workhouses,   Question,  Colonel  Colthurst  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  9, 1094 

Post  Office 

Clonmel  Post  Office,  Question,  Mr.  Mooro ; 

Answer.  Mr.  Fawoett  Xov  16,  1535 
Rural   Letter    Carriers,    Questions,    Colonel 

O'Beirne,  Mr.  Sohreiber,  Mr.  Broadhurst ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Fawoett  Xov  8,  757 

Public  Health 

Sanitary  Condition  of  KUleshondra,  Question, 
Mr.    Beresfoi  d ;     Answer,    Mr.    Trevelyan 

Xov  2,  624 
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Scarlatina  in  Arklow,  Qaestion,   Mr.  W.  J. 

Corbet ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelynn  Nov  3,  756 
State  of   Lodging    Houiet   in    Londonderry, 

Qaestion,  Mr.  Moore;  Answer,  Mr.Trevelyan 

Xov  17,  1684 

Criminal  Law 
Murder  of  Constable  Kapanagh^ Remission 
of  Fine,  Question,  Colonel  Nolan  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  TreTflyan  Oct  26,  17S;— TA*  Reward, 
Question,  Mr.  Ilealj ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan  Xov  C,  848 

Law  and  Justice 

Appointment  of  Irish  Judges,  Questions,  Mr. 
Redmond,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Oct  30.  377 

Case  of  Thomas  Ryan,  Questions,  Mr.  W.J. 
Corbet ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trereljran  Oct  80, 
362  ;  .Vot;  6,  S45 

County  Court  Judges — Mr,  Waters,  County 
Court  Judge  of  Leilrim,  Questions,  Mr. 
Lewis,  Mr.  Heal/  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Xov  0,  1 1 18 

Dublin  Jurors,  Questions,  Mr.  Uealj,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Parnell :  Answers,  The  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  Oct  80,  380 

Patrick  Walsh,  Convicted  of  Murder — Irregu- 
larity of  Sentence,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
Cohen  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Calinn,  Mr.  Sexton ;  [no  answer]  Xov  16, 
1545 

Petty  Sessions  Courts,  Questions.  Mr.  Totten- 
ham, Mr.  Gibson  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan, 
1'he  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Xov  23, 
1912 

Roman  Catholic  Jurors  (Dublin),  Question, 
Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Xov  2, 
672 

The  Commission  Court- House,  Dublin — Insufi- 
eiency  of  Public  Accommodation,  Question. 
Mr.  Dawson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
JN'ovlO,  1189 

Treatment  of  Crown  Witnesses,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton :  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  28, 
1910;  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  23, 
1925 

Law  and  Police 

** Moonlighting^*  by  **  Emergency  Jifen**  at 
Murroe,  Questions,  Mr.  Uealy;  Answers, 
Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  3,  754 ;  Xov  10,  1180 

Domiciliary  Visits  by  the  Police — Mill  Street, 
Queitions,  Mr.  llealy,  Mr.  Parnell;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  2,  630 

The  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 

Assaults  by  Policemen,  Question,  Mr.  Uealy : 
Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  9,  1097 ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  Answer,  Mr. 
Trevelyan,  1119 

** Free  Force'*  of  Royal  Irish  Constabulary, 
Tipperary,  Question,  Mr.  Moore  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  16,  1531 

Bead  Constables,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Nov  16,  1539 

Medical  Attendance,  Qaestion,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Oct  31,  462 

Mitconduct  of  Sub-Constablea  Mescal  and 
Barry^  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Trev«fl;'an  37)r  10,  1182 

fcoiK. 
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Trsland— rA«  Royal  Irish  Constabuhry-^ont, 

Removal  of  National  League  Placards,  Qaes- 
tion, Mr.  Callan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
Xov  2,  656;— C<>.  Louth,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  6, 
855  ;— i4«  Tintern,  Co.  Weasford,  Question, 
Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  7, 
937 ; — Removal  of  Placards,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  13, 1295 

77^«  Magistracy 

Question,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answer,  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan Xor  21,  1789 

Baltingtass  Magistrates,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answers,  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan Oct  30,  363 

Case  of  John  Lalor,  Qaestion,  Mr.  W.  J, 
Corbet;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  10, 
1186 

Coroners,  Co.  Oalway,  Question,  Mr.  Healy ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  16,  1520 

Londonderry  Magistrates,  Question,  Mr.  Ma- 
cartney ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  3, 754 

Mr.  Mansfield,  R.M.,  Question,  Mr.  Totten- 
ham ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  3ar  16,  1534 

Resident  Magistrates — Captain  JFynne,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Tottenham;  Answers,  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan Xov  20,  1714; — Compulsory  Retire* 
ment,  Question,  Mr.  Tottenham  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  9,  1108 
Retired  Resident  Magistrates,  Questions,  Mr. 
Gibson,  Mr.  J.  Lowthcr  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Trevelyan  Xov  23,  1906 
Memorial  of  Resident  Magistrates,  Question, 
Sir  Patrick  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan Xov  9, 1112 

The  Dromod  Petty  Sessions  Clerk,  Questions, 
Colonel  0'  Beirne  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
Xov  9,  1100;  Xov23,  1914 

State  of  Ireland 
Apprehended  Distress 

West  of  Ireland,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Trevelyan  Oct  31,  468  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Lea:  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  2, 
629 ;  Question,  Mr.  Parnell ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Trevelyan  Xov  7,  947  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Par- 
nell, Mr.  O'Shea,  Lord  John  Manners,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Colonel  Colthurst  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Trevelyan  Xov  20,  1710  ;  Question,  Colonel 
Colthurst ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  23, 
1908 

Question,  Colonel  Colthurst ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Trevelyan  Xov  13,  1309;  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  21, 
1794 

Carrick,  Questions,  Mr.  Lea,  I«ord  Randolph 
Churchill  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  17, 
1635 

Co.  Clare,  Question,  Mr.  O'Shea  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Trevelyan  Oct  81,  464  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
O'Shea,  Colonel  The  O'Gorman  Mahon ; 
Answer*,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  7,  945  ;  Qaes- 
tion, Mr.  O'Shea;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
Xov  23,  1928 

Co.  Sligo,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Trevelyan  Nov  13, 1298 

Co.  Roscommon,  Question,  Mr.  O* Kelly  ;  An- 
swer. Mr.  Trevelyan  Nov  23,  1922 

Tory  Island,  Questions,  Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr. 
Sexton^  Mt  T.  V.  Q'Cb^wvw.  ^x.^^^xvvvn 
Ku»weTm,\VT.'t*^xA^%w  ^tv  ^1^,  Wl.v^ 
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Trslaud — StaU  of  Ireland^eoni. 

Captain  Dickenson  and  John  Ryan,  Qaettiont. 

Mr.  Dawson,  Mr.   Parnell ;    Answers,  Mr. 

TreveljTAn,  Mr.  Speaker  Xor  10,  1180 
Disturbance  at  Newbridge,  Co,  Oalway,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Parnell  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Treveljan 

.Vot'  2,  672 
Extra  Faree  of  ConstaMary—Loughmore,  Co. 

Tipperary,  Question,  Mrl  Soxtoii ;  Answer, 

Mr.  TreTelyan  ^ov  21.  1792 
Irish  National  League  Placards,  Question.  Mr. 

Callan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelynn  Xov  2,  656 
[See  title  Royal  Irish  Constabulary] 

Crime 

Attack  on  Mr,  Justice  Lawson,  Question,  Sir 
Stafford  Nortboote :  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
Xov  IS,  1S\B ;— Patrick  Delany,  Question, 
Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trerelyan 
Nov  16,  1539 

Murder  of  Constable  Kavanagh — Remission  of 
Fine,  Question,  Colonel  Nolan  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Trevelyan  Oct  26,  173  ;—The  Reward, 
Question,  Mr.  Uealy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tre- 
Telyan J\ov6,  848 

Oficial  Medical  Attendance  —  Case  of  Mr, 
Carter,  Co,  Mayo — Surgeon  Wheeler,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Gibson  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
Xov  6.  852  :  Xov  9,  1098  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Healy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan,  11 13 

Heported  Murder  of  a  Catholic  Clergyman, 
Question,  Mr.  Parnell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan Nov  10,  1206 

27ie  Assassinations  in  the  Phoenim  Park — 
Arrest  of  on4  of  the  Murderers,  Questions, 
Lord  Randolph  Churcbill,  Mr.  Healy ;  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  Xov  7,  940 

Arrears  of  Rent  Act 

Questions,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett,  Colonel 
Coltburst,  Mr.  Parnell ;  Answers,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone JVbv  23,  1934 

Applications,  Questions,  Mr.  Tottenham,  Mr. 
0*Donnell  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Oct  26, 

167 

Return  of  Applications,  Questions,  Mr.  Lewis  : 
Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  OctSl,  471  :  Xov 6, 
843 

Applications  for  Loans,  Questions,  Mr. 
0*Donnell,  Mr.  Tottenham  :  Answera,  Mr. 
Trevelyan  Xov  20,  1716 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Sttxton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan,  1718 

Case  of  Anthony  Oaleagher,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  16, 
1536 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Parnell ; 
Answers,  Mr.Tievelyan  Xov  23, 1030 

Extension  of  Time,  ffc.  Questions,  Mr.  T.  A. 
Diekson,  Mr.  Parnell ;  Answers,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Xov  16,  1553 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Parnell, 
Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson.  Mr.  Lewis;  Answers, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Xov  20,  1 722 

See  8 — Incidence  of  Cost,  Question,  Mr.  Uealy ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  13, 1291 

The  Emigration  Clauses,  Question,  Mr.  Ran- 
kin ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  2,  626  ; 
Question,  Sir  James  Lawrence ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Trevelyan  Xov  6,  843 

The  **  Banging  Oale,**  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  Parnell,  Mr.  Gibson ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Trevelynn  Xov  14,1404 

T*h€  Land  Commissioners*  Court,  Questions, 
Mr.  Uealy,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill ;  An- 
■wers ,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  7,  95 1 

leant, 


Ibbland — eont^ 

The  Xew  Rules,  Question,  Colonel  Nolan  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  7,  957 

Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881 

Arms  Licences,  Question,  Mr.  Re(!mond  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Trevelyan  ;  Question,  Mr.  Uealy : 
[No  reply]  Oct  31.  462;  Question,  Mr. 
Bijrear;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  13, 
1288 

Case  of  Matthew  Smyth,  Questions,  Mr.  Justin 
M'Carthy,  Mr.  Parnell ;  Answers,  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan Xov  10,  1185 

Searching  of  Houses,  Question,  Mr.  Uealy ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  13, 1292 

Prevention  of  Crime  Act 
Arrest   of  Mr,   M,    Harris,   Questions,   Mr. 

Parnell,   Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Ilealy  ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  3,  763 
Claims  for  Compensation,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  2,  648 
Compensation  for  Malicious  IJurning  of  DwelU 

ing  House,  Question,  Mr.  O' Kelly  ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Trevelynn  Xov  9.  1106 
Disturbance  at  Xcwbridge,  Co,  Galway,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.   Parnell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 

Xov  2,  672 
Oun  Licences  (Mr,  James  JBoylan),  Question, 

Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  3, 

757 
"Investigators,"   Question,  Mr.  Sexton;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  16,  1537 

Protection  of  Perton  and  Property  A€t,lBS\ 
Extra  Allowances  to  Prison  Warders,  Question, 

Mr.  lloaly  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  7, 

938 
Returna  of  Arrests,  fre..  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Oct  31,  463 

Ireland — Land  Law  {Ireland)  Act,  18SI 
MiBCiLLAVious  QuasTioirs 

Speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  Question,  Mr. 

Lewis  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Oct  26,  168 
RtUe  27 — Originating  Xotiees,  Questions,  Mr. 

Ilealy  ;  Answers,  the  Attorney  General  for 

Ireland  Oct  27,  268 
The  Monthly  Return  of  Applications,  Question, 

Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Oetil, 

283  . 
The  Mayo  Sub-Commissioners,  Question,  Mr. 

O'Connor  Power ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 

Oct  30,  865 
List  of  Cases  in  Sub-Commission  Court,  Mayo, 

Question,   Mr.  0*Connor  Power ;   Answer, 

Mr.  Trevelyan  Xor  6,  847 
Sub  -  Commissioners  —  Order  —  Alteration    of 

QMCStions,  Question,   Mr.   Healy ;   Answer, 

Mr.  Trevelyan  Xor  2.631  ;  Moved,  "That 

this  House  do  now  adjourn"  {Mr,  Healy)  ; 

after  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 
Sec,  31 — Loans  to  Occupiers,  Question,  Colonel 

Coltburst ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney   Oct  30, 

368 
Applications  for  Loans,  Question.  Mr.  Parnell ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Xov  20,  1706  ;  (Ques- 
tion,   Mr.   W.    H.    Smith ;    Answer,    Mr. 

CouKney,  1713 
The    Emigration  Clauses — Arrears   of  Rent 

(Ireland)  Act,  Que<ition,  Sir  James  Lawrence ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Xov  6,  843 
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Ibbland— Lamf  Xaur  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — cont. 

Part  V, — Purchase  Clauses — Advances  to  Irish 
Tenants^  Qaestibn,  Mr.  Givan  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  TrcvelyanXov  9.  3011 

County  Court  Judge  of  Leitrim — Appointment 
of  Court  Valuers^  Question,  Mr.  Brodriok  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyftn  Nov  9, 1107 

Decrees  for  Rent,  Question,  Mr.  Lewis ;  An- 
swer, The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Nov  16, 1540 

Ulster  Tenant  Farmers*  Association^  Question, 
Mr.  J.  N.  Richardson:  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Nov  20,  1721 

Mr.  Martin,  Croum  Solicit{<r,  Co.  Donegal, 
Questions,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answers,  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan  Xov  20,  1716 

Irith  Land  Commission 

MXSCBLLANKOUS  QUSSTIORl 

Arrears  of  Rent  (Ireland)  Ad ^  The  Banging 
Oale,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Trevelyan  Nov  20,  \1\^  i-^Sub-section  A, 
Section  1,  Questions,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Par- 
nell,  Mr.  Lewis  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Treveljan, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Nov  10, 
1199 

Despatch  of  Business — Case  of  James  Harte, 
of  Rusheen,  Co.  Sligo,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Treveljan  Nov  10,  1181 

Fair  Rents,  Question,  Mr.  Gibson  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Trevelyan  Nov  16,  1538  ;  Question,  Mr. 
J.  N.  Richardson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan, 
1514;— Co.  Mayo,  Question,  Mr.  O'Connor 
Power;  Answer,  Mr.  Trerelyan  Nov  13, 
1294 

Judicial  Rents,  Co,  Cavan,  Question,  Mr. 
Biggar;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Nov  13, 
1290 

The  Report,  Questions,  Mr.  Lea,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Nov  16,  1548 

Withdrawal  of  Applications  from  the  Court, 
Question,  Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Trevelyan  Nov  13, 1307 

The  Sub-Commissioners—Mr.  Roper,  Question, 
Mr.  0' Kelly  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Treyelyan  Nov  7, 
940 

Sub- Commissioners  and  Court  Valuers,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Trerelyan  Nov  13, 1806 

Edenderry  Sub-Commission — Court  Valuers, 
Question,  Mr.  Molloy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan Nov  2,  670 

The  Donegal  and  Derry  Sub- Commissions — 
Judicial  Rents,  Questions,  Mr.  O'Donnell, 
Mr.  Lewis ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Nov  13, 
1296 

Court  Valuers 
Question,  Mr.  Henly  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Treyelyan 
Oct  31,  464;  Questions,  Mr.  Lewis,  Mr. 
Healy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Nov  2, 
657  ;  Question,  Lord  Arthur  Hill  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Trevelyan  Nov  13,  1294  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Lewis;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  20, 
1720 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Gibson ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Trevelyan  Nov  23,  1906 
Mr.  Irwin  Flaherty,  Question,  Lord  Arthur 
Hill ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Oct  30,  378 

Oficial  Valuators 

Questions,  Mr.  Lewis,  Mr.  0*Shea ;  Answers, 
The  SoYioiior  Geoenl  f^r  Ireland,  Mr.  Tre- 
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Irish   Land   Commission — Ofieial    Valucdors-' 
cont. 

velyan  Oct  26,  164;  Questions,  Mr.  T.  A.* 

Dickson,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Gibson ;  Answers, 

Mr.  Gladstone  Oct  27,  279 
Appointment  of  Mr.  Butler,  Questions,  Mr. 

Healy  ;  Answers.  Mr.  Trevelyan  Oct  26,  168 
Appointment  of  Mr.    Fitzgerald,  Questions, 

Mr.  Tottenham,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers,  Mr. 

Speaker,  Mr.  Trerelyan  Oct  26,  173 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.,  Leeds 

Convict   Labour  and   Harbours  of    Refuge— 

Report  of  the  Committee,  1186 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the   House  —  New 

Rules  of  Procedure— First   Rule  (Putting 

the  Question),  1158 

James,  Sir  H.  (see  Attorney  General, 
The) 

James,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Gateshead 

Law  and  Police— Use  of  Revolvers,  622,  623 

Japan — Importation  of   Drugs  and   Che^ 
mieals 
Question,   Mr.    R.   N.   Fowler  ;   Answer,   Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Nor  6,  854 

Jenkins,  Sir  J.  J.,  Carmarthen,  Sfc. 
Explosives  Act,  1875 — Explosion  of  Dynamite 
at  Bury  Port,  Carmarthenshire,  1533 
Explosion  of  Dynamite  at  Pembery  Bur- 
rows, 1705 

Jones-Parry,  Mr.  T.  L.,  Carnarvon,  Sfc, 

Law  and   Justice  (County   Court    Judges)— 
Appointment  of  Mr.  Selfe,  1315 

Johnson,  Eight  Hon.  "W.  M.  (Attorney 

General  for  Ireland),  Mallow 
Ireland — Irish  Land  Commission — Arrears  of 

Rent  Act— The  *'  Hanging  Gale,"  1201 
Land    Uw     Act,   1881— Rule   27— Origi- 

nating  Notices,  268,  269 
Ireland  —  Law  and    Justice  —  Miscellaneous 

Questions 
Api>ointment  of  Irish  Judges,  377 
County  Court  Judges — Mr.  Waters,  County 

Court  Judge  of  Leitrim,  1118 
Dublin  Jurors,  880,  381 
Petty  Sessions  Courts,  1913,  1914 

Kennabd,  Colonel  E.  M.,  Lymington 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the   House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  986 

KiMBERLEY,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies) 
Egypt  (Political  Affairs)— Policy  of  II.M.  Go- 
vernment, 156 
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Adjournment).  2006 

Parliament— Wigan  New  Writ,  Res.  1903 

Parnell,  Mr.,  M.P.  Ao.  (Release  from  Kilmain- 
ham),  1413,  1640,  1641,  1797,  1991 


LxTBBOOK,  Sir  J.,  London  University 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  540;  Fourth  Role  (Divi. 
8ions).1575  ;  Eighth  Rule  (Half-past  Twelve 
o'clock  Rule),  1661,  1666,  1681,  1736; 
Ninth  Rule  (Order  in  Debate),  1889 


Lyminqton,  Viscount,  Barnstaple 

Parlinment  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  Motion  for  Adjournment,  935, 
958 


Lyons,  Dr.  E.  D.,  Dublin 

Army — Queen's  Cadetships  and  Army  Medical 

Officers,  855 
Science  and  Art  Museum,  Dublin,  762,  763 


McArthtjr,  Mr.  A.,  Leicester 

England   and   France — Islands  of  the   South 

Pacific — French   Occupation    of    Raiatea — 

Treaty  of  1847,  460 
Madagascar,   Island  of— Proceedings    of   the 

French,  368 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the   House  —  New 

Rules  of  Procedure— First   Rule  (Putting 

the  Question),  1175 


Macartney,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  Tyrone 
Ireland  —  Magistracy  —  Londonderry   Magif- 

trates,  754 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question).  787  ;  Third  Rule  (Debates  on 
Motions  for  Adjournment),  1503 ;  Fourth 
Rule^Divisions),  1566 


McCarthy,  Mr.  Justin,  Longford 

Egypt— Arabi  Pasha,  1552 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Arrears  of  Rent  Act,  1982 

Irish   Land    Commission  —  Sub-Commif- 
sioners  and  Court  Valuers,  1306 


MAG 


MAC 


(INDEX) 


MAO 


MAN 


M'Oabtht,  Mr.  Jattin— eont. 

Parliament  —  Basinets  of  the  llouse  —  New 
Rales  of  Proeedare^- First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  1063  ;  Second  Rule  (Motions 
for  Adjournment  before  Publio  Business), 
H36,  1480:  Third  Rale  (Debates  on  Mo- 
tions for  Adjournment),  1403  ;  Fourth  Rule 
(Divisions),  1665,  1578;  Ninth  Rule  (Order 
in  Debate),  1781,  1813,  1823,  1871,  1880 

Pamell,  Mr.,  M.P.,d(0.  (Release from  Kilmain- 
ham),  1414 

M'CoAir,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Wieklow 
Army — Irish  Recruits,  1716 
Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  and  the  Irish  RotoU,  1130 

Maofablaks,  Mr.  D.  H.,  Carlow  Co. 

Egjpt — Miscellaneoos  Questions 
Arabi  Pasha,  1551 

Karl  of  Dufferin,  Mission  of  the,  1130 
Military  Expedition — Reported  Murder  of 
Professor  Palmer  and  Party,  1 77 
Ireland— Metropolitan  Police  Force  (Dublin) 

—Extra  Pay,  1633 
Parliament  —  Basinesa  of  the   Iloote  —  New 
Rales  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Potting 
the   Question),  421,  781  ;    Amendt.  780  ; 
Second  Role  (Motions  for  Adjoomment  be- 
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Oct   30,    368  ;    Question,    Mr.    Summers ; 
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Rules  of  Prooedare— First   Role  (Patting 
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Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  899  ;  Fourth  Rule  (Divisions^ 
1570 ;  Eighth  Rule  (Half-past  Twelve  o'clock 
Rule),  1656  ;  Amendt.  1663,  1696, 1739 
Trade  and  Commerce —  Commercial  Treaty 
with  Spain,  627 

Moore,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Clonmel 

Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Constabulary—"  Free  Force  "  of  Royal  Irish 

Constabulary,  Tipperary,  1531 
Post   Office- Acceleration  of  Irish  Mails, 

1716  :— Clonmel  Post  Office,  1535 
Public  Health — State  of  Lodging-houses  in 

Londonderry,  1634 


MoRLEY,  Earl  of  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War) 

Army  —  Reinstatement  of  Colonel  Valentine 
Baker  in  "  The  Army  List,"  154 

MoBLET,'[Mr.  A., [Nottingham 
Parliament^ —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  521 

MoBLEY,  Mr.  S.,  Bristol 
Poor  Law  (England) — Chehiea  Hospital — Right 
of   a  Pauper  to  wear  the    "  Blue  Ribbon 
Badge,"  1291 


MOW  NEW  I  I N 

t 

Mowbray,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.,  Oxford 

Uhivertity 

ParliameDt  —  Basinen  of  the  House  —  New 

Rolea  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 

the  Question).  238  :  Eighth  Rule  (Half-past 

Twelve  o'clock  Hule),  1604,  1655 

MuLHOLLAKD,  Mr.  J.,  Downpatrtck 
Ireland— Tand  Law  Act,  1881— Sub-Com mis- 
sioners,  646 

MuimELLA,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  (Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education),  Sheffield 

Education  Department — Gipsj  and  Nomadic 
Children,  1790 

Education  (SootUnd)  Act,  1873— School  Board 
Accounts,  1939 

Elementary  Education  Acts— School  Board 
Election,  Birmingham,  1907 

Medical  Acts — Recommendations  of  the  Royal 
CJommission,  626 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  1006 

Science  and  Art  Department,  South  Kensing* 
ton— Irish  Teachers,  1179 

MuKTZ,  Mr.  P.  H.,  Birmingham 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  771,  773,  780 

Navy 

MlSCILLAKEOUS   QUESTIONS 

AercOed  Fresh    Water,  Question,  Mr.  H.   S. 

Northcote ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- Banner- 

man  Nov  20,  1710 
Barracks  at  Portsmouth,    Question,    Sir    II. 

Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Mr.  CsmpbelU 

Bannerman  JVot*  7,  944 
Dockyard  Orievances,  Question,  CapUiin  Price ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman  Xov  7, 

966 
H.M.S.  ''Polyphemus;'  Question, Mr.  O'Shea ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman  Xov  33, 

1932 
aVavol  ArUUery—  The  New   Breech-loading 

Ouns,  Question,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Childera  Xov  3,  625 
The  *•  London  "  Hulk,  Zaneibar,  Question,  Mr. 

Cropper;    Answer,   Mr.    Campbell-Banncr- 

man  Nov  23,  1916 
JTte  Xaval  Reserves,  Question,  Mr.  Gourley ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Xov  22, 

1858 
The   Royal   Marines,  Questions,    Mr.    Hop. 

wood,   Mr.   Gorst ;  Answers,   Mr.  Childcrs 

Xov  16, 1534 ; — Promotion^  Question,  Colonel 

Makins ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 

Od  30,  374 
The  Royal  Marine  ArtilUry,  Question,  Colonel 

Makins  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 

Xov  2,  653 

NBWDEOATE,Mr.C.N.,  Warwiekehire.N. 
Arrears  of  Rent  (Ireland)  Act— Motion   for 
Adjournment,  1945 
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NiwDBOATB,  Mr.  C.  N.- 
India (Church  of  England) — Bishop  of  Bombay, 

948 
Parliament — Busioeu  of  the  House — Prooodure 

Resolutions,  672 
Parliament  —  Buslneu  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  693,  776,  1281 ;  Second  Rule 
(Motions  for  Adjournment  before  Public 
Business),  1350,  1351,  1449,  1484,  1490; 
Third  Rule  (Debates  on  Motions  for  Adjourn- 
ment). 1522;  Fifth  Rule  (Irrelevance  or 
Repetition).  1615, 1624.  1625  ;  Eighth  Rule 
(I^alf-past  Twelve  o'clock  Rule).  1(560,  1699, 
1746  ;  Ninth  Rule  (Order  in  Debate),  1706, 
1803;  Amcndt.  1824,  1825,  1848,  1890; 
Tenth  Rule  (Debates  on  Motions  for  Ad- 
journment), 2004 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)— Com- 
munication to  the  House,  1328 

Newfoundland  Fisheries-— The  Fortune  Bay 
Dispute 
Questions,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Oct  30, 377 

NoLAw,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Oalway  Co. 

Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Arrears  of  Rent  Act,  1083  ;— New  Rules. 

957 
Criminal  Law— Murder  of  Constable  Kava- 

nagh,  173 

Poor  Law— Poor  Law  Guardian  Qualiaea- 
tion,  1128 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of   Procedure — Chairman  of    Com- 
mittees, Personal  Explanation,  1861,  1863. 
1864 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— Ninth  Rule  (Order  in 
Debate),  1837, 1843 

NoRTHBRooK,  EetI  of  (Pirst  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty) 
Egyptian  Expedition— Vote  of  Thanks  to  Her 
Majesty's  Naval  and  MiiiUry  Forces,  Res. 
152 


NoETHcoTE,  Bight    Hon.    Sir  8.    H., 
Devon,  N. 
^g7Pt— Misoellaneous  Questions 

Arabi  Pasha,  Surrender  of  by  the  British 

to  the  Agents  of  the  Khedive,  1324 
Egyptian  Affairs,  1198 
Employment  of   II. M.   Forces,  842,  867, 
957  ;  Ministerial  SUtement,  1408,  1409. 
1411 
Policy  of  H.M.  Government.  1315 
Egyptian  Expedition— Vote  of  Thanks  to  ller 
Majesty's  Naval  and  Militory  Forces,  Res. 
194 

Ireland— Crime— AtUck  on  Mr.  Justice  Law- 
son,  1316 

Parliament—  Adjournment — The  Appropriation 
Act— Constitutional  PracMce,  21,  22 
Business  of  the  House — Arabi  Pasha,  1312  ; 
—New    Rules  —  Standing    Committees, 
954,1311,1312 
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NoBTHCOTi,  Right  Hon.  Sir  S.  H. — eont, 

Parlimment — BosineH  of  the  House — New 
Rales  of  Procedure,  Res.  52,  53,  67  :  First 
Rule  (Putting  the  Question),  120,  121,  128, 
129,  250,  290,  800,  345,  410,  414,  439,  449, 
456, 491, 723,  724,  894,  912,  922,931, 1027  ; 
Second  Rule  (Motions  for  Adjournment 
before  Public  Business),  1334, 1428 

Parliament— Privilege  (Mr.  E.  D.  Gray,  M.P.), 
Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  286 

Supply — Money  Grants  to  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley 
and  Sir  Beauchamp  Seymour,  692,  664 

NoRTHCOTE,  Mr.  H.  S.;  Exeter 

Navy— Aerated  Fresh  Water,  1710 
Parliament — Business    of    the     House — New 

Rules  of   Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 

the  Question),  1049 


Norwood,    Mr.   0.  M.,   Kingeton-upon' 
Hull 

Mexico  and  England—  Renewal  of  Diplomatic 
Relations,  373 


O'Bbibne,  Colonel  F.,  Leitrim 

Army — Army  Veterinary  Department,  1530 
Ireland — Magistracy — Clerk  of  Petty  Sessions, 
Co.  Leitrim,  1100,  1914 
Post  OflBce — Rural  Letter  Carriers,  757 


O'Brien,  Sir  P.,  King's  Co. 

Ireland — Arrears  of  Rent  Act,  1987 

Magistracy — Memorial  of  Resident  Magis- 
trates, 1112 
Parliament — Business    of    the    House — New 
Rules   of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  (Question),  1257 

O'OoimoB,  Mr.  A.,  Queen' e  Co, 

Ireland  —  Board  of   Works  —  Retirement    of 
OflBcers,  1095 
Inland  Navigation— River  Barrow,  1104 
Parliament— Business    of    the     House — New 
Rules  of    Procedure — Fourth  Rule  (Divi- 
sions), Motion  for  Adjournment,  1573 

O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Oalway 

Convict   Labour  and  Harbours  of    Refuge — 

Reporter  the  Committee,  1187 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Arrears  of  Rent  Act,  1057 
Law    and    Justice — Treatment    of   Crown 

Witnesses,  1926 
Royal     Irish    Constabulary — Assaults    by 

Policemen,  1119 
State  of— Distress— Tory  Island,  1921 
Lieutenancy — Privileges  of  London  and  Dublin, 

1124,1125 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House— New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  327 ;  Second  Rule  (Motions 
for  Adjournment  before  Public  Business), 
1379, 1380,  1432,  1448,  1482  :  Eighth  Rule 
(Oalf.paat  Twelve  o'clock  Rule),  1742,1746; 
Ninth  Rule  (Order  in  Debate),  1755,  1761  ; 
Amendt.  1809, 1820,  1834, 1865, 1869, 1891 


O'DoHNELL,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Dungarvan 
Army— « Soldier^s   Pocket   Book"— Flags   of 

Truce,  1546 
Egypt — Miscellaneous  (Questions 
Arabi  Pasha,  1114,  1184,  1205 
Dual  Control,  The,  670 
Earl  of  Dufferin,  Mission  of  the,  1120 
Ismail  Sadyk  Pasha,  1184 
Military  Expedition — Murder  of  Professor 

Palmer  and  Party,  308,  372 
Soudan,  The,  668 
Egyptian  Expedition — Vote  of  Thanks  to  Her 
Majesty's  Naval  and  Military  Forces,  Res. 
178,  204,  207 
India — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Bengal— Chief    Magistrate    of    Calcutta, 

1918 
Bombay — Local  Administration,  1725 
British  Burmah— Mra  Tha  Doon,  1724 
Criminol  Procedure  Code — Salem  Rioters, 

1917, 1918 
Madras — Gold  Mining  Company's  Govern- 
ment Oflaciafs,  1917 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Arrears  of  Rent  Act,  1988  ; — Applications, 

167,  1716 
International  Fisheries  Exhibition,  1296 
Irish  Land  Commission — Donegal  and  Derry 
Sub- Commissions — Judicial  Rents,  1296, 
1297, 1298 ;— OflScial  Valuators— Appoint- 
ment   of   Mr.    Fitsgerald,    175  ; — Sub- 
Commissioners,  647 
Magistracy — Baltinglass  Magistrates,  364 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act— 'Arrest  of  Mr. 

M.  Harris,  764 
Royal    University  —  Queen's    Colleges — 

Granting  of  Degrees,  1183 
Science  and  Art  Museum,  Dublin,  1932 
Stote    of— Distress— Tory    Island,     1920, 
1921,  1922 
Parliament — Business    of    the    House — New 
Rules  of   Procedure — First    Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  237,  247  :  Amendt.  311,  313, 
354,   409 ;    Motion   for   Adjournment,  562, 
564,  774 ;  Second  Rule  (Motions  for  Ad- 
journment  before  Public  Business),   1354; 
Amendt.   1361,   1479;    Fifth    Rule  (Irrele- 
vance or  Repetition),  1619  ;   Eighth   Rule 
(Half.past  Twelve  o'clock  Rule),  1662, 1678, 
1684  ;  Ninth  Rule  (Order  in  Debate),  1780, 
1844 
Scotland— Crofters  in  the  Island  of  Skye,  1919 

O'GoRBiAN  Mahon,  The,   Clare 

Ireland,  State  of— Impending  Famine — Distress 
in  Co.  Clare,  945 

O'Kelly,  Mr.  J.,  Roseommon 

Egypt— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Appointment    of  Baker  Pasha,  170,  274, 

622,  624,  857 
Arabi  Pasha,  1196 
Army  Re-organ ixation,  1127 
Sir    Garnet  Wolseley  and   Baker  Patha, 

1110 
Soudan,  The,  1550 


Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Arrears  of  Rent  Act,  1966,  1077 
Poor   Law  —  Belfast    Union  —  Mr. 
Humphrej,  1629 
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0*Kbllt,  Mr.  J — eont, 

PreT«ntion    of   Orime    Act  —  Compensa- 
tion for  MalicioDi  fiarniog  of  Dwelling- 
houae»  1106 
State  of— DiitrMt — Roicomnion,  1932 
Poat  Offloo— The  "  Iriah  Nation,"  650 
Spain — International  Law — Surrender  of  Cuban 
Refngeea,  379,  67d,  469,  060,940,  941.  1931 

Onslow,  Mr.  D.  B.,  Guildford 

Army  (India) — Indian  Local  Caralr/  OiBoers, 

851 
Arrears  of  Rent  (Ireland)  Act.  1936 
Burmab,  Affairs  of— Papers,  866 
Egypt — Miseellaneous  Questions 

Military  Expedition — Grant  to  the  Forees 
employed,    1549; — Surrender    of    Pri- 
soners of  War  to  the  Agents  of  the  Khe- 
dive, 1303 
Military    Operations— Indian     Conting^ent 
^Incidence  of  Expenses,  163,  164,  628, 
639 
Religions  Ceremonies — "  Mecca  Carpet  "— 
Memorandum  of  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley, 
1896 
Soudan,  Despatch  of  EogHsh  OfBoers  to  the, 
1288,  1402,  1403 
India — Consuls  at  the  NatiYO  States— Case  of 

Mr.  Silbiger,  1923 
Parliament— Adjournment  of  the  House,  70 
Business  of  the  Ilouse — Arabi  Pasha,  1314  ; 
— Proroption,  382 
Parliament — Business    of    the    House — New 
Rules  of  Procedure— Fir»t  Rule   (Putting 
the  Question),  Motion  for  Adjournment,  236  ; 
Second    Rule    (Motions    for    Adjournment 
before  Public  Business),  1467 ;  Ninth  Rule 
(Order  in  Debate).  1806,  1856,  1865,  1871, 
1880,  1888  ;  Amendt.  1804 
Parnell,  Mr.,  M.P.,  Ac. (Release  from  Kilmain- 
ham),  1414 

O'SHAUOHirBSBT,  Mr.  B.,  Limerieh 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouse — New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  1162 

O'Shsa,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Clm-e 

Army  Pensioners — Stoppage  of  Pension  when 

Resident  Abroad,  1292 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Irish  Land  Commission— Official  Valuators, 

165 
Railwayt-^Ennis  and  West  Clare  Railway, 

1929 
SUte  of— Distress  in  the  West,  464,  945, 
1711,1028 
Navy— H.M.S.  '*  Polyphemus,*'  1922 
Parliament — Business    of    the    House — New 
Rules  of  Procedure- First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  1177, 1207 

O'SuLLiVAN,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Ztmeriek  Co. 
Ireland— Labourers'  Question,  761,  863 

Otway,  Sir  A.  J.,  Boehestor 

Eg;  pt— Action  of  Italy,  1403 
France  and   Tunis  —  Commercial  Treaty  of 
1875— CapitttUtions,  272 


Otwat,  Sir  A.  J.— «oiil. 

Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prerention 
B;11— Recent  Floods— Wiabeoh  and  Lynn, 
1547 

Paeifie  {South)^  lilandt  of   th$ — French 

Oecupation    of  Raiatsa — Treaty    of 

1847 
Questions,    Mr.    A.  M'Arthur,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
Ocl  31,  460 

Paget,  Mr.  B.  H.,  SomereeUhire,  Mid 

Army  Medical  Department  —  Departmental 
Committee,  385 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Now 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  230,  430  :  Second  Rule  (Mo- 
tions for  Adjournment  before  Public  Busi- 
ness), 1844.  1391  ;  Eighth  Rule  (Half-past 
Twelve  o'clock  Rule),  1740 

Parnell,  Mr.,  M.P.,  Ac. (Release  from  Kilmain- 
ham),  1416 

Palmbr,  Mr.  C.  M.,  Durham^  IT. 

Egypt— Sues  Canal,  862 

Palmer,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Lincoln 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Role  (Putting 
the  Question),  Amendt.  411;  Eighth  Rule 
(Half-past  Twelve  o'clock  Rule),  Amendt. 
1728 

Parker,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Perth 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — Fourth  Rule  (Divi- 
sions),  1569,  1570  ;  Amendt.  1579  ;  Ninth 
Rule  (Order  in  Debate),  1704 

Parliament 

LORDS— 

Judicial  Butiruiit  Ordered,  That  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Judicial  Business  of  the  House, 
Friday  the  10th  day  of  November  next  be 
deemed  the  "first  sitting  day  after  the 
Recess  "  Oct  24 

Adjournment,  Question,  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury;  Answer,  Earl  Granville  Oei  26, 
160 ;  MoTed,  "  That  the  House  do  adjourn 
to  Friday  the  lOth  day  of  Norember  next " 
( The  Earl  Granville) 

COMMONS— 

RuUe  and  Ordert — "  Leave  of  Uie  Houee,** 
Question,  Mr.  Stanley  Lcighton  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Speaker  Xov  16, 1557 

Butineit  of  Ihe  ffouie  and  PuHie  Bueineee 
Order  of  Businest,  Questions,  Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson,  Lord  John  Manners ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Oct  25,  73;— 7%^  Prorogation, 
Question,  Mr.  Onslow  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Oct  30,  882  i-^Lord  Mayor'e  Bay, 
Question,  Mr.  Warton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Xov  2,  071  ; — ilraM  PojAa,  Questions, 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Mr.  Bourkr,  Mr. 
OTonnor  Power,  Mr.  Gibson,  Mr.  Utisluw, 
Mr.  Molloy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  ^Y<h*  13, 
1312;— Jfr.  Bradlaugh,  Quesiioo,  Mr. 
Firth  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  iVov  81, 1790 
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PaRLIAMKNT — COMMONB  —  rC^f. 

Palace  of  Westminster — Kew  Hou»e  of  Com- 
monSf  Question,  Cn plain  Aylmer  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Xor  3,  767  :—The  Central 
flallf  Question,  Mr.  Schreiber ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre^Aor  23,  1916 

Parliamentary  Oath  {Mr.  Ih'adlaugh),  Com- 
munication to  tbo  llonse  ;  short  debate 
thereon  Xoc  13,  1327;  Question,  Viscount 
Sandon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  l.abouchere  Xov  14, 
1418; — Notices  of  Motion^  Observations, 
Questions,  Lord  Rnn(l<»lph  Churchill,  Mr. 
Laboucherc  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker  :  Qucs' 
tion,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill ;  [No  an- 
swer] JNoy  20,  1726;  Question,  Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill ;  Answer,  Mr.  Labouchere 
Nov  21,  1793 

Adjournment — llie  Appropriativn  Act — Con* 
stittUional  Practice,  Observations,  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill  Oct  24,  3  ;  Moved, 
*' That  this  House  do  now  adjourn"  {Lord 
Randolph  Churchill) ;  after  debate.  Question 
put ;  A.  142,  N.  209  ;  M.  67  (0.  L.  341.) 

Adjournment,  Observations,  Mr.  Parncll ; 
Question,  Mr.  Ontlow  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Speaker  Xov  23,  1936;  Moved,  "That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn  "  {Mr.  Parnelt)  ; 
after  long  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Parliamtnt — Buiinest  of  the  House — 'ITie 

New  Rules  of  Procedure 
MisoELLiNEoua  Questions 

Notice  of  Motion,  Lord  Georp^e  Hamilton 
Oct  27,  283;  Observations,  Mr.  Speaker; 
short  debate  thereon,  287  :  Question,  Mr. 
Newdegato ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  aVoi' 2, 
672 

Amendments  tu  lit  Resolution,  Question,  Mr. 
Joseph  Cowen ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstono 
Oct  24,  33 

Casual  Chairmen,  Question,  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Oct  27, 
283 

Standing  Committee?,  Questions,  Mr.  J.  G. 
Talbot,  Mr.  Gorst,  Sir  U.  Drummond  Wolff, 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Xoi'  7,  963  ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  G. 
Talbot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Xov  9, 1126  ; 
Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Xov  13,  IStl  ;  Question,  Sir 
R.  Asshcton  Cross  ;  Answer,  Mr-  Gladstone 
Xov  15, 1486 ;  Notice,  Lord  John  Manners 
Xov  16,  1568 

Application  of  the  First  Rule  {Putting  the 
Qufrtion),' Question,  Mr.  Lewis;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Xov  13,  1327  :  Personal 
KxpIanation,Sir  William  Hart  D^kc  Xov  16, 
1566 

The  CJtairman  of  Committees,  Personal  Expla- 
nation, Mr.  Lyon  Playfair;  short  debate 
thereon  Xov  22, 1859 

Parliament — Buiiness  of  the  Uouse — The 
New  Rules  of  Procedure 
Moved,  **  That  tbo  Consideration  of  the  New 
Rules  of  Procedure  have  precedence  of  all 
Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motions 
on  every  day  for  which  they  may  be  set 
down  "   {Mr.  Oladstone)  Oct  24,  45  ;  after 
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Parliament — Businest  of  the  House  —  The  X*w 
Rules  of  Procedure — cont. 

debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned  '*  (ifr.  Chaplin)  ;  after  further 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  67 

Amendt.  to  leave  oat  "and  Notices  of  Mo- 
tions"  {Mr.  Itaikes)  ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words,  Ac.  ;  "  after  short  debate, 
Question  put ;  A.  96,  N.  46  ;  M.  60  (D.  L. 
342) 

Main  Question  put  ;  A.  98,  N.  47  ;  M.  61 
(D.  L.  343) 

Ordered,  That  the  Consideration  of  the  New 
Rules  of  Procedure  have  precedence  of  all 
Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motions  on 
every  day  for  which  they  may  be  set  down  ;  " 
Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjoarn  *' 
{Mr.  Oladstone)  ;  after  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion put,  and  agreed  to 

The  Xew  Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  {Put- 
ting the  Question) 

Adjourned  Debate  on   Main   Question  [20th 

February]  resumed 
Main  Question  again  proposed  ;  Debate  resumed 

[Seventh  Night]  Oct  9.5,  74 
Adjourned   Debate   resumed    [Eighth    Night] 

Oct  26,  213 

Debate  resumed  [Ninth  Night]  Oct  27,  289 

Debate  resumed  [Tenth  Night]  Oct  SO,  386 

Debate  resumed  [Eleventh  Night]  Oct  81,  472 

Debate  resumed  [Twelfth  Night]  Xov  1,  664 

Debate  resumed  [Thirteenth  Night]  Xov  2,  674 

Debate  resumed  [Fourteenth  Night]  Xov  3,  768 

Debate  resumed  [Fifteenth  Night]  Xov  6,  867 

Debate  resumed  [Sixteenth  Night]  Xov  7*  958 

Debate  resumed  [Seventeenth  Night]    Xov    8 
1028 

Debate  resumed  [Eighteenth  Night]  Xov  9, 
1130 

Debate  resumed  [Nineteenth  Night]  Xov  10, 
1206;  after  long  debate,  main  Question,  as 
amended,  pat ;  A.  304,  N.  260  ;  M.  44 

Div.  List,  A.  and  N.,  1283 

Secoiui  Rule  {Motions  for  Adjournment  before 

Public  Business) 

Further  Consideration  of  N^w  Rules  resumed 
[Twentieth  Night]  Xov  13,  1329 

Debato  resumed  [Twenty-first  Night]  Xov  14, 

1418 
Debate  resumed  [Twenty-second  Night]  Xov  16, 

1487  ;  after  short  debate,  main  Question,  as 

amended^  put,  and  agreed  to 

Third  Rule  {Debates  on  Motions  for  Adjournment) 

Debate  refumed  [Twenty-third  Night]  Xov  16, 
1669 ;  main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Fourth  Rule  {Divisions) 

After  debate,  main  Question,  as  amended,  put, 
and  agreed  to 

Fifth  Rule  (Irrelevance  or  Repetition) 

After  debate,  main  Question,  as  amended,  put, 
and  agreed  to 
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ParUamefU—Buhnea  of  the  Soute^Tfke  New 
RuUs  of  Proeedure^-eoni, 

Sixth  RuU  [Poitpcnement  of  PrtambU) 

Further  Coniideration  of  New  Rales  resnmed 
[Twenty-fourth  Night]  Nov  17,  1646;  after 
short  debate,  main  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to,  without  Amendment 

Seventh  Rule  (Chairman  to  leave  the  Chair 
without  Q^eitum) 

After  short  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  137,  N. 
09 ;  M.  68  (D.  L.  876) 

Eighth  RuU  (Half-pait  Twelve  o'Cloek  Rule) 

Standing  Order  18  February  1870,  amended 
9  May  1882,  read«  1651 

SUnding  Order  (Half-past  TweWe  o'Cloek 
Rule)  18  February  1879,  amended  9  May 
1883  further  oonsidered  [Twenty-fifth  Night] 
Nov  20,  1728;  after  further  long  debate. 
Question  put ;  A.  100,  N.  12  ;  M.  88  (D.  L. 
880) 

Ninth  Rule  (Order  in  DebaU) 

Standing  Order  of  38   February   1880  read, 

1753 
Standing  Order  (Order  in  Debate)  28  February 

1880»furtherooDsidered  [Twenty-sixth  Night] 

Nov^l,  1798 
Standing  Order  (Order  in  Debate)  28  February 

1880,   further    oonsidered    [Twenty-seventh 

Night]  Nov  22,   1864  ;   after  long  debate. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Standing  Order,  as 

amended,  be  agreed  to;"  A.  161,  N.  19  ;  M. 

li2(D.  L.393) 

Tenth  RuU  (Debatet  on  Motfona  for  Adjournment) 

Further  Consideration  of  New  Rules  resumed 
[Twenty-eighth  Night]  Nov  23,  1991  ;  after 
short  debate,  main  Question,  as  amended, 
put ;  A.  82,  N.  26  ;  ^1.  56  (D.  L.  395) 

Parliament  ^-  PriviUge  {Mr.  Edmand 
Dwyer  Oray,  M.P.) 

MoTod,  «<  That  the  Letter  of  the  16th  August, 
1882,  from  the  Right  Hon.  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson  to  Mr.  Speaker,  informing  the 
House  of  the  eommitment  of  Mr.  Edmond 
Dwyer  Gray,  a  Member  of  this  House  for 
contempt  of  Court,  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  for  the  purpose  of  considering 
and  reporting  whether  any  of  the  matters 
referred  to  therein  demand  the  further  atten- 
tion of  the  House  "  (Afr.  Oladetone)  Oct  24, 
34 ;  after  short  debate.  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Letter  of  the  Right  Hon.  Mr.  Justice  Lawson 
read  * 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  said 
Communication  be  referred  to  the  Select 
Committee  to  which  the  letter  4>f  the  16th 
August  1882,  from  the  Right  Honourable 
Mr.  Justice  Lawson  to  Mr.  Speaker,  was 
referred  "  {Mr.  Gladstone)  Oct  25,  71  ;  Mo- 
tion agreed  to 

Nomination  of  SeUct  Committee,  Moved,  '*That 
the  Select  Committee  do  consist  of  the  fol- 
lowing Members  : — Mr.  Gladstone,  Sir  Staf- 
ford Nortlicote,  Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  Whitbread, 
Sir  John  Mowbray.  Mr.  Raikes,  Mr.  Attor^ 
ney    General,    Sir    llardinge    Giflkrd,    Mr. 

[eonU 


ParUawient — PriviUge   (Mr,    Edmond   Dwyer 
Oray,  if.  P.)— oont. 

Plunket,  Mr.  Pamell,  Sir  Charles  Forsften 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Justin  M*Carthy,  Mr* 
Dillwyn,  and  Mr.  Healy  ;  Power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  records  ;  Five  to  be  the 
quorum  "  (Mr,  Oladetone)  Oct  27,  284 

Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Healy  be  omitted "  (Sir 
Berbert  Maxwell) ;  alter  short  debate.  Mo- 
tion withdrawn 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  do  oon- 
sist  of  Seventeen  Members ;  That  Admiral 
Sir  John  Hay  and  Sir  Edward  Colebrooke 
be  added  to  the  Committee  (Sir  Berbert 
Maxwell)  Oct  80,  385 

Report  of  Select  Committee,  Report  from  the 
Select  Committee  on  Privilege  (Mr.  Cbay), 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  brought  up,  and 
read  Nov  14,  1485;  after  short  debate. 
Moved,  "  That  the  Report  do  lie  upon  the 
Table"  (Mr.  Attorney  General);  Debate 
adjourned 

Question,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Nov  16,  1555 ;  Question,  Sir 
John  Hay ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  17* 
1641 

Debate  resumed  Nov  17,  1700 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
**  the  Report  and  Minutes  of  the  proceedings 
be  re-committed  to  the  Select  Committee,  so 
far  as  they  relate  to  a  paragraph  referring  to 
the  Law  of  Contempt  proposed  to  be  added 
to  the  Report  by  Mr.  Sexton  *'  (Mr,  Glad" 
stone)  V. ;  Question  proposed,  **  That  the 
words,  Ae, ; "  after  short  debate.  Question 
put,  and  negatived 

Words  added  ;  main  Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Parliament —  Wigan  New  Writ 
Moved.  ■•  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  War- 
rant to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery 
to  make  out  a  new  Writ  for  the  Election  of 
a  Member  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament 
for  the  borough  of  Wigan,  in  the  room  of 
Francis  Sharp  Powell,  esquire,  whose  Elee* 
tion  has  been  declared  to  be  void"  (H^. 
Wxnn)  Nov  23,  1897;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to 

PARLIAMBirT — HOUSB  OF  OoMMOKS 

New  Writs  Jssued 

Oct,  27^ For  Edinburgh  City,  v.  James  Cowan, 
esquire,  Cbiltem  Hundreds 

Nov,  2 — For  the  Borough  of  Enni%  v,  Jamee 
Lysaght  Finigao,  esquire.  Manor 
of  Northstead 

Nov.  18 — For  the  City  of  New  Sarum,  v, 
William  Henry  Grenfell,  esquire, 
one  of  the  Grooms  in  Waiting  on 
Her  Majesty 

AW.    la^For  University  of  Cambridge,    c. 
Right  hon.  Spenoer  Horatio  Wal- 
pole.  Manor  of  Northstead 
For  Preston,  v.   Right  Hon.  Henry 
Cecil  Raikes,  Chiltem  Hundreds 

Nov.  23"  For  the  Borough  of  Wigan,  v.  Fran- 
cis Sharp  Powell,  esquire,  whose 
Election  has  been  declared  to  be 
void 
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PaRUAMINT  —  OODt. 

Nbw  Memher%  Sworn 

Oct.  2i— Thomas  Shaw,  ebqaire,  HalxfaM 

Alexander  Craig  Sellar,  esquire,  Had" 

dington  DUtriet  of  Burghi 
Nov.  6— Samuel  Danks  Waddy,  esquire,   City 

of  Edinburgh 
Nov.   17— Matthew  Joseph    Kenny,  esquire, 

Ennis  Borough 
Kov.   21  -Coleridee  John   Kennard.  esquire, 

City  of  New  Sarum 

Parnell,  Mr.,  Af,P.,  Sfe.  (Release  from 
Kilmainham) 
Notice  of  Motion,  Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke  ;  Questions, 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill,  Mr.  J.  Lowther, 
Mr.  Macfarlane,  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy,  Cap- 
tain Aylmer,  Mr.  Onslow,  Mr.  Bourke, 
Colonel  Stanley,  Mr.  R.  H.  Paget,  Mr.  Salt ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  iVbt;  14,  Ull  ;  No- 
tice, Observations,  Mr.  J.  R.  Torke  ;  Reply, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  16,  1557  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  J.  R.  -lorke,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill,  Mr.  J.  Lowther,  Lord 
John  Manners ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Nov  17,  1637  ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  20, 1727 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  21,  1706 ; 
Nov  23,  1090 


Pabnell,  Mr.  0.  S.,  Cork  City 

Egyptian  Expedition — Vote  of  Thanks  to  Her 
Majesty's  Naval  and  Military  Forces,  Res. 
210 
Ireland^-Miscellaneous  Questions 

Crime— Reported   Murder  of   a    Catholic 

Clergyman,  1206 
Land   Law    Act,    1881 — Applications    for 
Loans,  1706  ; — Sub- Commissioners,  641 
Law  and  Justice — Dublin  Jurors,  380 
Law  and  Police^ — Domiciliary  Visits  of  the 

Police— Millstreet,  631 
Peace   Preservation   Act,   1881 — Matthew 

Smyth,  Case  of,  1186 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act — Arrest  of  Mr. 
M.  Harris,  763,  764 
Ireland — Arrears  of  Rent  Act — Miscellaneous 
Questions 
1035  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1036, 1037, 

1043, 1057, 1065.  1074,  1077,  1080 
Case  of  Anthony  Galeagher,  1030 
Extension  of  Time,  1553,  1722,  1723 
The  "  Hanging  Gale,"  1201,  1404 
Ireland,  State  of— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Captain  Dickenson  and  John  Ryan,  1101 
Danger  of  Famine,  1310 
Distress  in  the  West,  047,  1710 
Disturbance  at  New  Bridge,  Co.  Gal  way, 
672 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the   House  —  New 
Rules   of  Procedure — First    Rule   (Putting 
the  Question),  721  ;  Second  Rule  (Motions 
for   Adjournment  before   Public   Business), 
1447,  1466  :  Fourth  Rule  (Divisions),  1584  ; 
Eighth    Rule    (Half-past    Twelve    o'clock 
Rule),   1662,   1680;    Amendt.   1681,   1743, 
1745,  1750,  1751:    Ninth   Rule  (Order  in 
Debate).  1757,  1770,  1800 ;   Amendt.  1800, 
;8i0, 1876, 1882^  1803 


Pautsll,  Mr.  C.  S. — eonU 

Parliament — Privilege  (Mr.  E.  D.  Gray, 
M.P.),  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  37; 
Report,  1485 ;  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
1486 

Patkick,  Mr.  R.  W.  Coohean-,  Ayrshire, 
N. 
Parliament — Business  of  the   House— > New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  1152 
Science    and   Art — Hamilton    Collection    of 
MSS.  650,1101 

Pease,  Mr.  A.,  Whitby 

Egypt— Public  Health  in  Cairo,  654 

Slavery  Convention  of  1877,  1721 
Spain — Emancipation  Act,  Cuba,  655 

Pease,  Sir  J.  W.,  Durham,  S. 

China — Chefoo    Convention  —  Opium    Duties, 

1005 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 

Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 

the  Question),  1060 

Peel,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Warwick  Bo. 

Parliament^ Business  of  the  House — New 
Rules  of  Procedure — Fourth  Rule  (Divi- 
sions), 1565 :  Ninth  Rule  (Order  in  Debate), 
Amendt.  1882 

Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention 
Bill — Recent  Floods^>Wisbeoh  and  Lynn, 
1547 

Pell,  Mr.  A.,  Leicestershire,  8. 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  «-  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  115 

Pemberton,  Mr.  E.  L.,  Kent,  E. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — Ninth  Rule  (Order  in 
Debate),  1817 

Penal  Servitude  Commission,  1879 — Irish 

Convict  Labour 
Question,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Trevelyan  iVbt;  23,  1022 

Pebcy,  Lord  Algernon,  Westminster 
Egypt  (Military  Expedition)— H  Battery,  4th 
Brigade,  Royal  Artillery,  1308 

Percy,  Bight  Hon.   Earl,  NorthumbeT' 

land,  I^, 

Parliament — Business   of   the   House  —  New 

Rules  of  Procedure — Third  Rule  (Debates 

on  Motions  for  Adjournment),  1526  ;  Fourth 

Rule  (Divisions),  1564 


Peru 
England  and  Peru  ^Tlu  Peruvian  Bondholders 
—  Corrtf#;>omitfn«tfTQue8tion,  Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  17.  1681 
TreaJtmentof  Chinese  Coolies,  Question,  Mr.  R. 
N.  Fowler ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  D\\\<^ 
No9  23, 101^ 
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Phipps,  Mp.  0.  P.,  WesthuTff 

Parlmment — Basineu  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Uulo  (Putting 
the  QuostioD),  1008 

Phippb,  Mr.  P.,  Northamptonshire  J  S. 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the    Mouse  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First   Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  999 

Playfaib,    Right    Hon.     Mr.     Lyon 

(Chairman  of  Committees  of  Ways 

and  Means  and  Deputy  Speaker), 

Edinburgh  and  St.  Andreio^s   Uhi- 

v&rsitiei 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the    House — New 
Rules    of  Procedure — Chairman    of    Com- 
mittees, Personal  Explanation,  1659 

Plttnket,  Right  Hon.   D.  R.,  Dublin 

Uhivenity 
Parliament  —  Privilege    (Mr.    E.    D.     Gray. 
M.P.),  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  44  ; 
Report  of,  1702 

Police  and  Sanitary  Regulation% — Recom- 
mendations of  the  Select  Committee 
Questions,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  M*Laren  ;  An- 
swers, The  Lord  Advocate  Xov  23,  1905 


Poor  Law  {England) 

MXiOILLAIiaOUB  QUSSTTONB 

Chelsea  Workhouse— Right  of  a  Paitperio  wear 

the  •*  Blue  Ribbon  Radge/*  Question,  Mr.  S. 

Morley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  JVbr  IS,  1291 
Election  of  a    Guardian  a<    Town    Mailing, 

KenU-inquiry  as  to  Alleged  Illegal  Prac- 
tices,  Question,  Mr.  Broadhurst;  Answer, 

Mr.  Dodson  Nov  16,  1552 
"  Qrubb  V.  Chesterton  Board  of  Guardians" 

Question,   Dr.  Farqubarson ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Dodson  Nov  13.  1308 
Overcrowdinq  in  Lunatic    Wardf^    Question, 

Mr.  W.  ^.   Corbet  ;  Answer,    Mr.  Dodson 

Nov  9, 1103 
Triennial  Election  of  Guardians,    Question, 

Mr.    Salt;    Answer,   Mr.   Dodson  Nov  17, 

1629 
Whiteehapel     Vnion—Boarded-out    Children, 

Questions,    Lord     George     llamilton,    Mr. 

Bryoe;  Answers.  Mr.  Dodson  Nov  20,  1708 

PoBTBB,  Mr.  A.  M.  (Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland),  Londonderry  Co, 
Ireland  —  Irish    Land    Commission  —  Official 
Valuators,  165 
Land  Law  Act,   1881 — Decrees  for  Rent, 
1540 

Post  Oppiob  (England) 

MllOaLLAMEOUl  QuBBTIONfl 

The   American  Mails,   Question,  Mr.  Datj ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett  Nov  2,  656 
EaH   African  Mail  Service,  Question,    Mr. 

Slagg ;  Answer,  Mr.  FawceU  Nov  10,  ll'Ji 

[cent* 


Post  Offici— cont. 

Oceanic  Mail  Contracts,  Question,  Mr.  Baxter  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett  AW  10,  1205 
Acceleration  of  the  Irish  Mails,  Question,  Mr. 

Moore  :  Answer.  Mr.  Fawcett  Nov  20,  1710 
Pouting  Letters  by  Sunday  Mails,  Quention, 

Mr.  Brodrick  :  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  Nov  9, 

lllO 
Posting  in  Mail  Trains,  Question.  Sir  John 

Hay  ;   Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  Nov  20,  1724 
Post    Office     Appointments,     Question,     Mr. 

Caine ;    Answer,    Mr.  Gladstone    Nov    13, 

1310 
The  "  Irish  Nation,"  Question.  Mr.  O'Kclly  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevclyan  Nov  2,  650 
The  Parcel   Post,  Question,  Mr.    Wilbraham 

Egerlon  ;    Answer,   Mr.    Fawcett     Oct   SO, 

383 

Teleqraph  Department  —  Overhead  Telegraph 
l^ires,  Questions,  Sir  Henry  Tyler;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Fawcett  Nov  2,  027  ;  Nov  9, 
1105 

PowEB,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mayo 

Ireland — Arrears  of  Rent,  1986 

Land  Law  Act,  1881— Sub-Commissioners, 
613  ; — Mafo    Sub-Commissioners,    865, 
366  ;— List' of  Cases,  847,  848,  1294 
Parliament— Business  of  tho  House,  1313 
Parliament  —  Business   of  the   House  —  New 
Rules   of    Procedure — First    Rule    (Putting 
the  Question).    331;    Amendt.    818,    821, 
823,    830,  896,    900,    1072;    Ninth    Rule 
(Order  in  Debate),  1755, 1779 
Parliament  —  Privilege    (Mr.    E.    0.    Gray, 
M.r.),   Nomination   of    Select    Committee, 
280 

PmcE,  Captain  G.  E.,  Devonport 
Navy— Dockyard  Grievances,  956 


Prisons  (England)  Act— Aylesbury  Gaol 
Question,  Mr.  Carington  ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Ilarcourt  Nov  13,  1287 


Public  Health — Temporary  Abodes 

Question,    Mr.    Burt;    Answer,   Mr.    Dodaon 
.yor21,1790 

Public  Health  Act — Condemned  Houses  at 

Bristol 
Question.  Mr.  Stewart  Macliver  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Dodson  Nov  6,  854 

Public  Offices^  Civil  Servants  of  the  Crown 
in  Connection  tcith  Financial  Under- 
takings 
Questions,   Sir  George  Campbell,    Mr.  J.    G. 
Hubbard,   Mr.   Arthur    Arnold ;    Answers, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  9,  1121 

[Sec  title  CitM  Servants  of  the  Cromi] 

PuLKBTON,  Mr.  J,  n.,  Devonport 
France  and  lunis— Rumoured  Treaty,  169 
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Baikes,  Eight  Hon.  H.  C,  Preston 

Parliament  —  Busineu  of  the  Iloase  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure,  Res.  63  ;  Amendt.  67  ; 
First  Rule  (Putting  the  Question),  113: 
Amenilt.  239,302,  437  ;  Third  Rule  (Debates 
on  Motions  for  Adjournment),  1627 


Hailwaf/g 

Fire  in  a  Pullman  Car — Inquest  an  Dr.  Arthur, 
Question,  Mr.  Alderman  W.  Lawrence ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Nov  6,  845 

Metropolis —  Workmen*  s  TrainSf  Question, 
Mr.  Firth  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Holms  Nov  7, 
049 ;  Question,  Mr.  Firth ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  Nov  16,  1542 

Use  of  Mirrors^  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Chamberlain  Nov  3,  760 


Bamsay,  Mr.  J.,  Falkirk^  Sfe, 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  834 

Rankix,  Mr.  J.,  Leominster 
Government  Annuities  and  Assurance  Act,  1883 

— The  Annuity  and  Insurance  Tables,  628 
Ireland — Arrears    of   Rent    Act^-Emigration 
Clauses,  626 


Eedmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,  New  Ross 

Ireland — Ijiw    and    Justice — Appointment    of 
Irish  Judges,  377 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881  —  Arms  Li- 
cences, 462,  463 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First   Rule   (Putting 
the  Question),- 307 

EiOHABDSON,  Mr.  J.  N.,  Armagh  Co, 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Arrears  of  Rent  Act,  1064,  1065 
Irish  Land  Commission — Fair  Rents,  1544 
Land    Uw    Act,    1881  —  Ulster   Tenant 
Farmers*  Association,  1721 
Madagascar  —  Number    of    British    Subjects 
compared  with  those  of  France,  1544 
Number   of  British  Subjects  resident   ic, 
including   Creoles  from    the   Mauritius, 
1717 

Ritchie,  Captain  C.  T.,  Totoer  Hamlets 
Egjpt— Military  Expedition — Murder  of  Pro- 
fessor Palmer  and  Party,  368,  371,  372 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  237,  308,  802,  800,  1224; 
Second  Rule  (Motions  for  Adjournment  before 
Public  Business),  1440 

Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention 

BiU 

LegisUxtum^  Question,  Mr.  Brinton;  Answer, 
Mr.  DodBonJVb9  21, 170i 

The  Recent  Floods—  Wisbeeh  and  Lynn.  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Peel,  Sir  Arthur  Otway;  An- 
iwerSy  Mr,  Dodson  Nov  16, 1547 


EoaSBs,  Mr.  J.  E.  Thorold,  Southwark 

Agriculture^Ensilnge,  1705 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  810  ;  Second  Rule  (Motions 
for  Adjournment  before  Public  Business), 
1437  :  Fiflh  Rule(IrreloTance  or  Repetition ), 
1602;  Eighth  Rule  (Half.past  Twelve  o'clock 
Rule),  1654,  1655,  1672;  Amendt.  1678, 
1745 

Russell,  Mr.  0.,  Dundalk 

Ireland — Arrears  of  Rent  Act,  1050 

Land  Law  Act,  1881 — Sub-Commissioners, 
645 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  1221  ;  Second  Rule  (Motions 
for  Adjournment  before  Public  Business), 
1457 


Russell,  Mr.  G.  W.  E.,  Ayleshury 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question).  718, 1141 

Royal  Courts  of  Justice,  1645 


Rylands,  Mr.  P.,  Burnley 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — Second  Rule  (Motions 
for  Adjournment  before  Public  Business), 
1420  ;  Third  Rule  (Debates  on  Motions  for 
Adjournment),  1405;  Fourth  Rule  (Divi- 
sions),  1564  ;  Eighth  Rule  (Half-past  Twelve 
o'clock  Rule),  1660.  1734;  Ninth  Rule 
(Order  in  Debate),  1802,  1843 

Salisbubt,  Marquess  of 

Ecclesiastical  Courts  —  Imprisonment  of  the 

Rev.  S.  F.  Green  for  Contempt,  160,  162 
Egypt   (Political   Affairs)  —  Policy  of  H.M. 

Government,  155,  156 
Egyptian  Expedition — Vote  of  Thanks  to  Her 

Mtyesty's  Naval  and  Military  Forces,  Notico 

of  Motion,  2;  Res.  141 
Parliament — Adjournment  of  the  House,  160 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

'Egypt — Employment  of   H.M.  Forces — Num« 
bers  and  Incidence  of  Cost,  1004 
Military   Expedition — Expenses — Vote    of 
Credit,  1637,  1645 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rale   (Patting 
the    Question),    235,    261,  517  ;    Amendt. 
702 ;  Third  Rule  (Debates  on  Motions  for 
Adjournment),  Amendt.  1519, 1522  ;  Fourth 
Rule    (Dinsions),     1578  ;     Sevrnth     Rule 
(Chairman  to  leave  the  Chair  without  Ques- 
tion), 1640  ;  Ninth   Rule  (Order  in.Debate), 
1761,  1804 
Pamell,  Mr.,  M.P.,  Ao.  (Release  from  Kilmain- 

bam),  1417 
Poor  Law  (England)— Triennial  Elections  of 

Gaaniiant,  1620 
Tttois— CUimt  for  Compensation,  OOfOf 
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Sakbon,  Bight  Hon.  Viscount,  Liverpool 

Sgvpt — Treatment  of  PriionerB,  1401 
FnrliAment  ^  Buiiness  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  (Question),  1030 ;  Second  Rule  (Motions 
for  Adjournment  before  Public  Buiiness), 
1846. 1383,  1435,1436 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1418 

ScHBXiBKB,  Mr.  C,  Poole 

Army — Expeditionary  Force  —  The   KcTiew, 

1304.  1644 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House— New 

Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 

the  Question),  881,  1232 
Parliament  —  Palace  of  Westminster  —  The 

Central  Hall,  1916 
Post  Office  (Ireland)— Rural  Letter  Carriers, 

758 

Science  and  Art  Department,  South  Ken- 
iington 

Irith  Teaehert,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Mnndella  Xov  10.  1178 

ydiion<d  Portrait  Gallery — Protection  from 
Fire,  Question,  Mr.  Beresford  Hope  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Shaw  LefcYre  Oct  30,  376 

The  National  Oallery  —  Inefficient  Space, 
Question,  Mr.  Caine ;  Answer,  .Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre  Kov  16,  1541 

The  JJamiUon  Collection  of  Manuecripte,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Cochran-Patrick  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Courtney  Xw  2,  659;— TA^  SeoUh  State 
Paperi,  Question,  Mr.  Cochran-Patrick  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Nov  10,  1191 


SoLATEB-BooTH,  Ri^ht  Hon.  O.,  Hante^  N. 

Highways— Distompiked  Roads — Grant  in  Aid, 
73 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  246 ;  Amendt.  252  ;  Second 
Rule  (Motions  for  Adjournment  before  Public 
Business),  1428,  H56;  Fourth  Rule  (Dlvi. 
sions),   1561,  1590,  1594,1595;  Fifth  Rule 

.  (Trreleyance  or  Repetition),  1609  ;  Tenth 
Rule  (Debates  on  Motions  for  Adjournment), 
1993,  2010 

Scotland 

Cr^h/ere  in  the  leland  of  Skye,  Question,  Mr. 
Fraser  •  Mackintosh  ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
AdTOcate  Oct  26,  175 ;  Questions,  Mr. 
O'Donnell,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell ;  Answers, 
Sir  William  Harcourt  Nov  23, 1919 :  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Fraser-Mackintosh,  Mr.  Macfiu*- 
lane  ;  Answers,  Sir  William  Harcoort,  The 
Lord  Advocate,  1926 

Croftere,  Tke^-A  Commietum  of  Inquiry,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Macfarlane ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
JVoi/.lO,  1206 

2>eer  Foreete  in  the  Bighlande— EridioHt, 
Question,  Mr.  Macfarlane ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Nov  6,  858 

Marbaurt  on  the  £aet  Coaet — Breakwater  at 
Peterhead,  Question,  Mr.  Marjoribanks ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Nov  6,  859 

[cant. 


Scotland — oont. 
Law  and  Justice— The  Salvation  Army,  Ques- 

tion.    Dr.   Cameron ;    Answer,    The    Lord 

Advocate  Nov  7,  935 
Poor  Law — Case  of  Alleged  Starvation  at  Tain, 

Question,  Mr.  Biggar;   Answer,  The  Lord 

Advocate  Nov  13,  1289 
The  Magistracy— Sheriff'Clerkihip  of  Forfar- 

thire.  Question,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answ^er,  "^rhe 

Lord  Advocate  Nov  13,  1290 

Seely,  Mr.  0.  (*A«».)»  Nottingham 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House — New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting  the 
Question),  894 

Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  Sligo 

Army  Hospitals  and  Asylums—Lord  Morley's 

Committee,  1717 
IreLind — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Government  Departments— Printing,  1926 

Irish  Land  Commission— Despatch  of  Busi- 
ness—Case of  James  Harte,  of  Rusheen, 
Co.  Sligo,  1181  ;— Report,  1548 

Irish  National  League— Constabulary,  1715 

Ijind  Law  Act,  1881— Monthly  Return  of 
Applications,  283 

Licensing  Act,  1874— Unauthoriied  Visita 
by  Constabulary,  1709 

Magistracy,  1789 

Poor  Law— Ovkt-door  Relief— The  Guar- 
dians of  Tulla  Union,  Co.  Clare,  1111  ; 
—Sligo  Union — Election  of  a  Guardian, 

1537 

Prevention  of  Crime  Act— Claims  for  Com- 
pensation, 648 :— Investigators,  1537 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary  —  Removal  of 
National  League  Placards,  Co.  I.outh, 
855,  1205  ; — Sub-Constables  Mescal  and 
Barry — Misconduct,  1182 

Science  and  Art  Museum,  Dublin,   1556, 
1924 
Ireland— Arrears  of  Rent  Act— Miscellaneoua 
Questions 

1945.  1947,  1956 

Anthony  Galeagher,  Case  of,  1536,  1930 

Applications  for  Loans,  1718, 1974 

The  '*  Hanging  Gale,"  1404,  1405,  lYl9, 
1720 
Ireland  — Law    and   Justice  —  Miscellaneous 
Questions 

Appointment  of  Irish  Judges,  377 

Crown  Witnesses,  Treatment  of,  1910, 
1925, 1926 

Dublin  Jurors,  380 

Patrick  Walsh,  Convicted  of  Murder— Irre- 
gularity of  Sentence,  1546 

Ireland,  Sute  of— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Distress.  1794.  1920 
Extra  Force  of  Constabulary — Loughmore, 

Co.  Tipperary,  1792 
Famine  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  468,  1293, 
1712 
Parliament — Business  of  tbe  House— New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  ( Putting  the 
Qoe8tion)..785, 829,832, 1243, 1248;  Second 
Rule  (Motions  for  Adjournment  before  Public 
Business),  1420,  1423,  1472,  1473:  Fourth 
Rule  (Divisions).  1590 ;  Ninth  Rule  (Order 
in  Debate),  1772, 1776, 1805, 1820, 1857J 
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SiZToir,  Mr.  T.— 0on<. 


Pnrliament^PriTilege  (Mr.  E.  D.  Gny,  M.P.), 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  43,  71  ; — 
Report,  1485.  1701,  1702 

Science  and  Art  Department,  Sootb  Kensiqg- 
ton— Irish  Teachers,  1178,  1179 


Shxil,  Mr.  E.,  Meaih  Co. 

Parliament — Bosineis  of  the  House  —  New 
Rales  of  Procedure — Second  Rule  (Motions 
for  Adjournment  before  Public  Business), 
1360,  1361;  Amendt.  1464;  Filth  Rule 
(Irrelevance  or  Repetition),  1603 


Shield,  Mr.  H.,  Cambridge 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  832,  003 

Stam — MUUonfirom  China 

Question,  Mr.  Fits-Patrick ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Oct  37,  369 

SiDMOUTH,  Viscount 

Egypti&n  Espeditioni'Vote  of  Thanks  to  Her 
Majesty's  Naval  and  Military  Forces,  Res. 
153 

Slaoo,  Mr.  J.,  ManehiiUr 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure^ First  Rule  (Putting  the 
Question),  1145 

Post  Office— East  African  Mail  Serfice,  1191 


Smith,  Eight  Hon.  W.  H.,  Westminster 

Army — Army  Medical  Department,  661 

Egypt  (Miliury  Eipedition) — Murder  of  Pro- 
fessor Palmer  and  Party— Punishment  of  the 
Murderers,  663,  1549,  1550,  1931 

Ireland— Land  Acts,  1870  and  1881«Applica- 
tions  for  Iioaus,  1713 

Law  Courts,  the  New — Approaches,  949 

Madagascar,  1730 

Navy— Naval  Artillery-- The  New  Breech- 
loading  Guns,  635 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  ( Putting  the 
Question),  397,  398  ;  Amendt.  808,  835,836, 
1018,  1033;  Second  Rule  (Motions  for 
Adjournment  before  Puhlic  Business),  1348, 
1445:  Fourth  Rule  (Divisions),  1565,  1571 : 
Eighth  Rule  (Half-past Twelve  o'clock  Rule), 
1575  ;  Ninth  Rule  (Order  in  DebaU),  1843 

SoLioiTOB  OsmsBAL,  The  (Sir  Fabbeb 
Hbbbohbll),  Durham 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  331,  333,  837  ;  Second  Rule 
(Motions  for  Adjournment  before  Fuhlic 
Business),  1353 :  Fourth  Rule  (Divisions), 
1567.  1568.  1583,1583  ;  Eighth  Rule  (Half. 
pa»t  Twelve  o'clock  Rule),  1674 


Spain 

Emancipatum  Act,  Cuba,  Question,  Mr.  A. 
Pease;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W,  Dilke 
Xov  3,  655 

InternaHonaU  Law  —  Surrender  of  Cuban 
Refugeee,  Questions,  Mr.  0' Kelly,  Mr. 
Macrarlane;  Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Oct  80,  373 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  O'Kelly,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill, 
Mr.  Joseph  Cowon,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolfl^ 
Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross ;  Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley,  Sir  WillUm  Harconrt  Od  31,  469  : 
Question,  Mr.  0* Kelly ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Nov  3,  660 ;  Question,  Mr.  Lewis ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  8,  766 ;  Ques* 
tions,  Mr.  0' Kelly,  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross, 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill;  Answers,  Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashley,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  7, 
041  ;  Question,  l^ord  Randolph  Churchill ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  9,  1116  ; 
Questions,  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
Nov  10, 1103 ;  Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Nov  16, 
1545 ;  Questions,  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross, 
Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answers, Mr.  Evelyn 
Aihley,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  31, 
1790 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett. 
Mr.v  d'Kellj;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  iVcv  33,  1931 


Spbakbb,  The  (Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.  B. 
W.  Brand),  Cambridgeshire 

Egypt— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Arabi  Pasha,  Surrender  of  by  the  British 
to  the  Agents  of   the  Khedive,   1319, 
1330, 1323 
Employment  of  H.M.  Forces— Conduct  of 
the  Opposition,  867 ;  Ministerial  State- 
ment, 1407 
Miliury    Expedition— Treatment    of   the 
Sick,  467 
Egyptian  Expedition— Vote  of  Thanks  to  Her 
Majesty's  Naval  and  Military  Forces,  Res. 
303 
Ground  Game  Act,  1880 — Sec.  6 — legislation, 
374,  875 

Ireland— 'Miscellaneous  Questions 

Arrears  of  Rent  Act,  1936, 1937,  1990 
Irish  Land  Commission — OflScial  Valuators 

—Appointment  of  Mr.  Fitsgerald,  174 
Land  Law  Act,  1881 — Sob-Commissioners, 

633,  634 
State   of—- Captain   Dickenson   and  John 
Ryan,  1190,1191 
Lieutenancy— Privileges  of  London  and  Dub- 
lin, 1135 
Parliament— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Adjournment  of  the  House,  70 
Business  of  the   House  —  New   Rhles  of 
Procedure  —  Chairman  of  Committees 
— Personal  Explanation,  1863 
Rules  and  Orders — **  Leave  of  the  House," 

1557 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House — New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Patting 
the  Question),  119,  130,  334,  346,  847, 
353,  387,  388,  339,  404,  411,  451,  770,  787, 
789,  807, 893, 893,  894,  895,  896. 897,  900. 
1037 ;  Second  Rule  (Motions  for  A<Uouru- 
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ment  before  Public  Businesi),  1351,  1360, 
1377,  1380,  1440,  1447.  1418.  1450,  1461. 
1462.  1481,  1491  ;  Third  Rule  (Debatea  on 
Motions  for  Adjournment],  1495.  1496, 
1499.  1500.  1534  ;  Fourth  Rule  (Divisions), 
1569,  1566.  1569.  1570.  1671.  1578.  1675, 
1576,  1578,  1685:  Fiflh  Role  (Irrelevanoe 
or  Repetition).  1596,  1605.  1625.  1626; 
Sixth  Rule  (Postponement  of  Preamble). 
1648;  Eighth  Rule  (Halfpast  TweWe 
o'clock  Rule).  1680,  1742.  1751  ;  Ninth 
Rule  (Order  in  Debate),  1755.  1776,  1782, 
1783.  1784,  1785,  1787,  1810,  1818.  1824, 
1857.  1865.  1895.  1896;  Tenth  Rule  (De- 
bates  on  Motions  for  Adjournment),  2005 

Parliament  —  Privilege  (Mr.  E.  D.  Graj. 
M.P.).  Nomination  of  Select  Committee, 
284.285;  Report.  1485 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaogh) — Com- 
munication to  the  House,  1327,  1328; 
Nottcei,  1727 

fipEirosBy    Hon.    C.   R.,    Narthmnpton- 
ihtn,  N. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  llouse  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Puttin<; 
the  Question),  573 

Stanhopb,  Hen.  E.,  Lineolmhtre,  Hid 
Estimates— Extra  Expenditure  (Ireland),  1197 
India — Finance,  Ac. — Remittances  from  India 
18823,  1909 
Local  Self-GoTcmment,  166, 1726 
Parliament  —  Business  of   the  House  —  New 
Roles  of  Procedure — First  Rale  (Putting 
the  Question),  98. 99. 100, 233, 332,  436, 807. 
812, 925, 1090,  1091 ;  Second  Rule  (Motions 
for  Adjournment  before   Public   Business), 
1353:    Eighth     Rule     (Half-past      TweUe 
o'clock  Rale),  1749 

Stanlbt,  Bight  Hon.  Colonel  F.   A., 

Laneaihir$j  N. 

Egypt  (Military  Expedition) — Representatives 
ot  the  Indian  Contingent  —  Visit  to  this 
Country,  945 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House— New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  683  ;  Seoond  Rule  (Motions 
for  Adjoomment  before  Public  Business), 
1353 ;  Fourth  Rule  (Divisions),  1584 ;  Eighth 
Rule  (Half-past  Twelve  o'clock  Rule),  1656, 
1672;  Ninth  Rule  (Order  in  Debate),  1768, 
1769,  1818,  1882,  1883;  Tenth  Role  (De. 
bates  on  Motions  for  Adjournment),  1995 

ParaelU  Mr.,  M.P.,  Ac.  (Reteasa  from  Kil- 
mainham),  1416 

Stanley  of  Aldbrlet,  Lord 

Army — Re-instatement  of  Colonel   Valentino 

Baker  in  **  The  Army  List,''  154 
Egyptian  Expedition— Vote  of  Thanks  to  Her 

Majesty's  Naval  and  Military  Forces,  Res. 

152 

Stansfbld,  Bigbt  Hon.  J.,  Salifrnx 
Parliament — Bnsinen  of  the   House  —  New 
Rulos  of  Procedure—First  Rule  M'utiiug 
(be  Question),  589 


Stanton,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Stvud 

Ptrliament — Basiness  of  the  House — Now 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
(he  Question),  1157,1158 

Stobet,  Mr.  S.,  Sunderland 
Egyptian  Expedition — Vote  of  Thanks  to  Her 

Majesty's  Naval  and  Military  Forces,  Res. 

202 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  -^  New 

Rules  of  Procedure — First   Rule  (Patting 

the  Question),  Amcmlt.  317 


SoLLivAN,  Mr.  T.  D.,  W$»tfMath 

Ireland—"  Annals  of  Ulster,*'  853 

Prerention  of  Crime  Act— Arrest  of  Mr, 
M.  Harris.  765 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the    Iloase  —  New 
Rales  of  Procedure-- First  Rnle  (Patting 
the  Question),  311 


SuiiiCERS,  Mr.  W.|  Stalyhr%dg$ 
Egypt  (Re-organisation) — CcMion  of  a  Port 

on  the  Red  Sea  to  Abyssinia,  1636 
Madagascar — Reported  Proceedings  of  France. 
1304 


Superannuation  Aci,  18«59 — C&nditiom  as 
to  Superannuation  AUowaneoi 

Question,  Mr.  Tottenham  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Court- 
ney JVor  9,  1109 

SUPPLY 

Money  OranU  to  Sir  Oamet  Woleeley  and  Sir 
Beauehamp  Seymour,  Questions,  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Xov  2,  662 

jHW  EstimaUe^Ertra  Expenditure  {Ireland), 
Question,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  JVbr  10, 1197 


Stnan,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Limertck  Co. 
Arrears  of  Rent  (Ireland)  Act,  1984 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Houae— New 
Rules  of  Procedare— 'Second  Rule  (Motioni 
for  Adjournment  before  Pablic  fiasioesa), 
1161  :  Third  Rule  (Debates  on  Motions  for 
A<Uoomment),  1496;  Ninth  Rnle  (Order  in 
Debate),  1806;  Tenth  Role  (Debates  on 
Motions  for  Adjoarnmeot),  1996 


Talbot,  Mr.  J.  Q-.,  Oxford  University 
Ecclosiastioal  Courts — Imprisonment  of  Mr.  S. 

F.  Green  for  Contempt,  172 
Elementary   Education    Acts— School   Board 

Election,  Birmingham,  1907 
Parliament— Business    of    the    Hoase — New 

Rules— SUndiog    Committees,    953,    1126, 

1127 
Parliament— Business    of    the    tloaae— New 

Rules  of  Procedure — Fifth  Rale(IrreleT8neo 

pr  Repetition),  A  nendt.  1603,  163) 
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Taylor,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Leicester 

Parliament — Huginess  of  the  House — New 
Rules  of  I'rcceduro— First  Rule  (Putting 
iho  Question),  88G 

Thatr.f>9  Eiver  lUV,  ISSl—Lr^fislation 
Q,u<Hition,  Mr.  M'Larcn;  Answer,  Mr. J.  Holms 
Xov  17,  1G30 


TiiOMASsON,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Bolton 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — New 
Rules  of  Procedure — P'lrst  Rule  (Putting 
tho  Question),  307  ;  Second  Rule  (Motions 
for  Adjournment  before  Public  Business), 
1482;  Eighth  Rule  (Half-  past  Twelve 
o'clock  Riilc),  1071 


Thompson,  Mr.  T.  C,  Durham 

Parliament — Business  of  tho  House — New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  082 

Tottenham,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Leitrim 

Egypt  (^Expeditionary  Force) — Review  in  St. 

James's  Park,  1655 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Arrrears   of    Kent    Act — Applications   for 

Loans,  167,  1716 
Irish  Land  Commission — Official  Valuators 
— Appointment  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald,   173, 
174 
Law  and  Justice— Sessions  Courts,  1012 
Ireland — Magistracy,    Tho — Resident    Magis- 
trates— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Captain  Wynne,  17H 
Compulsory  Retirement,  1108,  1100 
Mansfield,  Mr.,  R.M.,  1534 
Superannuation    Act,    1860 — Condition    as  to 
Superannuation  Allowances,  1100 

Trade  and  Commerce 

Commercial  Nvgotialiona  with  France  and 
Spaiiij  Quetition,  Mr.  Mac  Iver  ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Oct  31,  460 

Commercial  Treaty  with  Spain,  Question,  Mr. 
Monk  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Xov  2, 
027 

Treaty  of  Berlin-^Article  X.—The  Varna 

Railway 
QueHtion,  Mr.  Alderman  Cotton  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  23,  1015   • 

Tbevelyan,  Eight  Hon.  Q.  0.  (Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland),  ILaioicky  Sec. 

Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
"  Annals  of  Ulster,"  8.')3 
board  of  Public  Works  and  Local  Govern- 
ment  Board  —  Improvement    Works   at 
Arklow,364  ; — Legal  Proceedings  against 
Officers.  1006 
Inland  Navigation— Kiver  Barrow,  1105 
International  Fisheries  Kxhibition,  1206 
Irish  National  League — Conatabulary,  1715 

ICV/it. 


TiiETELTAN,  Right  Hou.  G.  O.^^onl. 

Jury  Laws — Dublin  Juries,  1707 

Labourers'  Question,  761 

Licensing  Act,  1874— Unauthorized  Visits 
by  Constabulary,  1700 

Lunatio  Asylums — Omngh  District  Asylum 
— Lieutenant-Colonel  Buchanan,  1008 

National  Education  —  Commissioners  — 
Royal  University  Examinations,  845  ;— 
Teachers  in  Irish  Elementary  Schools, 
626 

Post  Office— The  "  Irish  Nation,"  656 

Public  Hcnlth — Scarlet  Fever  in  Arklow, 
756  ; — State  of  Lodging-houses  in  Lon- 
donderry, 1634 

Railways— Ennis  and  West  Clare  Railway, 
1020' 

Reform  of  the  Executive  Government,  065 

lioyal  University  —  Queen's  Colleges  — 
Granting  of  Degrees,  1183 

Sanitary  Condition  of  Killeshandra,  624 

Ireland — Arrears  of  Rent  Act — Miscellaneous 

Questions 
1068,  1074,  1077 
Anthony   Galeagher,  Case  of,  1536,  1030, 

1031 
Applications  for  Loans,  167, 168,  1716  ;— 

Return  of,  472,  844,  1718 
Emigration  Clauses,  626,  843 
New  Rules,  057 

Sec.  8— Incidence  of  Cost,  1201 
Ireland — Crime — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Attack  on  Mr.  Justice  Lawson,  1316,  1539 
Attempted  Murder  of  Mr.  Carter  in  Mayo 

Co. — Cost    of    Attendance  of    Surgeon 

Wheeler,  852,  1000,  1100,  1113 
Murder  of  Constable  Kavanagh,  173,  848 
Reported  Murder  of  a  Catholic  Clergyman, 

1206 

Ireland  —  Irish  Land  Commission  —  Miscel- 
laneous Questions 

Arrears  of  Rent  Act — Land  Commission 
Court,  052,  063  ;— The"  Hanging  Gale," 
1200.  1202,  1404,  1405,  1710,  1720 

Court  Valuers,  165,  464,  657,  658,  1108, 
1205, 1007  ;— Appointment  of  Mr.  Butler, 
168,  160  ;— Appointment  of  Mr.  Fitz- 
'gerald,  174  ;-Mr.  Irwin  Flaherty,  379 

Despatch  of  Business  —  Case  of  James 
llarte,  of  Rusheen,  Co.  Sligo,  1182 

Donegal  and  Derry  Sub-Commissions  — 
Judicial  Rents,  1207,  1298 

Edenderry  Sub-Commission,  671 

Fair  Rents,  1538,  1545  ;— Co.  Mayo,  1294 

Judicial  Rents— Co.  Cavan,  1200 

Report,  1548 

Sub-Commissioners— Mr.  Roper,  941 

Sub- Commissioners    and     Court    Valuers, 

1307 
Withdrawal  of  Applications  from  the  Pur- 
view of  the  Court,  1308 
Ireland— Land  Law  Act,  1881— Miscellaneous 

Questions 
Martin,  Mr.,  Crown  Solicitor,  Co.  Donegal, 

1716.1716 
Monthly  Return  of  Applications,  283 
Part  v.— Purchase  Clauses  —  Advances  to 

Irish  Tenants.  1103.  1104 
Speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  168 
Sub- Commissioners,  632,  635,  637  ;— Mayo 

Sub-Coinmis!iioner(t,  360  ; — Lint  of  Case^, 
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Trbtbltav,  Right  Hon.  6. 0.- 

Ireland  —  Law  and  Justice  —  Miscollaneoai 
Queitiont 

Crown  WitnetMB,  Treatment  of,  1911, 1925 

Patrick  Walth,  Convicted  of  Munder — 
Irregularity  of  Sentence,  1545 

Potty  Sessions  Courts,  1913 
Ireland  —  Law    and    Police  —  Miscellaneous 
Questions 

Charge  of  "  Moonlighting  "  against  "  Emer- 
gency Men"  at  Murroe,  Co.  Limerick, 
755, 1180 

Commission  Court-House,  Dublin — InsuflB- 
oiency  of  Accommodation,  1189 

Domiciliary  Visits  of  the  Police — Mill- 
street,  680,  651 

Ryan,  Thomas,  Case  of,  362,  846 
Ireland  —  Magistracy,    The  —  Misoellaneons 
Questions 

1789 

Baltinglass  Magistrates,  363 

Clerk  of  Petty  Sessions,  Co.  Leitrim, 
1101,  1914 

Coroners,  Co.  Gal  way,  1530 

John  Lalor,  Case  of,  1186 

Londonderry  Magistrates,  754 

Resident  Magistrates— Compulsory  Retire- 
ment, 1108  ;— Captain  Wynne,  1714;— 
Retired,  1906;— Memorial  of  Resident 
Magistrates,  1112 
Ireland— Peaoe  Preserration  Act,  1881— Mii- 
oellaneous  Questions 

Arms  Licences,  1288 

Matthew  Smyth,  Case  of,  1185, 1186 

Searching  of  Houses,  1292 
Ireland— Poor  Law — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Agnes  Maloolmson,  Case  of,  850 

Belfast  Asylum— R.  Nelson,  1705 

Belfast  Board  of  Guardians,  1704 

Belfast  Union— Mr.  R.  Humphrey,  1629 

Manor  Hamilton  Union — Case  of  Allan 
Nixon,  847 

Newry  Workhouse— Treatment  of  Casuals, 
1289 

Out-door  Relief— Guardians  of  Tulla  Union, 
Co.  Clare,  1112 

Poor  Law  Guardian  Qualification,  1128 

Rathdrum  Union — Election  of  Guardians, 
864 

Sligo  Union  —  Election  of  a  Guardian, 
1538 

Unions — ^Treatment  of  Lunatics  in  Work- 
houses, 1094 
Ireland— ProTention   of   Crime    Act — Miscel- 
laneous Questions 

Arrest  of  Mr.  M.  Harris,  764,  765 

Claims  for  Compensation,  648,  1106 

Gun  Licences  (Mr.  James  Boylan),  757 

'<  Investigators,"  1537 
Ireland— Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881— Extra  Allowances  to  Prison 
Warders,  938 

Returns  of  Arrests,  Ac.  463 
Ireland— Royal   Irish  ConsUbulary  —  Miscel- 
laneous Questions 

Assaults  by  Policemen,  1007»  1119 

"  Free  Force  "  of  Royal  Irish  Constabulary, 
Tipperary,  1531 

Head  Constables,  1539 

Mansfield,  Mr.,  R.M.,  1534 

Medical  Attendance,  462,  463 

Metropolitan  Police  Force  (Dublin)— Extra 
I'ay,  1633 


TitTxiiTAir,  Right  Hon.  G.  0.— eon/. 

Removal    of    National    League    Placards, 

1296  ;— Co.  Louth,  856  ;— Tintem,  Co. 

Wexford,   933 
Sub- Constables  Mescal  and  Barry — Miscon- 
duct. llSi 
Ireland — State  of — ^Miscellaneous  Questions 
Captain  Dickenson  and  John   Ryan,  1190, 

1191 
Distress  (Apprehended),  1794,  1908,  1920, 

1921,  1923 
Distress  in  Clare,  464,  946,  1928 
Extra  Force  of  Constabulary — Lough  more, 

Co.  Tipperary,  1793 
Famine  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  468,  630, 

947,  1294,  1309,  1310, 1635,  1636,  1711, 

1712,  1713 
Galway  Co. — Disturbance  at  Now  Bridge, 

673 
Irish  National  League  Placards,  657 
Relief  Works,  Arklow,  Co.  Wicklow,  857 : 

— Discontinuance  of,  1192 
Penal    Servitude    Commission,    1879  —  Irish 
Convict  Labour,  1922 

Tunis 

CUnmifor  Compeniotion,  Question,  Mr.  Salt ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  2,  655 

Epypt  and  Tunit — Slavery,  Questions,  Mr.W. 
£.  Forster  ;  Answers.  Mr.  Gladstone  Xav  17, 
1642 

Francs  and  Tunis — Commereial  Treaty  of 
1875— TAe  CapitulaUant,  Questions,  Mr. 
Montague  Guest,  Sir  Arthur  Otwar;  An- 
swers, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Oct  27.  271  ;— 
Rumoured  Treaty,  Question,  Mr.  Puleston  ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Oct  26,  169 

Turkey 
Armenia,  Questions,  Mr.  Baxter,  Sir  H.  Dmm- 

mond  Wolff;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 

Oc<81,466 
Sheikh  Obeidullah,  Question.  Sir  Henry  Tyler ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  23,  1909 

Ttlbb,  Sip  H.  W.,  Hanoieh 

Sgypt— Employment  of  H.M.  Forces,  1530 
Military  Expedition — Murder  of  Professor 
Palmer  and  Party,  371,  650 

Law  and  Police — Use  of  Revolvers,  623 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  416,  421,  892;  Second  Rule 
(Motions  for  Adjournment  before  Publio 
Business),  1349, 1352  ;  Amende.  1358, 1438 ; 
Fourth  Rule  (  Divisions),  1573 

Post  Office  (Telegraph  Department)— Over- 
head Telegraph  Wires,  627,  1105 

Railways  (India)— QuetU  and  Candahar,  1908 

Turkey— Sheikh  Obeidullah,  1909 

Vaednation  Acts 
Alleged  Death  of  Children  at  Noruiieh  from 

EfecU  of  Opsratton-^The  Report,  Queetion, 

Mr.  Hopwood  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  OetSl, 

459 
Bedford  Mametrates,  Question,  Mr.  Hopwood  ; 

Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  Nov  3,  750 
Tranamiseion  of  Dieeoie  through  Inoculation  of 

Soldieri  in  the  French  Army,  Qu4»stions,  Mr. 

Hopwood  ;  Anaweni,  Mr.  Dodson  JTov  2, 621  ; 

iVuv  13,  im 
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Vebney,  Sir  H.,  Buckingham 

Army    Medical    Department  —  Departmental 

Committee,  384 
Channel  Tunnel  Scheme,  170 
Egypt   (Military  Expedition)— Treatment   of 

the  Sick,  467 

Vivian,  Mr.  A.  P.,  Cornwall,  W, 

Parliament  —  Basineei  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— Eighth  Rule  (Half- 
past  TweWe  o'clock  Rule),  1737 


Waddt,  Mr.  S.  D.,  Edinburgh 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  1253  ;  Fifth  Rule  (Irreleyanoe 
or  Repetition),  1631 


Waltkb,  Mr.  J.,  Berkshire 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  108,  712  ;  Ninth  Rule  (Order 
in  Debate),  1889 


Warton,  Mr.  0.  N.,  Bridport 

Metropolitan     Improvements  —  Hyde     Park 
Comer,  760 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House— Lord 
Mayor's  Day,  671 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  87,  308,  419,  422.  447 ; 
Amendt.  472.  773,  784,  794,  799,  807,  891, 
909, 1054,  1078, 1087,  1176  ;  Second  Rule 
(Motions  for  Adjournment  before  Public 
Business),  1342,  1393,  1394,  1490;  Third 
Rule  (Debates  on  Motions  for  Adjourn- 
ment), Amendt.  1519;  Fourth  Rule  (DiW- 
sions),  1566,  1571,  1574,  1580,  1585,  1588; 
Amendt.  1595  ;  Fifth  Rule  (Irrelevance  or 
Repetition),  1026;  Sixth  Rule  (Postpone- 
ment of  Preamble),  Amendt.  1647,  1648 ; 
Eighth  Rule  (Half-past  TweWe  o'clock 
Rule),  Amendt.  1683,  1699,  1735,  1742, 
1751  ;  Ninth  Rule  (Order  in  Debate),  1760, 
1804;  Amendt.  1808,  1812,  1816,  1848, 
1857,  1876,  1882,  1801 :  Tenth  Rule  (De- 
bates  on  Motions  for  Adjournment),  1994, 
2001,  2006,  2010 

Parliament— Wigan  New  Writ,  Res.  1903 


JTA  78  AND  MEANS 

MlSOKLLANXOUS   QuSSTIONS 

The  Financial  Statement — Loeal  TaxoHm  and 
Roads  SubventioHt  Question,  Sir  Baldwyn 
Leighton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Xov  3, 
765 

Inland  Revenue — Beer  and  Wine  Lieenees, 
Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Court- 
ney Nov  6,  859  ; — Income  Tarn  on  Foreign 
Investments,  Question,  Mr.  Mac  Iver ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Nov  10,  1202 

Income  Tax — Insolvent  Firms,  Question,  Mr. 
Lea ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer Nov  23, 1933 


Wbbstxb,  Mr.  J.,  Aherdem 

Convict    Labour  and  Harbours  of  Refnge— 
Report  of  the  Committee,  1187 


WmTBBBAD,  Mr.  S.,  Bedford 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  — New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Queition),  393,  547 ;  Ninth  Rule  (Order 
in  Debate),  1807,  1813 

Whitlbt,  Mr.  E.,  Liverpool 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House — New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  525 

WiooiN,  Mr.  H.,  Staffordshire,  E. 
Currency — Small  Silrer  Coin,  1178 

Williamson,  Mr.  8.,  St  Andrews,  ice. 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House — New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  699 

WiLMOT,  Sir  J.  E.,  Warwickshire,  S, 
Egypt   (Military    Operations) — Bombardment 
of  Alexandria,  659 


WoDEHOUSE,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Bath 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  New 
Rules  of  Procedure— First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  1149 

WoLFP,  Sir  H.  D.,  Portsmouth 

^gypt*— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Arabi  Pasha,  Surrender  of  by  the  British  to 
the  Agents  of  the  Khedire,  1321 ;— Trial 
of.  1115,  1196 
Earl  of  Dufferin,   Mission  of  the,   1119, 

1120 
Egyptian  Army,  367f  465 
Military  Expedition  —  Surrender  of  Pri- 
soners of  War  to  the  Agents  of  the  Khe- 
dire, 301,  1302 
Re-organization,1310 ;— Dual  Control,  The, 

941 
Suex  Canal,  175 
Navy — Barracks  at  Portsmouth,  944 
Parliament — Adjournment  —  The    Appropria- 
tion Act — Constitutional  Practice,  80 
Business    of   the    House  —  New    Rules— 
Standing  Committees,  954 
Parliament »- Business  of  the   House  — New 
Rules  of  Procedure—First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  Amendt.  74,  79  ;  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  457,  897 ;  Second  Rule  (Mo- 
tions for  Adjournment  before  Public  Busi- 
ness),  Amendt.  1330,  1377,  1392 ;  Motion 
for  Adjournment,  1393,  1488,  1491 ;  Third 
Rule  (Debates  on  Motions  for  Adjournment), 
Amendt.   1492,   1500,  1517:  Fourth    Rule 
(Difisions),  Amendt.  1560,  1562,  1566, 1568 ; 
Fifth  Rule  (Irrelevance. or  Repetition),  1600 
Spain — International  Law — Surrender  or  Cuban 

Refugees,  470, 1545 
Turkey— Armenia,  466 
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WoUeley,    Sir    Gamft,     and    the    Irish 
Revolt 

QoestioD,  Mr.  M'Coan ;  ADSwer,  Mr.  Childers 
JVbt;  0,1120 


WoRTLKT,  Mr.  0.  B.  Stttabt-,  Sheffield 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  Ne«r 
Rules  of  Procedure — First  Rule  (Putting 
the  Question),  344.  690  ;  Third  Rule  (De- 
bates  on  Motions  for  Adjournment),  1525  ; 
Eighth  Rule  ( Half-past  TwelTG  o'clock  Rule), 
1608,  1746  ;  Ninth  Rule  (Order  in  Debate), 
Amendt.  1814,  1803 


YoRKE,  Mr.  J.  R.,   Olouce^t&r shire,  £^^ 

Enirland  and  Pern — Peruvian  BondbolJeiv, 
1031 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  Ilouse  — -  Neir 
Rules  of  Prooodure — Second  Rule  (Motion^ 
for  Adjournment   before    Publio    Bosiness)^ 

.  1338,  1353,  1370,  1370  ;  Third  Rule  (De^ 
bates  on  Motions  for  Adjournment),  1408 ;' 
Fourth  Rule  (Divisions),  Amendt.  1505; 
Fifth  Rule  (Irrolovanoe  or  Repetition),  1604 

Parnetl,  Mr  ,  M.l'.,  Ac.  (Release  from  Kilmuin- 
hnm),  1411,  1412,  1667,  1637,  1630,  l7-*7, 
1706,  1707,  170a,   1000 

Ro/al  Courts  of  Justice  — Ceremony  of  Open- 
ing, 1543 
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